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Services   on  the  Gold  Coast  —  Postponement  of  Motion,   Sir  Eardley 

Wilmot  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..684 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  159]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .     684 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Lyon  Flay  fair :) — Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Chirman  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," 
— {Mr.  Lyon  Flay  fair :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  {re-eommitted)  Bill 

{Lards)   [Bill  220]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .     703 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported,  without  further  Amendment ; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)  BHIl— Ordered  (Mr.  Whalley,  Sir  George  Bowyer) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  230]      . .  . .  . .  . .      704 

COMMONS,  SATUEDAY,  JULY  25. 

Parliament  —  Point   of   Order  —  Saturday    Sittings  —  Question,    Mr. 

Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  ..  ..  ...     704 

Superannuation  Act  —  County  Court  Clerks  —  Question,  Sir  Eardley 

Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith         . .  . .  . .     705 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amendment  Bill  —  Question, 

Observations,  Sir  Henry  James ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General  . .     705 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  186]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  '*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..708 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  tho  modo  in  which  expired  Turnpike  Acts  in  Scotland  have  hitherto  been 
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Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Sill — contmued. 

dealt  with,  and  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  follow,  is  unjust  in  principle,  and  ought 
not  to  be  continued," — {Mr.  McLaren j) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,    "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave, 

withdrawn. 
Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 

upon  Monday. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — ^Motion  for  Adjournment — 

Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — (Mr.  Sullivan)  . .     713 

After  short  debate.  Question  put :  —  The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  35, 
Noes  114  ;  Majority  79. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  201]— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..721 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Captain 
Nolan.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question : " — 
After  long  debate.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 
(Mr.  O'Clery.) 

After  further  debate,  Question  put :  —  The  House  divided ;  Ayes  35, 
Noes  110;  Majority  75. 

Main  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  112,  Noes  33; 
Majority  79  : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  go  into  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  on  Thursday 
next :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  com- 
mitted for  Thursday. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  27. 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) — ^The  Lords  Lieutenant  —  Question,  Obser- 
vations, Lord  Carlingford;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond: — Short 
debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .     746 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Removal  Bill  (No.  168)-^ 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'' --{The  Lord  Henniker)  ..      754 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn : — Order 
for  the    Second  Reading   discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn, 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  27. 

Commissioners  of  Education,  Ireland  —  National  School  at  Altanagh 

— Question,  Mr.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Boach  . .     757 

Board    of    Trade  —  Lighthouse    for    Cardigan    Bay  —  Question,    Mr. 

Holland ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley    . .  . .  . .     758 

India — Kirwee    Booty — Question,    Mr.   Evelyn    Ashley;    Answer,    Lord 

George  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .  . .     758 

Army   Medical    Service — Question,    Dr.   Lush ;   Answer,   Mr.   Gathome 

Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     759 

Public  Health  Act — Fever  in  Marylebone — Question,  Dr.  Lush;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth       . .  . .  . .  . .     759 

Post   Office — Salaries — Question,   Mr.   Mundella;    Answer,   Lord  John 

Manners  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     760 

Ireland  —  Orange  Procession  —  Case  of  James  Mallon  —  Questions, 
Mr.  McCarthy  Downing,  Mr.  Vance;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  . .  « .  . .  • .  . .     760 
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The  New  Chaeity  Commissionees— Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .     761 

Ireland — Dublin  University — Question,  The  O'Donoghue;  Answer,  Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  . .  . .     761 

Imprisonment  for   Debt — The  Channel  Islands — Question,  Mr.  Locke; 

Answer,'  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .     762 

The  Judicature  Bills — ^Postponement — Questions,  Sir  Henry  James,  Sir 

William  Harcourt ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The  Attorney  General      . .     763 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:" — 

Eppino  Forest — Motion  for  Correspondence — 
Movedy  "  That  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence  relating  to  the  subject  be  laid  on  the 
Table,"— (Dr.  Zm*A)  ..  ..  ..  .-764 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Navy — Case  of  Commander  Cheyne — Motion  for  a  Committee — 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  *•  this  House  will,  upon  IVIonday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to 
consider  of  an  humble  Address  to  Her  Majestj-,  prajHng  Her  Majesty  that  She  will 
be  pjaciously  pleased  to  direct  that  the  Pension  of  £200  a-year  awarded  to  John 
Powlcs  ChejTie,  Commander,  R.N.,  be  paid  to  him,  in  addition  to  his  retired  pay, 
without  deduction,  for  the  term  of  his  natural  life ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  .that 
this  House  will  make  good  the  same," — {Sir  John  Hay,) — instead  thereof  . .      764 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : " — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission — Audit  of  Accounts  — 
Resolution — 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  House,  that  careful  attention  should  be  paid  to 
the  Report  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  upon  the  Accounts  of  |the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Commission," — {Sir  John  Oray)  . .  . .      769 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Coal  Mines — Astley  Deep  Pit  (Dukinfibld)  Explosion — Motion  for 
AN  Address — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
p^raciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  whether  a  better  system 
of  colliery  inspection  can  be  established,  with  a  view  to  prevent  deplorable  accidents 
in  collieries," — {Mr.  Sidebottom,) — ^instead  thereof  . .      771 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question ;" — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Post  Office — ^Wick  and  Thurso  Mails — Motion  for  Correspondence — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tfie  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence  between  the 
Directors  of  the  Highland  and  Sutherland  and  Caithness  Railway  Company  and 
the  Postmaster  General  on  the  subject  of  the  arrangements  for  the  transmission 
of  the  mails  from  Helmsdale  to  Wick  and  Thurso,  — {Sir  Tallemache  Sinclair^ — 
instead  thereof       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .      784 

Question  proposed,   '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Judicature  Bills  —  Postponement  —  Question,  Observations,  Sir 
William  Harcourt ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .     788 

Colonial    Office — The    Official   Staff — Question,  Observations,   Mr. 
Lowe ;    Reply,   The  Chancellor    of   the  Exchequer  : — Short    debate 
thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     792 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 
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SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — SuppLEiCBifTAEY  Estimates. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £170,000,  Supplementary  sum,  Rating  of  certain  Government  Property,  &c. — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  •  •       797 

(2.)  £15,000,  Supplementary  sum,  Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue  Buildings.— After 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  *  •  •       809 

(3.)  £35,600,  Supplementary  sum,  New  Buildings  for  County  Ck)urt8,  &c. — ^After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  •  •       8^9 

(4.)  £13,800,  Supplementary  sum,  Constructing  certain  Harbours,  &c. — After  short 
debate,  Vote  o^re^  ^0  ..  ..  ..  ••       811 

(5.)  £2,225,  Supplementary  sum,  Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(6.)  £166,000,  Supplementary  sum.  Local  (Government  Board. — After  short  debate. 
Vote  agreed  to         . .  . .  . .  . .  ..811 

(7.)"  £4,500,  Supplementary  sum,  Mint. 
(8.)  £55,692,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland. 

(9.)  £155,200,  Supplementary  sum,  Metropolitan  Police. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       815 

(10.)  £160,000,  Supplementary  sum,  Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  (England  and 
Wales). — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .       816 

(11.)  £7,523,  Supplementary  sum,  MiscellaneouB  Legal  Charges,  Lreland. — ^After  short 

debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .       817 

(12.)  £3,068,  Supplementary  sura,  British  Museiun. 

(13.)  £10,395,  Supplementary  sum,  National  Grallory. — After    short    debate.    Vote 

agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..        817 

(14,)  £1,000,  Sub-Wealden  Exploration. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .       823 

(15.)  £5,000,  Supplementary  sum.  Temporary  Conmiissions. 

(16.)  £800,  Supplementary  sum.  Miscellaneous  Expenses. — After  short  debate.  Vote 

agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       825 

(17.)  £5,883,  Marriage  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .       827 

(18.)  £4,404,  Family  of   the  late  Dr.   Livingstone,   &c. — ^Aftor  short  debate.  Vote 

agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       827 

(19.)  £71,500,  Supplementary  sum.  Post  Office  Services,  &c. — After  short  debate.  Vote 

agreed  to  . .        828 

(20.)  £37,687,  Supplementary  sum.  Post  Office  Telegraph  Service. — After  short  debate, 

Vote  agreed  to         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       828 

On  Motion,  "That  the  Chairman  report  the  Besolutions  to  the  House :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to.       # 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Ways  and  Means — Order  for  Committee  read  : — ^Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions — Motion  for  an  Address — 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  "  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  bo 
graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copies 
and  Translations  of  any  Laws,  Ordinances,  or  Regulations  relating  to  Monastic 
and  Conventual  Institutions  connected  with  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  to  the  inmates 
or  members  thereof,  especially  to  the  regular  Orders  of  the  Church  of  Rome, 
which  may  be  enforced  by  the  authority  of  the  State,  and  are  at  present  operative  in 
France,  in  the  German  Empire,  in  the  Austro  -  Hungarian  Empire,  in  the 
Russian  Empire,  in  Italy,  in  Sweden  and  Norway,  in  Belgium,  in  Spain,  in 
Portugal,  and  in  S^-itierland," — [Mr.  Nexcdegate,) — ^instead  thereof  . .      830 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  **  and  in  the  United 
States  of  America  and  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada," — {Mr.  Errington.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word  "Canada,"  to  add  the  words 
"  and  in  the  Empire  of  Brazil," — {Mr.  Newdegate.) 
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Ways  and  Means — Order  for  Committee — continued. 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  added/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  ^nd  agreed  to, 

Retoived,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  tins  House,  Copies  and 
Translations  of  any  Laws,  Ordinances,  or  Regulations  relating  to  Monastic  and 
Conventual  Institutions  connected  with  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  to  the  inmates  or* 
members  thereof,  especially  to  the  regular  Orders  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  which 
may  be  enforced  by  the  authority  of  the  State,  and  are  at  present  operative  in 
Frsmce,  in  the  German  Empire,  in  the  Austro-Hungarian  Empire,  in  me  Russian 
Empire,  in  Italy,  in  Sweden  and  Norway,  in  Belgium,  in  Spain,  in  Portugal,  in 
Switzerland,  in  the  United  States  of  America,  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  in 
the  Empire  of  Brazil. 

Ways  and  Means — Resolved,  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Begistration  of  Births  and  Deaths  Bill  [Bill  224]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  coneidered     . .  . .  . .  . .     835 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  Th-morrow, 

Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amendment  Bill  {Lorde)  [Bill  226]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr,  Sclater- 
Booth)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     836 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time, 
and  committed  for  To-morrou^, 

Church  Batronagre  (Scotland)  BiU  {Lords)  [BiU  159]— 

BilL  considered  in  CorxiTmttee  [^Progress  24th  July"]  ,,  ..837 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  with  Amendments  ;    as 

amended,  to    be    considered    upon    Thursday,    and    to    be    printed, 

[BiU  234.] 

Public  Salaries,  Pensions,  Grants,  &c. — Motion  for  Returns — 

Moved,  "That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Returns  of  all  Persons  in  England, 
Scotland,  Ireland,  the  Channel  Islands,  Colonies,  and  British  Possessions  abroad,  re- 
ceiving Salaries,  Pensions,  Pay,  Profits,  Fees,  Emoluments,  Allowances,  or  Grants  of 
Public  Money  in  the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of  March  1874,  to  the  amount  of  £160 
and  upwards : 

"  And,  of  the  total  number  of  Persons  in  each  Department  in  receipt  of  less  than  £150, 
with  the  aggregate  amount  paid  to  them,  the  form  and  particulars  to  be  in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  100,  of  Session  1862,  with  the  additions 
specified  as  to  the  number  of  persons  in  receipt  of  less  than  £160  per  annum," — {Mr, 
Mellor)  g44 

Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  14,  Noes  68  ;  Majority  54. 
Ways  and  Means — 

Considered  in  Committee  . .  . .       *  . .  . .      845 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1876,  the  sum  of  £26,497,668  bo 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
.  Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrotc. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature   Act  (1873)  Suspensiou  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr. 

Attorney  General,  Mr.  Solicitor  General) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  235]       845 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  28. 

EcKJLESiASTicAL  Fees — Questiou,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury; 

Beplj,  Earl  Beauchamp       . .  . .  . .  ^       . .     845 

Infenticide  BiU  (No.  184)— 

Moved,  "That  the  House  be  now  put  into  Committee,"  —  {The  Lord 
Cokhester)       . .  . ,  , .  , ,  . .     846 
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Infanticide  ^i7^— continued. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  at  the  end  of  the  Motion 
to  add  (**  this  day  three  months,") — {The  Chairman  of  Committees.)  ^ 

After  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  (**  now  ")  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 
Resolved  in  the  Negative ;  and  House  to  be  in  Committee  on  this  day 
fhree  months. 

Paeochial  Eecoeds  (Ireland) — Question,  The  Earl  of  Behnore ;  Answer,  • 

The  Lord  Chancellor  . .  . .  . .  . .     850 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  28. 

Post    Office  —  Bates    of    Postage    between    England    and    Italy  — 

Question,  Dr.  Lush ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners         . .  . .     851 

Army  —  MiLmA  —  Instructors  of  Musketry  —  Question,  Mr.  Fortescue 

Harrison;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .     851 

Parllajo:nt  —  Sale   of  Acts   of  Pajujament  —  Question,   Mr.   Hayter ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .  . .     852 

Conference  at  Brussels — ^Rules  of  Military  Warfare — Question,  Mr. 

Serjeant  Simon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli         . .  . .  . .     852 

Access  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament — Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .     853 

Spain  —  The  German  Squadron  —  Question,  Mr.  O'Clery  ;    Answer,   Mr. 

Bourke  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .      853 

Public   Health   Act  —  Tottenham   Local  Board  —  The  River  Lea  — 

Question,  Mr.  John  Holms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Clare  Eead    . .  . .     854 

Adulteration  of  Food  Act  —  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton;    Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .     854 

The  Channel  Islands — Arrest  for  Debt — Question,  Mr.  Locke ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .     855 

Army  —  Regimental  Exchanges  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn;   Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .     856 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill — New  Charity  Commissioners 

— Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .     856 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission  —  Audit  of  Accounts  —  Expla- 
nation, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     856    • 
The  Budget — Question,   Mr.   Fawcett ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor  of   the 

Exchequer      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     857 

The  Licensing  Act  —  Valuation  of  Beer-Houses,  Salford  —  Question, 

Sir  William  Harcourt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross     . .  . .     857 

Prince  Leopold's  Annuity  Bill  [BiU  232]— 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read  . .  . .  . .     857 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Supply — Eesolutions  [July  iJ7]  reported. 

Co  -  OPERATIVE  Supply  Associations  —  Observations,  Sir  Thomas 
Chambers ;  Eeply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  — Short  debate 
thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     859 

Ireland — Trinity  College,  Dublin — The  Queen's  Letter — Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Butt,  The  O'Donoghue  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .     871 

Ways  aho)  Means — Pauper  Lunatics  (8coTLAND)^Observations,  Mr. 
Eamsay,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman ;  Reply,  The  Lord  Advocate         . .     873 

Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill  (Lords)  [BiU  176]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    J^Pr ogress  17 th  July']  . .  . .     873 

After  long  time  spent   therein.   Bill  reported^   with    Amendments ;   as 

amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Friday ^  at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  to 

be  printed.    [BiU  236.] 
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Royal  Irish  Ckmstabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 

BiU  [BiU  196]— 

Bill  comid&red  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .     906 

After  short  time  spent  therein ,  BiU  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow, 

Consolidated  Fond  Appropriation  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Raikea,  Mr.  chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  Mr.   W.  K.  Smith) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time       . .  . .      907 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  29. 

Public  Worship  EBauLATioN  [Consolidated  Fund,  &c.] — Committee — 

Order  for  Committee  thereupon  read: — Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"— <i/r.  JF.  H.  Smith)  ..  . .     908 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  —  {Mr.  Dillwyn  :) — 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Matter  considered  in  Committee. 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pajnnont,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  of  the  Salary  of  any  Judge,  and,  out  of  moneys  to  bo  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  any  Officers,  appointed  imder 
any  Act  of  the  present   Session  for  the  Regulation   of    Public  Worship," — (Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Dillwyn :) — After  further  short 
debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  34,  Noes  72 ; 
Majority  38. 

Original  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  74,  Noes  42; 
Majority  32. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

India  Councils  BiU  {Lords)  [Bill  154]— 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {Lord  George 
Hamilton)        . .  . .  . .  . .    •  . .     918 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  proceed  with  this 
Bill  until  the  opinion  of  the  Governor  General  of  India  in  reference  to  it  has  been 
ascertained  and  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House," — (Mr.  Fawcett,)  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question:" — After  debate.   Question  put: — The  House  divided; 

Ayes  171,  Noes  52 ;  Majority  119. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 
On  Question,  "  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 

said  Bill  on  Friday  next :  " — ^After  further  short  debate.  Question  put, 

and  agreed  to. 
Bill  committed  for  Friday  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Begimental  Exchanges  Bill  [BiU  221]— 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read  . .  ...  . .     955 

Moved,  **  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 

be  read  and  discharged," — {Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy.) 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Order  discharged : — Bill  withdrawn. 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  30. 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment  Bill  (No.  181)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7%f  Lord  Walsingham)  . .     958 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

YOL,  CCXXI.    [tuird  series.]       [  «?  ] 
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stand  part  of  the  said  Standing  Order  :" — After  short  debate.  Debate 
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Peace    Peesebvation    (Ibeland)  Act — Seaech   Wabbants   fob  Aems — 

Question,  Mr.  Butt ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .     965 
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Mr.  Vance ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .     972 

Navy — Case  of  Admieal  Eaedley  Wilmot — Question,  Mr.   Hardcastle; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  . .  . .  . .  . .     972 

Bank  Holidays — Battebsea  Paek — Question,  Sir  Charles  Eussell;  An- 
swer, Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  . .     974 

The   Magisteacy  —  Rochestee   City   Bench  —  Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .     975 

Spain  —  Cabthagena  —  Claims   by   Beitish   Subjects  —  Question,    Mr. 

Itichard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .     975 

India   Councils   Bill — Question,    Mr.    Fawcett;   Answer,   Sir    Seymour 

Fitzgerald       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..976 

Peesebvation    of   Ibish    Antiquities  —  Gaelic    Manusceepts — Question, 

Mr.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach         . .  . .     976 

Chuech   Patbonage  (Scotland)   Bill — Question,  Mr.  M'Laren;  Answer, 
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Laboue    Laws    Comjossion — Questions,    Mr.    Mundella ;     Answers,    Mr. 
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Prince  Leopold's  Annuity  Bill  [BiU  232]— 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read  . .  . .  . .     978 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  228]— 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read  . .  . .  . .     979 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  201]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  *'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair,"— (iTr.  William  Eenry  Smith)  . .  . .     979 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient  that  when  important  Acts  of 
Parliament  have  been  passed  for  a  limited  period,  any  of  such  Acts,  especially  those 
conferring  on  the  Executive  extraordinary  powers,  should  bo  included  in  a  general 
Bill  for  the  continuance  of  Expiring  Laws,  brought  in  at  the  close  of  the  Session, 
without  affording  any  fair  opportunity  of  considering  the  propriety  of  their  discon- 
tinuance or  their  modification," — {Mr.  Butt^) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  156,  Noes  83  ;  Majority  73. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .   1008 

Main  Question,  *'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put, 
and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,    and    ask    leave   to    sit  again," — {Captain  Nolan :)  —  Mt&t 
short  debate.   Question  put:  — The    Committee    divided;    Ayes    50, 
Noes  204  ;  Majority  154. 

Question  again  proposed: — Moved,  **That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave 
the  Chair," — {Mr.  G* Clery:) — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The 
Committee  divided ;  Ayes  31,  Noes  199  ;  Majority  168. 

Question  again  proposed: — Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  Biggar:) — After  short  debate, 
Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  13;  Noes  206;  Ma- 
jority 193. 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — {Mr,  0^ Gorman:) — Question  put: — The  Committee  divided; 
Ayes  34,  Noes  167  ;  Majority  133. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Mr,  Callan :) — 
Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  16,  Noes  157  ;  Majority 
141. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again,"  —  {Mr.  Biggar :)  —  Question  put :  —  The  Committee  divided  ; 
Ayes  15,  Noes  160  ;  Majority  145. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

India  Councils  [Salary] — 

Considered  in  ComxmttcQ  ..  ..  ..  ..1027 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  the  Revenues  of  India, 
of  the  Salary  of  any  additional  Member  of  the  Council  of  the  Grovemor  General  of 
India,  that  may  be  appointed  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for 
amending  the  Law  relating  to  the  Council  of  the  GK)vemor  (General  of  India. 
Resolution  to  be  reported  To-niorrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Medical  Act    (1858)    Amendment    'Wl— Ordered  {Dr.  Brady,  Mr,  Errington,  Dr. 

Ltish) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  238]  . .  . .      1027 

LOEDS,  FEIDAY,  JULY  31. 
Shannon  Navigation  Bill  (No.  189)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     ..  ..  ..1028 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  r^orted,  without  Amendmenti  and  to 
be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 
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word  *' parish,"  and  inserting  the  words  "drainage  district,"  instead 
thereof;  in  line  36,  by  leaving  out  the  word  **  parish,"  and  insert- 
ing the  word  "district,"  instead  thereof;  and  in  page  66,  line  1,  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  "therein,"  the  words  "or  the  extent  in 
acres,  roods,  and  perches." 

Ireland — Discharged  Lunatics  —  Cases  of  George  and  Owen  Doherty 

— Question,  Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Betujh  . .    1029 

The   General  Election   Returns — Question,  Mr.  Dodds;   Answer,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .    1030 

The    Eevenue    Returns  —  Post    Office    and    Telegraphic    Services — 

Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .    1030 
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Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .   1032 
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Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ..  ..  ..  .,   1032 

Ireland — National  School  Teachers — Question,  Mr.  Ronayne ;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     ..  ..  ..  ..   1033 

Natal  —  The    Recent    Outbreak    of   Native    Tribes  —  Question,  Mr. 

Knatchbull-Hugessen ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .   1033 

Bank  Holidays — Holidays  in  the  Law  Offices — Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . ,  . .   1034 

Navy— Parliamentary    Elections — Holidays    on    Polling    Days — The 

Dockyards — Question,  Mr.  Brand;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  . .   1034 

The  Charity  Commissioners — St.  John's  Hospital,  Bath — Question,  Mr. 

Hayter  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .   1035 

Shrewsbury  School — Excessive  Punishment— Question,  Mr.  Bass  ;   An- 
swers, Mr.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  . .  . .   1036 

Bank  Holidays — The  Post  Office — Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer, 

Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .  . .   1038 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Suspension  Bill-— 

Moved,    **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Attorney 

General)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1039 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Public  Worship  Eegulation  [Consolidated  Fund,  &c.] — 

Order  for  receiving  Eeport  thereupon  read  . .  . .  . .   1042 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Order  for  receiving  the  said  Eeport  be  discharged," 

— {Mr,  Disraeli :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — 

Order  discharged. 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  236]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .   1043 

After  debate,  and  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock,  Further 

Proceeding  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,   as  amended,  adjourned  till 

this  day. 

And  it  being  now  five  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House  suspended 

its  sitting  

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 
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Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .   1095 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

COMMONS,  SATUEDAY,  AIJGUST  1. 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Bill  [Bill  183]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .   1103 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday. 

County  Courts  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  175]— 
Moved,    **  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next," — 

{Mr,  Attorney  General)         ..  ..  ..  ..   1105 

Amei  idment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  **  That  the"  to  the 

end  of  the  Quesuon,    in   order  to  add  the  words    ''said  Order  be 

discharged," — {Mr.  Bass,) — instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question:" — After  short  debate.  Question  put; — The  House 

divided;  Ayes  50,  Noes  31 ;  Majority  19. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday. 

Irish  Chubch  Act  (Commutation) — Motion  foe  a  Eeturn — 

Mavedf  "That  there  bo  laid  before  this  House  a  Return  of  the  number,  names,  and 
present  residences  or  li\'ing8  of  Clergymen  and  Ecclesiastics  of  whatever  grade  in  the 
Irish  Church  who  up  to  the  end  of  July,  1874,  have,  imder  the  Irish  Church  Act,  com- 
muted and  compounded ;  stating  the  annual  value  of  their  livings,  the  amount  of 
commutation  agreed  on,  and  the  amoimt  of  composition  paid  in  each  case," — {Mr. 
Edward  Jenkins)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1107 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  '^  and 

compounded," — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 
Question  put,  **  That  the  words    '  and  compounded '  stand  part  of  the 

Question  :" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  22,  Noes  50  ;  Majority  28. 
Another  Amendment  made,  by  leaving  out  the  words  "  and  the  amount 

of  composition  paid  in  each  case,"   and  after  the  word   '*  livings," 

inserting  the  word  **  and." 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Return  ordered^  "  of  the  number,  names,  and  present  residences  or  livings  of  Clergymen 
and  Ecclesiastics  of  whatever  grade  in  the  Irish  Church  who  up  to  the  end  of  July, 
1874,  have,  under  the  Irish  Church  Act,  commuted ;  stating  the  annual  value  of  their 
li\'ings,  and  the  amount  of  conmiutation  agreed  on." 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  3. 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths  Bill  (No.  208)— 

Moved,   '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^,''— {The  Lard  Walsingham)  . .   1111 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2""  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  214)— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (2%^  Lord  President)  . .   1141 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — BiU  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 
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Public  Health  Act  —  Fever  at  Clayton  West  —  Question,  Mr.  Alfred 
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Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .    1146 

Metropolis  —  Hyde-Park  Corner — Questions,  Mr.  W.  Gordon,  Sir  James 

Hogg ;  Answers,  Lord  Henry  Lennox       . .  . .  . .   1147 

Irish  Fisheries  Department — Gunboat — Question,  Mr.  O'Clery ;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     ..  ..  .^  ..1148 

The    Magistracy  —  Eochester  City    Bench — Question,   Mr.   Gt)ld8mid  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .   1149 

Ireland — Oyster    Beds    off  Wexford    and    Wioklow — Question,   Mr. 

O'Clery  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .   1149 

Ireland — Irish    Fines    Fund — Question,    Mr.    Redmond;    Answer,   Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beeioh  . .  . .  . .  . .   1150 

Metropolis — Bow  Street  Police  Court — Question,  Mr.  Bussell  Gumey ; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  . .   1151 

Mercantile    Marine  —  Ocean    Highways  —  Question,    Mr.    Anderson ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  ..  ..  ..1151 

Judicature  Act — Bills  of  Sale  Amendment  Bill — Questions,  Sir  Henry 

James,  Mr.  Eoebuck;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  . .   1152 

PubUc  Worship  Begulation  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  236]— 

Moved,    **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"  —  (i/r.   Russell 
Gumey)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1152 

After  debate,  Bill  read  the  third  time ;  verbal  Amendments  made : — BiU 
passed,  with  Amendments. 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts — 

Considered  in  QommiiiQQ         ..  ..  ..  ..1177 

Moved,  "  That  it  appears  hy  the  Accounts  laid  before  this  House  that  the  total  Revenue 
of  India  for  the  year  ending  the  Slat  day  of  March  1873  was  £60,219,489  ;  the  charges 
in  India,  including  the  collection  of  the  Revenue,  Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public  Works 
ordinary,  were  £38,205,212  ;  the  charges  in  England  (including  £1,146,116,  the  value 
of  Stores  supplied  to  India)  were  £8,138,104  ;  the  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the  Capital 
of  Railway  and  othur  Companies  in  India  and  in  England,  deducting  net  Traffic 
Receipts,  was  £2,110,601,  making  a  total  charge  for  the  same  year  of  £48,453,817; 
and  there  was  an  excess  of  Income  over  Expenditure  in  that  year  amounting  to 
£1,765,672 ;  that  the  charge  for  Public  Works  extraordinary  was  £2,184,569,  and  that 
including  that  charge  the  excess  of  Expenditure  over  Income  was  £418,897," — {Lord 
Oeorge  Hamilton.) 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrov). 

India  Councils  BiU  {Lords)  [BiU  154]— 

Order  for  Committee  read       . .  . .  . .  . .   1218 

After  short  debate,  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After   short  time    spent   therein,  Bill  reported,  with   Amendments;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 
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Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  234]— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Order  for  the  Third  Heading  be  read  and  discharged, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clause  3,  5,  7,  and  8," 
— {The  Lord  Advocate)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1221 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein ,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  considered; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 

Supreme   Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)   Suspension  Bill 

[BiU  235]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .   1222 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  considered  ;  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Irish  Beproductive  Loan  Fund  Bill  [Bill  183]— 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  taken  into  Consideration," — 
{Sir  Michael  Eicks-Beach)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1223 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr. 
Downing.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Main  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to  : — Bill  considered : — After  further  short  debate.  Bill  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  4. 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  214)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     . .  . .  . .   1225 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Bill  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Public  Worship  Begulation  Bill- 
Commons  Amendments  considered  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .  1226 
Some  of  the  Amendments  agreed  to ;  some  agreed  to,  with  Amendments ; 
some  disagreed  to ;  and  a  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  Keasons  to 
be  offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  some  of  the 
said  Amendments.  The  Committee  to  meet  forthwith.  Report  from 
the  Committee  of  the  Heasons,  read  and  agreed  to ;  and  a  Message  sent 
to  the  Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with  the  Amendments  and 
Beasons. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  4. 

Leioesteb  Borough  Magistrates — Question,  Mr.  A.  M* Arthur;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .   1256 

Irish  Church  Act  —  National  Monuments — Ecclesiastical  Buildings — 

Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1257 
The   Sultan  of  Zanzibar — Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson;  Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1258 

Convocation  —  The  Letters  of  Business  —  Question,  Mr.  Holt ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Disraeli    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1258 

Judicature  Act — Re-distribution  of  Circuits  (England) — Question,  Mr. 

Charley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross      . .  . .  . .   1258 

Arict   Regulation    Act  —  Military    Depot    Centres  —  Question,    Mr. 

GK)urley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .   1259 

Income  Tax  Assessors  (Scotland) — Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1259 

Indian   Guaranteed   Railways  —  Question,  Mr.  Fawcett;  Answer,  Lord 

Geoi^e  Hamilton  , .  . .  . .  . .  1260 
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Spain — Foreign  Intekvention — Question,  Sir  George  Bowyer;    Answer, 

Mr.  Bourke    . .  . .  . .  . .  .  •  1260 

Customs    Out    Ports    Clerks  —  Question,  Mr.  Charley ;    Answer,    The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..1261 

India — Bombay   Riots — The    Papers — ^Question,   Mr.  Dunbar;  Answer, 

Lord  George  Hamilton        . .  . .  . .  . .   1261 

Gold    Coast    Expedition  —  Prize    Money  —  Question,  Admiral  Sir  W. 

Edmonstone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .   1261 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  35]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Butt)  , .   1262 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — ^Bill  withdrawn. 

Fiji  Islands — ^Annexation — ^Resolution — 

Movedy "  That  this  House  is  gratified  to  loam  that  Her  Majesty's  Grovomment  have  yielded 
to  the  unanimous  re(^uest  of  the  Chiefs,  Native  population,  and  White  residents  of  Fiji, 
for  annexation  to  this  Country,  so  far  as  to  direct  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  to  proceed  to 
those  Islands,  with  a  view  to  the  accomplishment  of  that  object," — (Mr,  William 
M' Arthur)  ..  ..  ..    1264 

« 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  considers  that,  having  regard  to  the  existence  in  the  case  of  Fiji  of 
difficulties  caused  by  the  necessity  of  'subjugating  and  romoWng*  20,000  ferocious 
mountaineers,  and  by  the  fact  that  domestic  slavery  is  pronounced  by  Commodore 
Goodenough  and  Consul  Layard,  in  their  official  lioport,  to  be  *  the  foundation  of 
social  order '  in  Fiji,  it  is  necessary  that  great  caution  should  bo  used  in  approaching 
the  subject  of  annexation," — {Sir  Charles  IF.  DiUce,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  81,  Noes  28  ;  Majority  63. 

Main  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Post  Office — West  India  Mail  Contract — Resolution — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Contract  entered  into  with  the  Royal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Company 
for  the  conveyance  of  Mails  to  and  from  the  West  Indies  be  approved," — {Mr.  William 
Henri/ Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..    13Q1 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  "  That  the  further  Contract  between  the  Postmaster  General  and  the  Royal  ^lail 
Steam  Packet  Company,  imder  which  it  is  provided  that  the  Vessels  of  the  Koyal  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Company  shall  call  at  Plymouth  on  their  homeward  voj-age  to  land 
the  Mails,  be  approved,"— (iTr.  William  Henry  Smith)  ,,    \ 302 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  ITiat "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  so  much  of  the  West  India  ^lail  Contract  as  authorises  the  sum  of  £2,000  per  annum 
for  calling  at  Ph-mouth  with  the  homeward  Mails  be  not  sanctioned,"— (ifr.  David 
Jetikim,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  "  — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Post  Office— East  India.,  China,  and  Japan  Mails  Contraci— Eesolu- 
tion — 

Moved,  "That  the  Contract  entered  into  between  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Company  for  the  conveyance  of  the  East 
India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails  be  approved,"— (ifr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  approved,"  in  order  to  add 
the  words  "not  approved  this  Session,"— (Jfr.  -Ra^A^oikr,)— instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  approved '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :  "  —  After  short  debate,  Question  put :— The    House   divided  ; 
Ayes  146,  Noes  23 ;  Majority  122. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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After  short  debate,  Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 
{Mr.  Faweett :) — Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adfourned  till  To-morrow. 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  5. 
Public  Worship  Begrulation  Bill  (Lords)-^ 

Betumed  from  the  Oommons  with  the  amendments  to  which  the  Lords 
have  disagreed  not  insisted  on,  and  the  amendments  made  by  the  Lords 
to  the  amendments  made  by  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  5. 

Abmt — Preston  Barracks,  Brighton — Question,  General  Shute  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .   1329 

Army  Sergeants — Good  Conduct  Warrants — Question,  General  Shute; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .   1330 

The  Irish   Land  Act,    1870 — Board   of   Public  Works — Advances   to 

Tenants — Question,  Mr.  Chaine;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .   1330 

Army  —  The  Channel  Islands  Militia — Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .   1332 

The  Channel  Islands — Laws  of  Jersey — Beport  of  the  Commissioners 

— Question,  Mr.  Locke;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross    . .  . .   1332 

Egypt — Duty    on    Coal — Question,   Mr.   David    Jenkins ;    Answer,   Mr. 

Bourke  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1333 

Metropolis  —  The   Colonnade    of    Burlington    House — Question,    Mr. 

Beresford  Hope ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .   1333 

Mercantile  Marine — Lifeboat  for  Dunoeness — Question,  Mr.  Knotchbull- 

Hugessen  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  . .   1334 

Army  —  Sheerness    Barracks  —  Question,   Mr.   Dunbar ;    Answer,   Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .   1334 

The  Labour  Laws — Question,  Sir  William  Eraser ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  . .  . ,  . .  . .  . .   1334 

Post  Office — Mails  to  the  North  of  Scotland — Question,  Mr.  Pender ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ,.  ..  ..   1335 

Poor    Law  —  Pauper    Industrial    School    Districts  —  Question,  Mr. 

Faweett;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth        ..  ,.  ..   1336 

Fishery    Acts  —  The    Eiver  Tweed  —  Question,   Sir  George  Douglas ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . ,  . .  . ,  1337 

Public  Worship  Begulation  Bill  {Lords)-- 

Lords  Beasons  for  disagreeing  to  certain  of  the  Commons  Amendments 
to  the  Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill  considered  . .  . .   1337 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  doth  not  insist  upon  their  Amendments,  to 
which  the  Lords  have  disagreed ;  and  doth  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  the  Commons'  Amendments  to  the  Bill, — {Mr.  Russell  Ourneg.) 

After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)  Bill  [Bill  230]— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir  William  Fraser)  1372 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  ^d 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *'upon  this  day  month,!' — {Mr. 

Secretary  Cross.) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added  : — ^Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second 

Beading  put  off  for  one  month. 

VOL.  CCXXI.  [thibd  sbbies.]       [  «  ] 
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Moved,  "  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  the  ordering  to  *  stand  by '  of  Catholic  jurors 
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Ireland — The  Kilrea  Eiots — Resolution — 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  an  investigation  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Ma^trates  referred  to  by  the  learned  Judge  is  necessary  in  the  interests  of  impartial 
justice,  of  peace,  and  good  order  in  Ireland," — {Mr.  McCarthy  Downing)  . .    1413 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Gold  Coast  (Honours  for  Services) — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  confer  a  clasp  as  well  as  a  Medal  on  those  Officers  and  Men 
in  Her  Majesty's  Service  who  took  part  in  engagements  with  tho  Ashantces  south  of 
the  River  Prah,  after  tho  late  War  broke  out,  and  before  tho  arrival  of  the  European 
Troops,  especially  at  Elmina,  Essaman,  Abra  Krampa,  and  Donquah,  and  who 
thereby  materially  caused  the  retreat  of  the  enemy  from  tho  Protectorate  into  his  own 
Co}mtTy;*—{Sir  lardleij  TFilmot)    ..  ..  ..  ..      1414 

[House  counted  out.] 

LOEDS,   FRIDAY,  AUGUST  7. 
PROEOGATION   OF   THE   PAELIAMENT-^ 

The  Royal  Assent  was  given  to  several  Bills;  And  afterwards  Her 
Majesty's  Speeck  was  delivered  to  both  Houses  by  The  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the  Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said— 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

By  \'irtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission,  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other  Lords 
directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to  Her 
Commands,  prorogue  this  Pai-liament  to  Friday  the  Twenty -third  day  of  October 
next,  to  be  then  here  holden ;  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Friday 
the  Twenty -third  day  of  October  next. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  AUGUST  7. 

Controverted   Elections  —  Wigtown  District  of  Burghs  —  Judge's 

Report  read  . .  . .  . .  . .   1421 

Army — Kilmainham  Hospital — Outbreak  of  Fever — Question,  Sir  John 

Gray ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy        ..  ..  ..1421 

The  General   Election  Retu^rns — Question,  Sir  Henry  Havelock;   An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross    . .  . .  . .  . .   1421 

First  Fruits  and  Tenths — Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1422 

Metropolis — The  Knightsbridoe  Barracks — Question,  Lord  Ernest  Bruce ; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  . .   1422 

Palace  of   Westminster — The   Water-Glass  Pictures — Question,  Mr. 

Errington  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .   1423 

Ireland — Police  Force  in  Tipperary — Question,   Sir  John  Gray;    An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  . .   1423 

Army — Military  Outrage  at  Aldershot — Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .   1424 

The  Appellate  Jurisdiction — Observations,  Sir  George  Bowyer  . .   1425 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Sir  George  Bowyer :) — 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived, 

PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT— 
Message  to  attend  The  Lords  Commissioners  . .  1426 


LORDS. 


SAT  FIEST. 

Tuesday,  July  28,  1874. 
The  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 


COMMONS. 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 


Friday,  July  17,  1874. 
For  Stroudy  v.  John  Edward  Dorington,  esquire,  void  Election. 

Friday,  July  24. 
For  Kidderminster y  v,  Albert  Grant,  esquire,  void  Election. 


NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN, 


Tuesday,  July  28,  1874. 
Stroud — Henry  Robert  Brand,  esquire. 

Monday,  August  3. 
Kidderminster — Sir  William  Augustus  Eraser,  baronet. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN   THE 

Fjbst    Session    of    the    Twenty-First   Parliament  of   the 
United     Kingdom     of      Great    Britain   and     Ireland^ 

APPOINTED      TO      MEET      5     MaBCH,      1874,      IN     THE     ThIRTY- 

Seventh    Year    of    the   Reign    of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 

FOURTH  AND  LAST  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  Ibth  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— Public  BuA^Seeottd  Reading— 
Public  Worship  Regulation  [176]. 

ARMY— retirement  OF   INDIAN 
OFFICERS.— QUESTION. 

COLONEL  JERVIS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
after  further  inquiry,  he  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  maintain  his  statement  that  it 
is  not  the  case  that  not  only  did  the 
rank  of  substantive  Major  exist  in  the 
regiments  of  ArtUlery  of  the  several 
Indian  Presidencies  in  1824,  but  that  it 
was  continued  up  to  1 858-9,  during  which 
period  there  was  no  such  rank  as  1st 
Captain ;  whether  Clause  2  of  Royal 
Warrant,  5th  July  1872,  promoting  1st 
Captains  of  Artillery  to  majorities,  does 
not  state  that  such  promotion  was  made 
because  it  was  *^  expedient  ;"  and 
Clauses  9  and  1 1  of  the  Warrant  dis- 
tinctly assert  that  the  regulations  con- 

TOL.  CCXXI.    [thikd  series.] 


tained  therein  respecting  retirements  on 
full  pay  only  affect  officers  ''not  sub- 
ject to  Indian  retiring  regulations ;  " 
and,  if  the  purport  of  the  Clauses  of 
the  Warrant  is  correctly  set  forth,  if 
he  will  explain  to  the  House  how  the 
Warrant  affects  or  supersedes  the  gua- 
rantee afforded  by  the  Act  21  ana  22 
Vic,  c.  106,  as  to  the  retirement  of 
Officers  of  the  late  East  India  Service 
under  G.  0.  12th  August  1824,  as  regards 
Majors  of  Artillery  any  more  than  Ma- 
jors of  the  Cavalry  or  Infantry,  so  com- 
missioned on  or  after  the  5th  July  1872  ? 
Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Sir, 
as  this  is  the  third  series  of  long  cate- 
gorical questions  which  I  have  had  both 
to  read  as  well  as  answer,  it  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at  if  my  Answers  have  not 
been  as  clear  as  I  could  wish.  The 
rank  of  substantive  Major  did  exist  in 
the  regiments  of  Artillery  in  the  several 
Indian  Presidencies  in  1824,  and  con- 
tinued to  do  so  until  1858-9,  when  it  was 
abolished,  and  the  Majors  were  made 
Lieutenant-Colonels.  What  I  said  the 
other  day — namely,  **  that  Majors  were 
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promoted  by  Eoyal  Warrant  of  July,  Mb.    KNATOHBULL-  HUGESSEN 

1871,  from  the  rank  of  1st  Captain,  thus  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  raise  any  £eu>- 
altering  the  existing  regulations  of  1 824,  tious  opposition  to  the  course  proposed 
under  which  there  were  no  Majors  of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had 
Artillery  "—does  not  clearly  express  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
what  I  had  intended  to  say — namely,  adopted  that  course  after  due  considera- 
that  at  the  time  when  the  Warrant  was  tion,  and  in  accordance  with  what  be 
issued  there  were  no  Majors  of  Artilleiy  believed  to  be  the  general  wish  of  the 
to  whom  the  regulations  of  1824  applied.  House.  At  the  same  time,  he  begged 
The  Eoyal  Warrant  of  the  5th  July,  to  enter  a  protest  against  the  course  fi%oiit 

1872,  was  not  made  applicable  to  India,  to  be  adopted,  especially  with  regard  to  a 
although  it  affected  the  rank  and  desig-  measure  which  was  not  a  Govemment 
nation  of  officers  serving  there  as  else-  measure.  If  hon.  Members  looked  at 
where.  The  pay  of  all  officers  serving  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  they  would  find 
there  and  the  retired  pay  of  those  under  down,  in  the  name  of  a  private  Member, 
Indian  rules  were  laid  down  by  General  the  Women's  Disabilities  Bemoval  Bill, 
Order,  dated  the  15th  August,  1872.  in  favour  of  which  Petitions  signed  by  up- 
The  Royal  Warrant  of  July,  1872,  wards  of  400, 000  had  been  presented.  He 
in  no  way  affects  the  guarantee  affor-  was  sure  the  advocates  of  that  measure 
ded  by  the  Act  21  and  22  Vic,  c.  106,  were  anxious  to  ascertain  the  ppinion  of  a 
it  being  a  Warrant  issued  by  the  War  new  Parliament  upon  it,  and  it  was 
Office  and  applicable  to  Officers  of  the  rather  hard  that  a  measure,  in  favour  of 
British  Army.  which  so  many  people  had  petitioned, 

should  not  have  been  selected  by  the 

Government  for  the  course  of  proceeding 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER  OF  PUBLIC^  adopted  now,   rather   than  one  which 

BUSINESS.  came  before  the  House  for  the  first  time, 

POSTPONEMENT  OF  ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY.  and  had  as  yet  received  so  much  less  a 

Tkr«    TiTOTDAT^TT  '       •  •       i.  sharo  of  DubUc  attcution.  Hesawnocrood 

Mr.   DloKAELI  m  nsmc:  to  move,  ^u     i.v.  i.                     i,     u    v 

nrryu^*.  *.\.^  f\  A        tf  4.\.    Ti       xu«    A  reasou   why  that   measure  should    be 

*'That  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  this  day,  ,         a  ^^^^  ^^     ^^^    a'         •           xv 

1 .         J       x-i     xsL      AxT   f\  A     r  postponed  till  after  the  discussion  on  the 

be  postponed  «ntd  after  the  Order  for  ^^^  ^    ^    ^^    ^      ^      ^^ 

the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  4.1,    ht  *•        rri,      •  Ui.  i.       /i 

-D^  J-        rxi.    T>  VT    -ITT     V    -D       1  ODDOse  tho  Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 

EeadingofthePubbcWordupIlegula-  ^^              j      howeverrmust  under- 

^^S   i     T  ^'  f^i      'a         ^^  i  1  stand  that,  in  tiking  advantage  of  the 

S'had  bets  eSy  tie  kteTvem  ^^'^<^'  '^^'^  ''^  *t«  GoveLnent  to 

mS  X  under  iC  TimZ  ''^^  *»»«  »'", '^^^'  »^«  ^jif , «P«* 

which  nrecedent  he  thouo-ht  the  nrsBent  °°  ^^^  P^  °^  *^®  minority,  that  every- 

Z^lJ^lv   rt    ■  ^'^°^?^\,l^^  present  j             ^             ^^  ^  ^■^^^  3^         j^ 

state  01  ±Tibhc  Business  lustined  him  m  v    j-           j        en         -^  -i  v  j  i. 

„j .. Ti      •  vi      "^    i            1.  ho  discussed  as  fully  as  if  it  had  been 

adopting.     It  might  seem  to  some  hon.  •  x    j      j   „x  _     __  i-      _    •   i     *  j.v 

Gentlemen,  that  L  Motion  to  which  he  J?t'°duced  at  an  earher  penod  of  the 

had  asked  the  House  to  assent  was  an  ^^""^-J,^^^'  a  J  ^'\  ^^ 
innovation  and  an  interference  with  the  '^^Pf*  *°  *^«  hon.  Gendemen  who  con- 
privileges    of   private    Members  ;    but  l^*^^  ^^.  "^^i^"^'  ^«  "''»«*  «»P««t 

there  could  be  no  one  who  occupied  the  ^*  *^«  °*"r*V     d  -f^^'^  f^}^ 

office  which  he  had  the  honour  to  hold,  B^l.  I>?<"iu8e  they  thought  it  was  of  too 

who  would  be  more  reluctant  to  invade  fin-«?t  ""Portance  to  be  discussed  at  that 

those  privileges.    He  might,   however,  P«"«^  °f.  *^«  ®^««°°  •  Z?*^.  ^''^^''TK? 

observe  that  the  Bill  in  favour  of  which  number  ofpersonsafiPectedbyit  who  had 

he  was  making  the  present  Motion  was  not  been  consulted  before  its  introduction 

one  which  hal  been  introduced  to  the  would  not  be  satisfied  unless  it  received 

House    by    a   private   Member.     The  Je  ^est  consideration  at  the  hands  of 

right    hon.    Gentleman    conduded    by  t)r«^i5TTxrfr'7   «-j    u         u      x  i.  i 

moving  the  Eesolution.  ^-  ^^^  «"<?•  ^\  f^^  '^o*  l^^^P 

^  expressmg  his  surprise  at  the  announce- 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  ^«°*  J"l  '"t?^  ^J  *\«  "t^^^^^  ^' 

.1  rm,  t  iv    rt-j       *  XV  T»      xv-    J      V  tleman  the  Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr. 

««tS^^ta'^th»er'i^'th^d&^  KBatchbull-Hugessen)     If  every  dkuse 

Debate  on  the  Second  Reod^  of  the  Public  ^^  every  Ime  of  a  Bill  of  such  import- 

Worship  Regulation  Bill."— (ifr.  Ditraeli.)  ance  were  to  be  discussed  merely  for 
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the  purpose  of  delay,  lie  shotdd  like  to 
know  how  Parliaxnentaiy  Gk>yemment 
was  to  be  carried  on.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
by  a  private  Member  (the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Eeoorder),  but  then  it 
came  down  to  the  House  with  theprestiffe 
of  the  highest  authorities  of  the  Church, 
and  ought  not  to  be  put  in  the  same 
category  as  a  Bill  for  the  removal  of 
the  disabilities  of  women,  if  anyone 
could  tell  what  that  meant.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
not  carry  his  opposition  to  it,  so  far  as 
he  had  declared  himself  prepared  to  do 
in  opposing  every  clause  and  line  con- 
tained in  it. 

Mk.  BERESFORD  hope  said,  that 
as  one  who  had  several  Notices  relating 
to  Amendments  in  the  Bill  on  the 
Paper,  he  must  protest  against  the  im- 
putation which  was  conveyed  in  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Muntz),  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers wished  to  oppose  iJie  Bill  factiously. 
He  had  no  intention  of  discussing  every 
line  of  the  measure,  though  he  might 
have  something  to  say  on  every  clause, 
as  he  hoped  to  see  tiiat  each  would  be 
fully  considered,  supposing  the  Bill  got 
into  Committee.  He  had  observed  be- 
fore, and  he  now  repeated  the  state- 
ment, that  there  was  no  time  to  deal 
with  the  Bill  satisfactorily,  and  that  it 
was  inopportune ;  but  if  the  House 
would  insist  on  going  on  with  it,  he 
should  not  be  prevented  from  endea- 
vouring to  make  it  as  little  bad  a  mea- 
sure as  possible.  He  should  be  wanting 
in  proper  respect  to  his  Diocesan,  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  if  he  did  not 
take  that  course,  and,  therefore,  unde- 
terred by  what  had  fallen  from  tJie  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  he  would, 
whether  it  was  the  5th  or  the  12th  of 
August,  whether  it  was  hot  or  oold, 
go  through  the  Bill  as  steadily  and 
quietly  in  Committee  as  if  it  were 
February  or  March.  He  repudiated,  at 
the  same  time,  anything  like  factious 
opposition,  and  he  could  not  sit  down 
without  expressing  the  gratification  with 
which  he  had  heard  from  the  mouth  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  the 
announcement  that  one  Archbishop  was 
worth  all  the  women  of  England. 

Mk.  HOBSMAN  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  it  laid  down  that  it  was 
too  late  in  the  Session  to  discuss  the  Bill 
properly ;  because,  if  that  were  the  case. 


it  ought  to  be  too  late  to  discuss  the  six 
Eesolutions  which  had  been  submitted 
to  the  House  as  the  basis  of  a  measure, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  ought  not  to  have 
brought  them  forward  at  all.  After  the 
Sesolutions  were  proposed,  the  Govern- 
ment were  challenged  to  do  what  they 
had  done,  and,  for  his  own  part,  he 
thought  that  it  would  have  been  dis- 
creditable to  the  Government  and  dis- 
graceful to  the  House  to  have  to  run  away 
from  the  discussion.  So  much,  indeed, 
did  he  feel  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion at  issue,  that  if  it  were  necessary  to 
sit  into  September,  or  October,  or  even 
November,  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
upon  it,  the  House,  in  his  opinion,  was 
bound  to  do  so,  rather  than  leave  the 
subject  in  the  position  in  which  it  now 
stood. 

Mh.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  greatly  re- 
gretted the  expressions  which  had  faUen 
trom  his  right  hon.  Friend  below  him. 
The  position  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman occupied  on  the  front  Opposition 
bench  lent  to  what  he  said  a  greater 
importance  than  attached  to  what  fell 
from  hon.  Members  generally,  and  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  protesting  against 
the  use  of  such  language,  and  against 
its  being  supposed  l£at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  represented  in  any  way  the 
sentiments  of  himself,  or,  he  believed, 
of  the  great  majority  of  those  who  sat 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
nounced that  he  would  oppose  every 
clause  and  every  line  of  the  Bill — 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
explained  that  what  he  meant  to  say 
was,  not  th/it  any  factious  opposition 
would  be  attempted  for  the  mere  pur- 
pose of  delay,  but  that  every  clause 
and  every  line  ou^ht  to  be  discussed  as 
fully  as  if  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
earlier  in  the  Session. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  failed  to 
appreciate  the  difference  ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  he  protested  against  his  proposed 
line  of  proceeding,  which  was  calculated 
to  obstruct  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  Those 
behind  the  front  Opposition  bench  could 
not  be  satisfied  with  such  a  course. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
talked  about  October  and  November,  and, 
no  doubt,  all  would  agree  that  it  would  be 
better  to  take  that  course,  and  that  they 
would  submit  to  any  sacrifice  of  time, 
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for  it  was  undesirable  that  ao  important 
a  question  as  that  under  discussion 
should  be  left  unsettled  longer  than  was 
necessary.  It  would  be  as  well,  there- 
fore, he  thought,  that  the  House  should 
consider  the  work  it  had  to  do,  and  ad- 
dress itself  to  it  without  wasting  its  time 
in  preliminary  discuesiou .  He  was  quite 
sure,  he  might  add,  that  the  words  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  near  him  (Mr. 
KnatdibuU-Hugeesen)  had  been  mis- 
understood, and  all  that  he  meant  to 
convey  was,  that  the  late  period  of  the 
tSe^on  must  not  prevent  the  Bill  from 
receiving  the  considerafion  which  its 
importance  demanded.  For  his  own 
part,  he  {Mr.  Forster)  regretted  the  re- 
lation in  which  the  House  stood  to  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  measure. 
Ho  thought  it  ought  to  have  been  a 
Government  measure  ;  but  they  having 
given  facilities  to  a  private  Member  to 
bring  it  forward  in  the  first  instance,  it 
was  their  duty  to  endeavour  now  to  per- 
suade the  House  to  afford  every  facility 
for  its  discussion ;  and  it  was,  he  thought, 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  support  the 
Government  in  that  intention. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Onlrml,  ThHt  (hp  OnltTa  of  thp  Pnv,  thin 
Jav,  bp  poati«Q<il  till  :iftpr  thi-  OrdiT  tor  thp 
Adjouraed  Di^bnto  i>n  tho  SH'oml  IteadinK  iif 
tha  Puhlic  Worship  Rpgiilntion  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI,  in  moving— 

"That  tho  Stsnilinft  Ordm  rcfpectinf;  tho 
littin^n  ot  the  Hougo  on  Wifdnesditya  lie  bub- 
pcnded,  thin  liuv,  unlil  thi-  Adjourned  Debste  on 
the  Public  Worehip  Repilntiun  Bill  shiill  have 
been  disposed  of." 

said,  the  object  of  the  Motion  was  simply 
to  secure  fo  both  sides  of  the  House  as 
ample  a  time  as  possible  for  a  discussion 
of  the  measure.  AVith  reference  to  an 
obaervalion  that  there  were  several  im- 
portant Bills  of  private  Members — such 
as  the  Women's  Disabilities  Bill — which 
the  House  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering,  he  would  only  sny  that 
by  securing  a  dpcision  to-day  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Public  Worship 
Bill,  the  present  Motion  would  probably 
have  the  effect  of  giving  hon.  Members 
more  time  than  they  would  otherwise 
have  for  the  transaction  of  other  Busi- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  Thiit  the  Standing  Orders  reepcoting  the 
aittiDgs  of  the  House  on  Wedncedavs  be  flua- 
pended,  this  day,  till  the  Adioumed  bebate  on 
the  Puhlic  Worship  Kegnlahoa  Bill  ahull  have 
been  disposed  of."— (Jfr.  Diiratli.) 

Mr.  W.  A\  FertUr 


[ONSj  ofP^He 

Mb.  SOOUBFIELD  said,  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  Motion  waa  tota% 
different  from  that  which  bad  preceded 
it.  It  involved  the  introduction  of  a 
precedent,  which  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  pass  without  note  or  comment.  Dur- 
ing the  22  years  that  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  that  House  no  such  proposal 
had  ever  been  made.  There  was  one 
solitary  exception,  but  of  so  pecolisr  a 
character  that  it  hardly  deserved  to  be 
called  a  precedent.  A  similar  proposal 
had  been  made,  but  it  was  on  the  6th  of 
August,  when  hon.  Members  ui^ently 
desiring  to  bring  the  Session  to  a  close, 
assented  to  the  proposal,  in  order  that  a 
certain  measure  might  be  passed  through 
its  various  stages  as  quickly  as  poasible. 
He  had  no  sort  of  sympathy  with  the 
practices  whii-li  had  given  occasion  to 
the  present  Bill,  but  he  was  opposed  to 
anything  like  straining  the  Forms  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  a  measure  which 
some  persons  looked  upon  as  of  a  judi- 
cial, and  still  more  of  a  penal  nature. 
It  was  very  undesirable  to  create  martyrs, 
especially  that  kind  of  martyrdom  now 
prevalent  in  this  country,  which  might 
be  described  as  picturesque  rather  tlian 
painful,  since  the  subjects  of  it  knew 
that  nothing  would  happen  to  them,  but 
an  expression  of  public  sympathy  on 
their  behalf.  He  fully  admitted  that 
the  Bill  was  of  great  importance,  but  he 
questioned  whether  it  was  one  of  such 
pressing  necessity  as  to  justify  them  in 
straining  tho  Forms  of  the  House. 

Me.  speaker  pointed  out  that  any 
discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  BiU 
would,  on  Iho  present  Motion,  be  pre- 
mature and  irregular. 

Mk.  SOOUEFIELD  said,  he  merely 
desired  to  show  that  the  measure  was 
one  which  could  be  postponed  tiB  next 
Session,  it  being  one  that  would  not  be 
materially  damaged  by  delay.  If  it 
were  a  Bill  brought  forward  under  very 
urgent  circumstances—for  the  suspen. 
sion  of  the  Bank  Charter  Act,  or  for  any 
matter  of  imperative  necessity — the  case 
would  be  very  different.  He  believed 
that  when  it  was  thoroughly  understood 
in  the  country  that  the  House  was  in 
earnest  in  this  matter,  the  irregular 
practices  complained  of  would  gradually 
die  away, 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  earnestly  ap- 
pealed to  the  Prime  Minister  to  recon- 
sider the  course  he  had  decided  to  take 
on  the  present  occasion,  though  he  fMr. 
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Talbot)  had  no  sympatliy  with  any  hon. 
Member  who  chose  to  obstruct  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Bill  by  any  of  the  artifices 
which  were  known  to  minorities.  The 
only  precedent  for  the  present  Motion 
was  one  which  occurred  on  the  6th  of 
August,  1872,  when  it  was  thought 
necessary  to  get  a  Liquor  Bill  passed 
before  the  Session  closed.  But  the  pre- 
sent case  was  altogether  different  as  to 
circumstances.  This  was  the  middle  of 
July,  and  not  the  beginning  of  August, 
and  the  step  was  proposed  to  be  taken 
in  reference  to  a  Bill  introduced  by  a 
private  Member.  The  suspension  of 
Standing  Orders  on  Wednesdays  in- 
volved what  he  might  call  the  charter  of 
the  liberty  of  private  Members.  He 
had  always  considered  that  the  stoppage 
of  Business  at  6  o'clock  on  that  day  was 
requisite  to  prevent  physical  exhaustion 
of  hon.  Members,  who  woldd  not  other- 
wise be  able  to  carry  on  their  duties 
during  the  other  days  of  the  week.  Go- 
vernments were  not  immortal,  and  the 
next  one  to  that  might  find  it  convenient 
to  press  on  the  Bill  of  another  private 
Member,  and  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  the 
precedent  the  House  was  now  invited  to 
establish.  That  was  a  precedent  which 
the  Conservative  party  might  hereafter 
sorely  repent,  and  his  feeling  on  the 
question  was  so  strong  that  though  he 
was  not  prepared  himself  to  divide  the 
House  upon  it,  he  should  certainly  sup- 
port any  hon.  Member  who  might  do  so. 
Mr.  HOKSMAN  again  warned  the 
House,  as  he  had  done  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, against  making  a  precedent  en- 
croaching on  the  rights  of  a  minority ; 
the  rights  of  a  minority  being  the  great 
feature  of  a  constitutional,  as  distin- 
guished from  a  despotic.  Government. 
The  rights  of  a  minority  were  as  sacred 
as  those  of  the  majority.  The  question 
they  had  to  consider  was,  whether  they 
were  justified  in  suspending  Standing 
Orders  for  the  express  purpose  of  limit- 
ing the  speeches  of  the  minority,  for  it 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  that  ? 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  (Mr.  Hardy)  got  up  the 
other  night  and  told  the  Prime  Minister 
there  was  an  objection  to  Wednesday, 
because  then  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  talking  it 
out,  and  the  answer  of  the  Government 
to  that  was — **  Oh,  but  we  are  going  to 
suspend  the  Standing  Orders  for  that 
day."    He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gen^ 


tleman  opposite  (Mr.  Talbot)  that  the 
Standing  Orders  were  the  charter  of  the 
liberties  of  the  minority,  and  the  House 
would  incur  great  danger  and  bring  dis- 
credit upon  itself  if  it  hghtly  assented  to 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  thought  the  time 
had  arrived  when  they  should  ask  the 
precise  position  which  the  Government 
took  up  in  reference  to  the  Public  Wor- 
ship Regulation  Bill.  Was  the  union 
between  the  learned  Recorder  and  the 
Government  an  avowed  union,  or  was  it 
a  morganatic  alliance  ?  If  the  latter,  it 
seemed  to  him  there  was  more  favour 
shown  for  the  oflfspring  of  the  left  hand 
than  for  the  oflfepring  of  the  right.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  desired  to  see  the 
Bill  passed,  and  he  thought  all  the  diffi- 
culties to  its  progress  would  be  removed 
if  the  Prime  Minister  would  rise  in  his 
place  and  say  that  the  Government  ac- 
cepted the  full  responsibility  of  the 
measure. 

Mr.  DODSON  never  understood  that 
the  rule  of  suspending  Business  at  a 
quarter  to  6  on  Wednesdays  had  been 
established  in  order  to  secure  to  minori- 
ties ,the  right  to  talk  a  measure  out. 
Because  it  would  come  to  this — that  on 
one  day  of  the  week  the  minority  were 
to  have  the  constitutional  right  of  de- 
feating a  measure  by  talking  against 
time,  and  upon  the  remaining  five  days 
they  were  not  to  possess  that  right.  The 
Rule  for  closing  debates  at  a  quarter  to  6 
on  Wednesdays  was  adopted  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  House,  andto  savethehealth 
and  labour  of  hon.  Members.  Before 
that  rule  was  adopted,  the  House  used 
to  meet  on  Wednesday  evenings  just  as 
on  other  days,  and  then  there  was  no 
Rule  as  to  stopping  the  debate  at  any 
particular  hour.  But  there  was  no 
reason  why  these  Standing  Orders  should 
not  give  way  when  such  a  course  suited 
the  House.  Considering  the  time  of  the 
Session  and  the  great  interest  felt  in  the 
Public  Worship  Bill,  he  thought  that  an 
occasion  when  there  might  very  properly 
be  a  departure  from  the  ordinary  course 
of  proceeding.  He  should  therefore 
support  the  Motion. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  agreed  that  the  rule 
was  established  for  the  convenience  of 
hon.  Members  rather  than  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  the  minority ; 
but  he  submitted  that  the  Motion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  both  unnecessary 
and  unprecedented.    It  was  dangerous 
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to  make  a  precedent  of  the  kind,  because 
it  might  be  hereafter  quoted  in  support 
of  a  proposal  to  suspend  the  Standing 
Orders  on  a  Wednesday  in  the  middle  of 
June,  or  even  May.  It  was  also  un- 
necessary, because  the  number  of  hon. 
Members  present  being  very  few,  the 
difficulty  might  be  met  by  an  appeal 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
forbearance  of  both  sides  of  the  House, 
so  that  the  debate  might  be  closed  by  5 
or  6  o'clock.  The  precedent  now  made 
in  favour  of  a  Bill  proceeding  from  the 
Episcopal  Bench  in  the  other  House, 
might  even  be  cited  at  some  future  time 
in  favour  of  a  proposition  of  some  pri- 
vate Member  to  turn  those  very  Bishops 
out  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Lord  HENRY  SCOTT  also  con- 
sidered  that  the  Motion  was  quite  un- 
necessary. He  had  supported  the  pro- 
posal for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
the  other  evening  in  order  that  a  fair 
opportunity  might  be  afforded  to  discuss 
the  Bill,  and  not  that  any  unfair  advan- 
tage should  be  taken  to  obtain  the  de- 
cision of  the  House. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  maintained  that  no- 
thing but  a  matter  of  necessity  would 
justify  the  Suspension  of  the  Standing 
Orders  at  that  period  of  the  Session. 
While,  for  his  own  part,  he  meant  to 
vote  against  the  Bill,  he  would  certainly 
do  nothing  to  prevent  its  passing  by 
factious  opposition.  Li  order  that  the 
House  might  be  in  a  position  to  decide 
upon  the  present  Motion,  it  was  essen- 
tial that  there  should  be  a  distinct,  spe- 
cific, and  unequivocal  intimation  of  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  Public  Worship  Bill.  If 
Government  declared  that  they  wanted 
the  Bill  to  pass,  the  proposal  to  suspend 
the  Standing  Orders  would  be  intelli- 
gible. If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  were 
going  to  be  satisfied  with  a  triumph 
over  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich, and  were  then  going  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  quashed,  this  Wednesday 
would  have  been  taken  from  private 
Members  for  no  practical  purpose,  in  so 
far,  at  all  events,  as  the  Bill  itself  was 
concerned.  Let  Government  declare 
that  it  was  their  intention  to  do  all  in 
their  power  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session, 
and  not  merely  to  defeat  the  Eesolu- 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich,  and  then  there  would  be  a 
justification  of  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  Mowhray 


Sir  RAINALD  KNIGHTLEY 
thought  that  without  suspending  the 
Standing  Orders  they  might  trust  to  an 
honourable  understanding  that  nothing 
would  be  done  to  prevent  a  division  on 
the  second  reading  that  day.  He  was 
very  desirous  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  he  believed 
that  if  the  question  before  them  should 
be  left  in  suspense,  it  would  be  most 
disastrous  to  the  Church.  He  concuned 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  in 
thinking  that  the  House  should  get  an 
exact  statement  as  to  the  intentions  of 
Government  with  respect  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  DISEAELI  :  Although  the  Mo- 
tion which  I  have  made.  Sir,  has  to  a 
certain  degree  been  based  upon  a  pre- 
cedent— and  when  there  are  precedents 
it  is  generally  advantageous  to  be  guided 
by  them — yet  I  should  not  have  hesitated 
under  the  present  circumstances,  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  to  make 
a  precedent  myself  if  requisite.  I  am 
perfectly  willing,  at  the  same  time,  to 
admit  that  Motions  of  this  kind  should 
not  be  made  unless  there  is  a  very  con- 
current sympathy  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  them.  On  the  pre- 
sent occasion  I  believe  there  is  that  sym- 
pathy, a  large  majority  of  both  sides  of 
the  House  being,  as  I  understand,  in 
favour  of  the  course  I  have  proposed. 
It  has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  that  be- 
fore agreeing  to  the  Motion  the  House 
ought  to  receive  from  Government  a 
declaration  of  their  sentiments  with 
regard  to  the  Public  Worship  Bill. 
Now,  the  proper  time  for  the  Govern- 
ment, or  the  various  Members  of  the 
Government,  to  give  their  opinion  is 
during  the  discussion  upon  the  second 
reading,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  as 
the  debate  proceeds  their  views  will  be 
amply  expressed.  Some  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  treated  this  Motion  of  mine 
as  if  it  were  a  slur  upon  the  honour  of 
certain  Members  of  this  House.  I  have 
only  one  object  in  making  the  Motion. 
I  consider  that,  after  what  has  occurred, 
I  am  bound  to  secure  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  introduced  the  Public 
Worship  Bill  an  opportunity  of  obtain- 
ing the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
second  reading.  Therefore,  whether 
the  debate  finishes  to-day  or  not,  with 
that  conviction  on  the  i)art  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  are  bound  to  obtain 
that  result,  I  must  find  another  day,  in 
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case  we  do  not  decide  upon  the  present 
one.  This  is,  then,  merely  an  arrange- 
meat  which  I  propose  in  order  to  advance 
the  progress  of  Public  Business.  The 
various  interpretations  put  upoii  my 
Motion  have  really  no  foundation  what- 
ever. I  trust,  therefore,  the  House  will 
agree  to  the  Motion,  and  allow  the  de- 
bate to  be  recommenced,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  there  will  be  ample  opportunities 
for  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  as  well  as  Members  of  the  Ad- 
ministration, to  express  their  sentiments 
on  the  BiU. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered  J  That  the  Standing  Orders  respecting 
the  sittings  of  the  House  on  Wednesdays  be 
suspended,  this  day,  till  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  the  Public  Worship  Ueg^ulation  Bill  shall 
have  been  disposed  of. 

PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULATION  BILL. 
{Mr.  Russell  Gurnet/.) 

[bill  176.]    lZorde,~\    beoond  reading. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate    on    Amendment    proposed   to 

Question  [9tb  Julyl  ''  That  the  Bill  be 

now  read  a  second  time ; "  and  which 

Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"it  is  inexpedient  to  proceed  further  with  a 
measure  for  amending  the  administration  of  the 
Law  in  regard  to  offences  against  the  Rubrics 
of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  while  that  Law 
is  in  an  uncertain  condition/' — {Mr.  Hall,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed^  *^  That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  there 
was  one  principle  which  he  believed 
was  dear  to  the  hearts  of  aU  Englishmen 
in  every  possible  phase  of  life;  that 
there  was  one  maxim  which  was  written 
in  the  hearts  of  aU  Englishmen  and 
which  guided  them  through  life,  and 
that  maxim  was  obedience  to  the  law. 
Whether  it  was  the  Queen  upon  the 
Throne,  or  the  pauper  in  a  wondiouse, 
or  the  Members  of  the  other  House  or 
that  House  of  Parliament,  or  any  other 
rank  of  life,  there  was  no  exception  to 
the  rule  that  every  person  of  every  class 
and  condition  was  bound  to  obey  the 
law.  In  that  respect,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  there  was  no  ''benefit  of  clergy." 


Let  them  now  consider  for  a  moment 
the  position  of  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England — and  he  wi^ed  at  the  outset 
of  his  remarks  to  tender  to  them  every- 
thing he  could  say  well  of  them  as  a 
body.  He  did  not  believe  that,  from  one 
end  of  the  world  to  the  other,  any  other 
body  of  persons  worked  so  hard  and  for 
so  little  money,  or  did  so  much  to  fur- 
ther the  objects  which  they  had  in 
view.  They  devoted  their  lives  entirely 
to  the  work  they  had  to  do,  and  they 
held  out  to  the  laity  of  this  and  other 
countries,  a  great  example  of  self-denial 
not  only  in  the  amount  and  character  of 
their  labour,  but  also  in  giving  largely 
for  charitable  objects  out  of  very  scanty 
means.  At  the  same  time,  they  held  a 
position  very  different  from  other  mem- 
bers of  the  community  in  these  respects ; 
they  had  great  opportunities  for  good ; 
they  had  g^reat  duties  to  perform ;  but 
they,  like  everyone  else,  were  bound  to 
obey  the  law.  When  a  clergyman  was 
first  ordained,  he  entered  into  a  solemn 
contract  with  the  nation  that  he  woidd 
obey  the  law  of  the  Church  as  accepted 
by  the  nation;  that  he  would  preach 
the  doctrines  of  that  Church  not  accord- 
ing to  his  own  interpretation  of  Scrip- 
ture and  ancient  writings,  but  as  those 
doctrines  were  laid  down  in  the  ereat 
charters  of  the  Church  which  had  been 
accepted  by  the  nation.  Those  charters 
were  to  be  interpreted  like  any  other 
documents ;  they  were  to  be  interpreted 
not  according  to  the  will  or  fancy  of 
an  individucd  clergyman,  but  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Law  of  this  country. 
And  even  in  the  case  of  clergymen  who 
were  not  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  the  moment  a  question  about 
property  arose,  the  law  stepped  in,  and 
held  that  no  clergyman  had  a  right  in 
that  property,  Aether  he  was  a  Dis- 
senter, or  a  Nonconformist,  or  a  Boman 
Catholic,  imless  he  preached  the  doc- 
trines held  by  the  religious  denomina- 
tion of  which  the  person  who  bequeathed 
that  property  was  a  member.  The 
same  course  was  observed  in  the  case 
of  property  bequeathed  by  a  member  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  the  case 
was  exactly  the  same,  whether  the  doc- 
trines or  the  ritual  of  the  Church  of 
England  was  concerned.  A  clergyman 
comd  only  carry  on  the  service  of  the 
Church  in  the  way  in  which  that  service 
had  been  accepted  by  the  nation,  and 
had  been  laid  down  by  the  law,  and  ia 
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doing  that  he  had  no  right  to  step  be- 
yond the  documents  of  the  Church, 
which  must  be  interpreted  in  every  case 
just  as  any  other  documents  were — by 
the  law  of  the  land.  He  was  very  much 
surprised  at  the  great  number  of  letters 
which  he  had  received  on  the  subject 
from  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Some  of  those  letters  had  given  him 
very  great  pain,  and  he  would  read  only 
one  sentence  from  one  of  them.  It  was 
to  this  effect — 

"  As  regards  these  ritual  matters,  what  wo 
say  is  this — ^that  while  the  Church,  speaking  by 
her  formularies  and  by  her  confessions,  is  on 
our  side,  or  rather  we  on  hers,  the  State,  s|)oak- 
ing  by  the  late  judgment  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, is  against  us."  And  this  was  the  pain- 
ful part  of  the  letter.  "And  that  in  these 
matters  our  dutv  of  obedience  is  to  the  Church 
at  whoso  altars  we  serve." 

Now,  that  was  a  state  of  things  which 
he  did  not  think  the  House  or  the  nation 
at  large  would  allow  to  go  on.  If  the 
doctrines  or  ritual  of  the  Church,  as  laid 
down  in  charters  and  documents,  and 
interpreted  by  law,  contained  that  which 
they  were  supposed  not  to  contain,  as 
many  Acts  of  Parliament,  when  inter- 
preted by  a  Court  of  Law,  have  been 
held  to  contain  what  it  was  supposed 
they  did  not  contain — if  by  interpreta- 
tion in  Courts  of  Law,  the  law  was 
proved  not  to  mean  that  which  it  was 
supposed  to  mean — what  was  the  re- 
medy ?  The  remedy  was  not  for  a  clergy- 
man to  disobey  the  law,  but  by  the  ordi- 
nary process  by  which  that  law  was 
originally  made  law,  to  have  it  altered. 
The  matter  was  no  new  matter.  They 
all  knew  that  a  great  improvement  was 
made  by  the  Church  Discipline  Act  of 
1 840,  and  it  was  anticipated  that  under 
that  Act  matters  would  go  on  smoothly, 
and  that  it  would  practically  remove  a 
great  many  objections,  and  put  an  end  to 
a  great  deal  of  the  delay  and  expense 
which  had  occurred  in  certain  matters. 
Every  objection,  however,  to  the  present 
Bill  might  have  been  made  with  equal, 
and  even  with  greater,  force  co  the 
Church  Discipline  Act  of  1840 ;  but  the 
result  of  the  Act  of  1840  was  this — that 
its  procedure  had  been  found  to  be  very 
cumbrous  and  very  expensive,  and  that 
it  gave  rise  to  a  vast  amount  of  untold 
delay,  so  much  so,  that  at  different 
times,  for  many  years  past,  attempts 
had  been  made  to  alter  that  law.  Let 
him  call  the  attention  of  tho  House 
briefly  to  those  attempts.     In   1847   a 
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Bill  was  brought  in  on  the  snbjeot  by 
the  then  Bishop  of  London.  In  1 848  a 
Bill  was  again  brought  in  by  the  Bishop 
of  London.  In  1849  a  Bill  was  amin 
brought  in  by  the  Bishop  of  London, 
and  m  the  last-mentioned  year  the  €K>- 
vemment  itself  took  up  a  measure,  which 
Lord  Cranworth  brought  in,  for  the 
purpose  of  altering  that  law.  It  was  a 
curious  fcu^t,  as  far  as  that  Bill  was  con- 
cerned, that  every  one  of  the  English 
Bishops  voted  against  it,  and  that  eyery 
one  of  the  Irish  Bishops  voted  for  it. 
In  1869  the  matter  was  stirred  in  the 
House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Shaftesbury. 
In  1870,  a  Bill  on  the  same  subject  was 
brought  in  ;  but  owing  to  the  unfortu- 
nate illness  of  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, it  was  not  discussed  until  1871. 
In  1872  a  Bill  was  again  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords  by  Ijord  Shaftes- 
bury. That  Bill  passed  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  was  brought  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  (Mr.  Cross) 
had  the  honour  of  having  charge  of  that 
Bill  when  it  was  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  did  not  ag^ee  with  many  of 
its  provisions,  just  as  with  regard  to  the 
present  Bill  he  disapproved  of  many 
matters  contained  in  it,  and  which  were 
contained  in  the  Bill  of  1872 ;  but  tiie 
evils  of  the  Church  Discipline  Act  hav- 
ing been  brought  under  notice  the  feel- 
ing was  unanimous  on  aU  sides  of  the 
House,  not  in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  Lord 
Shaftesbury,  but,  that  a  Bill  to  correct 
those  evils  should  be  passed.  The  House 
at  that  time  manifested  a  strong  desire 
to  have  the  faults  of  the  Act  of  1840 
corrected,  and  he  (Mr.  Cross)  himself 
expressed  his  feeling  on  tho  subject  in 
tho  strongest  manner.  But,  let  him  call 
attention  to  the  words  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister  on  that  occasion.  The  late 
Prime  Minister  on  that  occasion  said — 

"  He  was  quite  prepared  to  accept  the  pro- 
position that  there  was  an  urgent  case  for  legis- 
lation in  connection  with  this  matter.** 

Now,  if  the  case  was  urgent  in  1872, 
why  was  it  not  urgent  in  1874  ?  He 
(Mr.  Cross)  thought  that  if  the  case  was 
urgent  in  1 872,  it  was  at  least  as  urgent, 
if  not  more  urgent,  in  1874.  The  late 
Prime  Minister  had  said  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  on  the  present  Bill,  that 
matters  of  this  kind  ought  not  to  bo 
brought  forward  unless  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Government  of  the  day 
and  of  the  authorities  of  the  Church. 
That  was  not  the  case  with  regard  to 
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to  the  former  Bills.  There  was  no  such 
concurrence  as  to  the  Bills  introduced  in 
1847,  1848,  and  1849.  There  was  no 
such  concurrence  with  regard  to  the 
Bills  introduced  in  1869  and  1870,  or 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  introduced  by 
Lord  Shaftesbury  in  1872.  And  when 
at  the  time  he  (Mr.  Cross)  did  propose 
that  the  then  Government,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  Church,  should  take  up 
the  matter,  the  then  Prime  Minister  got 
up  and  gave  this  answer — 

**  Ho  had,  however,  to  take  exception  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  assumption  that  this  was  a 
question  which  could  onljr  be  dealt  with  by  Go- 
vemment,  and  also  to  his  strong  recommenda- 
tion to  the  Government  to  take  it  up." 

The  late  Prime  Minister  also  said  on  that 
occasion — 

**  It  would  bo  improper  for  the  Government 
to  hold  out  an  expectation  that  it  could  deal  with 
the  question  consistently  with  the  other  demands 
upon  its  time.  He  therefore  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  think  that  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) was  practising  the  old  trick  of  retorting 
upon  him  if  he  recommended  him  to  bring  for- 
ward a  measure  himself." — [3  Ramard,  ccxiii. 
195.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said,  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  would  be  de- 
sirous of  rendering  every  assistance  in 
their  power  to  him  (Mr.  Cross)  with  re- 
ference to  the  carrying  of  a  Bill  on  the 
subject.  What  came  then  of  the  gp*eat 
and  eloquent  speech  made  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  the  other  night,  when  he 
insisted  with  all  the  powers  of  eloquence 
he  could  use,  that  that  was  not  a  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  by  a  private  Member, 
except  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  ?  He  (Mr.  Cross) 
said,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
it  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a 
matter  of  procedure.  The  right,  hon. 
Gentleman  attempted  to  lecture  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  in  that  House,  for 
the  course  he  had  pursued  in  bringing 
it  forward  without  having  studied  the 
question,  and  said  ''The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  treated  it 
all  as  a  mere  matter  of  procedure ; " 
but  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  placed  it  on 
far  higher  grounds,  and  maintained  that 
no  general  law  could  be  strictly  enforced 
without  doing  a  gpreat  wrong  to  many 
congregations  whose  feelings  ought  not 
to  be  rashly  disturbed.  He  (Mr.  Cross), 
however,  took  his  view  of  the  Bill  not 
from  any  notions  he  had  formed,  but 
founded  his  interpretation  of  the  Bill 


on  a  letter  written  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  a  great  fnend  of  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  and  one  of  his  most 
warmly  attached  Friends  and  Counsellors 
— Lord  Selbome — who  had  said — 

"  This  Bill  will,  if  it  passes,  be  merely  a  mea- 
sure for  shortening  and  simplifying  to  a  certain 
extent  the  legal  procedure  in  a  certain  class  of 
cases  now  cognizable  under  the  present  cum- 
brous procedure  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
It  creates  no  new  offence,  but  is  founded  solely 
upon  the  ecclesiastical  law  as  now  contained  in 
the  Prayer-Book,  rubrics,  and  canons  agreed  to 
by  the  Church  above  200  years  ago.  How,  there- 
fore, any  part  of  the  substance  of  Church  dis- 
cipline, or  of  the  rights  of  the  clergy  can  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  legislation  is  not  to  mc 
apparent,  unless,  indeed,  it  is  contended  that  the 
clergy  have  a  vested  interest  in  the  continuance 
of  technical  and  formal  impediments  to  the  exe- 
cution of  the  laws  of  the  Church." 

Now,  he  (Mr.  Cross)  took  his  stand  on 
this  broad  and  intelligible  principle— 
that  the  liberties  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  defined  by  law, 
cmd  that  while  they  should  be  allowed 
every  liberty  within  the  letter  of  that 
law,  beyond  it  they  should  not  go.  And 
if  the  law  or  the  procedure  was  cum- 
brous, then  he  said  that  the  course  was 
either  to  alter  the  law  or,  if  they  kept 
the  law  as  it  was,  to  alter  the  procedure. 
**  But,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
"  they  had  no  notion  of  the  mischief  they 
were  doing,  and  of  the  irritation  they  were 
causing  by  such  enactments  as  the  Bill 
contained."  That,  he  (Mr.  Cross)  thought 
was  rather  an  argument  for  passing  the 
Bill  than  the  reverse.  If  there  was  a 
determination — which  he  did  not  believe 
there  was — on  the  part  of  the  great 
number  of  the  clergy  to  break  the  law,  it 
would  be  an  argument  for  taking  pre- 
cautions to  prevent  the  law  being 
broken.  **But,"  his  right  hon.  Friend 
said  further,  **  look  at  the  confusion  you 
will  cause  by  the  Bill.  You  will  have 
everywhere  three  indiscreet  parishioners 
and  one  indiscreet  Bishop  out  of  the  27 
or  28  Bishops,  by  whom  the  law  may  be 
set  in  motion,  while  the  discretion  of  all 
the  parishioners,  and  all  the  remaining 
Bishops  will  be  injuriously  affected,  and 
doubts  and  difficulties  are  likely  to  be 
brought  before  the  Court."  As  to  the 
indiscretion  of  Bishops,  the  number  of 
cases  which  might  be  brought  before  the 
Coiirtthrou^h  aBishop's  indiscretion  was 
notlikely  tobe  gp*eater  than  under  the  pre- 
sent law ;  and  as  to  doubts  and  difficul- 
ties, one  of  the  objects  of  this  Bill  was 
to  render  the  mode  of  procedure  simpler 
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than  it  was  now.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  utterly  wrong  in  his  premise, 
and  consequently  he  was  wrong  in  his  con- 
s  elusions.  Take  the  two  cases  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman-— one  was 
the  reading  of  the  Athanasian  Creed,  and 
the  other  was  the  reading  of  the  prayer 
for  the  Church  Militant.  Nothing  could 
be  clearer  than  the  direction  in  the 
Prayer  Book  that  these  should  be  read. 
Well,  suppose  the  clergyman  did  not 
read  it,  the  three  indiscreet  parishioners 
went  to  the  indiscreet  Bishop,  and  the 
Bishop  ordered  him  to  read  it,  and  upon 
his  refusal  took  the  proceedings  which 
the  law  ordered  him  to  do.  What  then  ? 
That  was  no  alteration  of  the  law,  and  a 
decision  of  the  Court  could  not  make  the 
law  clearer  than  it  was  ;  and  it  was 
equally  unfounded  to  say  that  in  the 
same  case,  the  discretion  of  the  other 
Bishops  would  be  interfered  with.  That 
was  perhaps  a  simple  case,  but  if  they 
took  another  and  more  doubtful  one — ^for 
instance,  the  question  of  catechising — 
they  would  see  that  it  was  one  precisely 
in  the  same  category  with  the  reading  of 
the  Athanasian  Creed.  Of  course,  in 
any  matter  of  vital  importance,  the 
opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  would  be 
taken  in  order  to  see  what  the  law  was ; 
but  when  that  opinion  was  pronounced 
there  would  be  no  new  law,  for  the  Court 
would  simply  declare  what  the  law 
taught.  The  Court  might  be  asked  to 
settle  questions  as  to  the  use  of  some 
hynms,  or  the  teaching  of  catechisms,  or 
the  reading  of  the  Athanasian  Creed  and 
other  matters  ;  but  the  decision  of  the 
Court  would  not  be  new  law,  but  merely 
declarations  of  what  the  law  enacted. 
The  Bill  would  not  interfere  with  the 
discretion  of  a  single  Bishop  or  clergy- 
man in  the  country,  neither  would  it  in- 
terfere in  any  way  with  the  law.  If  the 
law  were  wrong  let  it  be  altered ;  but 
if  it  were  law,  let  it  prevail.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  Bill  as  a  matter  of  procedure ;  but 
that  the  effect  of  it  would  be,  that  the 
usual  practices  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  many  parishes  would  be  disturbed, 
and  he  observed  that  within  a  short  dis- 
tance of  that  House  there  were  three 
churches,  those  of  St.  Michael,  St.  Peter 
and  St.  Paul,  the  services  of  which  were 
all  different,  and  yet  all  had  large  con- 
gregations, and  their  services  were  most 
popular,  and  he  said  they  were  going  by 
the  Bill  ruthlessly  to  break  all  those 
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congregations  up.     But  let  them  only 
consider  what  might  happen  at  present. 
The  clergyman  of  St.  Michael's  might 
have  another  church  in  the  country,  and 
upon   his  death   or    removal,   another 
clergyman    would     be     appointed     to 
his  church  in  the  country,  and  perhaps 
the    clergyman  would    be  the  clergy- 
man  of    St.  Peter's  or  St.  Paul's,    a 
clergyman  of  entirely   different  ideas, 
whose  presence  at  the  church  in  the 
country  would  throw  the  whole  congre- 
gation into  confusion.  That  result  might 
well  ensue  from  the  action  of  an  indis- 
creet patron — ^for  there  where  indiscreet 
patrons  as  well  as  indiscreet  parishioners 
and  Bishops.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished,  under  those  circumstances,   to 
continue  in  that  post  a  man  of  opposite 
views,  and  who,  by  carrying  them  out  to 
their  fullest  extent,  wouldputthe  parish 
into  a  perfect  ferment.     He  (Mr.  Cross) 
maintfioned  that  the  laity  of  the  Church 
of  England  throughout  the  land  had  a 
right  to  know  that  to  whatever  church 
they  went,  if  they  went  into  the  Church 
of  England,  they  would  have  the  services 
of  that  Church  framed  according  to  the 
doctrines  of  that  Church,   and  beyond 
that  there  was  nothing  more  in  the  Bill. 
If  there  was,  it  would  be  better  to  go  in 
for    disestablishment    at    once.       [Mr. 
Bebesford  Hope  :   That  is  all  I  ask.] 
Yes,  but  the  difference  between  them 
was  this,  that  his  hon.   Friend  objected 
to  any  alteration  in  the  cumbrous  mode 
of  procedure  by  which  the  object  was  to 
be  achieved  which  they  both  had  in  view. 
That  was  no  new  subject.      The  Bills 
which  had  been  introduced  in  previous 
Parliaments  byhis  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt) 
though  he  (Mr  Cross)  did  not  agree  with 
them,  all  gave  expression  to  the  solemn 
determination  of  the  people  of  England 
that  the  services  of  the  Church  shoiild  be 
maintained.  Was  an  obsolete,  cumbrous, 
and  expensive  mode  of  procedure  to  be 
kept  up  solely  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  law  being  put  in  force  ?    He 
simply  asked  that  the  laity  of  the  Church 
of  England  should  have  that  protection 
which  the  members  of  other  religious 
Bodies  had,  and  that  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  should  be  under  the 
same  obligation,  and  no  other,  as  the 
clergy  of  every  other  religious  commu- 
nity.    He  believed  the  Bm  simply  rave 
expression  to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
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England  with  reg^ardto  the  mode  ofper- 
forming  the  serrices  of  the  Church  ofEng- 
land — ^namely,  according  to  the  Eitual  of 
that  Church.  But,  said  the  right  hon.Gen- 
tleman,  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church  would  have  to  be 
carried  out  without  the  least  difference 
in  every  parish  in  the  country ;  all  the 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
would  be  reduced  to  the  condition  of  a 
regiment  of  the  Guards ;  and  there  would 
be  no  variety  in  the  expression  of  their 
opinions,  their  feelings,  and  wishes. 
Not  at  all;  if  the  BUI  passed,  there 
might  be  the  greatest  variety  in  the  mode 
of  performing  those  services.  But,  while 
it  would  permit  the  gp'eatest  variety  in 
that  respect,  it  would  require  that  all  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  should 
obey  the  law.  The  Church  of  England 
had  expressly  provided  for  that  variety. 
She  haa  said  that  the  mode  of  performing 
these  services  should  not  be  uniform. 
Different  parishes  had  the  choice  of 
having  different  catechisms,  different 
services,  and  different  vestments.  They 
had  the  choice  of  singing  or  reading  the 
Canticles  or  the  Psalms,  and  of  singing 
or  reading  the  Creeds.  The  Churda  of 
England  had  provided  for  every  possible 
variety  that  the  country  could  want.  All 
that  the  supporters  of  this  Bill  wanted 
was,  that  wmle  that  variety  was  allowed 
by  the  Church  of  England,  the  law 
should  be  obeyed,  and  that  while  it  was 
obeyed,  care  should  be  taken  to  prevent 
that  the  liberty  arising  from  that  variety 
should  not  be  allowed  to  extend  itself 
into  licence  either  by  one  side  or  the 
other.  Having  said  so  much  in  favour 
of  the  measure,  he  wished  before  he  sat 
down  to  refer  to  certain  points  of  detail. 
He  thought  certain  parts  of  the  Bill 
would  have  to  be  altered  before  it  went 
into  Committee.  He  denied  altogether 
that  the  Bill  was  intended  to  give  parish- 
ioners the  power  of  annoying  or  worrying 
their  clergyman ;  indeed  he  thought  the 
House  had  no  desire  to  give  to  an  indi- 
vidual parishioner  a  powerful  motive  to 
put  the  measure  in  force.  What  they 
wanted  was  that,  by  some  means  or 
other,  residents  in  a  parish  where  the 
services  were  not  carried  out  according 
to  the  law  should  have  a  speedy  and  in- 
expensive mode  of  remed3dng  that.  They 
did  not  want  to  give  power  to  a  single 
parishioner  to  set  the  law  in  motion;  but 
by  this  oiled  machinery,  as  he  might 
call  it,  they  did  wish  to  give  a  strong 


remedy  against  a  clergyman  where  there 
was  real  ground  for  it.  The  Bill  gave 
discretion  to  a  Bishop.  He  (Mr.  Cross) 
thought  they  might  nnd  that  very  much 
discretion  should  be  given  to  a  clergy- 
man, and  that  when  tiiey  got  into  Com- 
mittee they  would  be  able  to  give  him 
some  more  definite  protection  than  the 
Bill  now  afforded.  There  was  another 
matter  to  which  he  objected,  and  to 
which  he  objected  very  strongly  in  1872 
— namely,  the  enormous  salary  which  it 
was  proposed  to  ffive  to  the  Judge.  He 
thought  the  number  of  suits  under  the 
Bill  woidd  not  be  very  great,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  course  he  had  formerly 
indicated  might  be  fairly  adopted,  as  they 
might  secure  the  services  of  some  other 
Judge.  If  a  Judge  were  appointed  with 
a  large  salary,  and  he  had  nothing  much 
to  do,  the  longer  he  held  the  office  the 
worse  Judge  ne  would  become.  There- 
fore, they  ought  to  get  a  Judge  who  was 
employed  in  some  other  way,  or  who  had 
retured.  But,  putting  aside  these  matters 
of  detail,  he  thoi^ht  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  right.  The  laity  of  me  nation 
— for  he  could  not  separate  the  Church 
of  England  from  the  whole  nation — had 
a  right  to  know  that  the  services  in 
every  parish  in  the  land  were  performed 
according  to  the  doctrine  and  ritual 
which  were  laid  down  by  the  law  and 
accepted  by  the  nation.  If  the  law  were 
wrong,  let  it  be  altered ;  if  it  were  right, 
let  it  be  enforced.  These  were  the 
grounds  on  which  he  gave  his  support 
to  the  Bill. 

Mh.  WALTER  said,  it  had  been  ob- 
vious to  every  hon.  Member  that  the 
important  debate  on  which  the  House 
haa  now  entered  could  not  long  be  con- 
ducted on  the  smooth  and  easy  lines 
laid  down  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Recorder,  when,  in  a  speech 
characterized  by  much  moderation,  he 
introduced  the  Bill.  No  doubt,  the  Bill 
related  mainly  to  a  question  of  proce- 
dure. In  its  terms  it  was  a  very  short 
and  simple  measure ;  but  the  House  and 
the  country  knew  equally  well  that  the 
question  at  issue  was  far  more  than  one 
of  procedure,  and  that  on  the  fate  of 
the  Bill,  and  on  the  sentiments  its  dis- 
cussion might  evoke  throughout  the 
country,  might  depend  the  future  of  the 
Established  Church  of  this  land.  On 
its  fate,  at  all  events,  must  depend  the 
question  whether  the  services  of  the 
Church  should  be  performed  in  harmony 
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with  its  authorized  standards  of  doctrine 
and  discipline,  or  whether  they  should 
remain  liable  to  be  set  aside  and  varied 
in  every  parish  throughout  the  land  at 
the  will  of  the  minister  of  each  parish, 
or  at  the  discretion  of  any  congregation 
which  might  please  to  support  him.  The 
Bill  itself  came  down  to  that  House 
under  circumstances  which,  as  everybody 
must  admit,  claimed  for  it  at  least  a 
fair  and  respectful  consideration.  After 
almost  half-a-century  of  constant  turmoil 
and  trouble,  after  being  goaded  and 
worried,  fined  in  their  pecuniary  circum- 
stances and  tormented  by  litigation 
within  the  Church,  through  their  fruit- 
less endeavours  to  put  down  practices 
which  they  deemed  inconsistent  with  its 
doctrine,  the  Bishops  had  at  length — in 
his  opinion,  not  a  minute  too  soon — in- 
deed, he  might  say,  at  the  eleventh  hour 
— brought  in  a  Bill  which  had  received 
the  support  of  the  whole  Episcopal 
Bench,  and  which  had  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  three  Noblemen  who  had  filled 
the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor.  It  had 
been  exposed  to  the  ablest  legal  criticism 
in   the  other  House,    and  it  was  now 

E laced  on  the  Table  of  this  House  by 
is  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site, who  asked  the  House  to  arm  the 
Bishops  with  those  powers  which  they 
at  present  lacked  to  give  effect  to  tjie 
laws  of  that  Church  which  they  all  'pro- 
fessed to  support.  As  he  remarked  be- 
fore, the  Bill  was  mainly  one  of  proce- 
dure, and  he  should  describe  it  as  an 
extremely  mild  and  considerate  measure. 
Indeed,  he  regarded  it  as  being  the  very 
reverse  of  oppressive  ;  certainly  it  could 
not  be  called  in  any  respect  a  stringent 
or  an  offensive  measure,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  one  to  which  no  valid 
objection  could  be  raised.  It  gave  no 
initiatory  power  whatever  to  the  Bishops, 
but  the  archdeacon,  the  rural  dean,  or  a 
certain  number  of  parishioners  might 
call  upon  the  Bishop,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  act  in  something  like  a  mediatorial 
capacity — almost  in  the  capacity  of  an 
arbitrator — and  to  express  an  opinion 
whether  such  and  such  practices  should 
be  permitted  or  not.  He  might  cdmost 
say  that  was  a  weak  point  in  the  Bill, 
for  he  was  one  of  those  who  held  the 
opinion  that  the  absolute  veto  which  the 
9th  clause  gave  to  the  Bishop  was  a 
power  which,  though  inserted  in  the  Bill 
with  obvioudy  the  kindest  motives,  and 
with  the  intention  of  discouraging  veza- 

Mr.  Walter 


tious  litigation,  might  be  liable  to  abuse. 
Some  particular  Bishop  abusing  that 
power  of  veto  might  stop  proceedings 
which  ought  to  be  carried  further,  and, 
therefore,  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  passing 
into  Committee,  he  should  move,  if  no 
one  else  did,  that  from  the  Bishop  who 
exercised  his  veto  there  should  be  an 
appeal  to  the  Archbishop.  The  clause 
to  that  effect  had  been  somewhat  hastily 
struck  out,  and  as  he  had  some  reason 
to  think  its  re-insertion  would  be  accept- 
able to  those  who  had  sent  the  Bill  to 
that  House.  Now,  what  was  the  class 
of  questions  which  the  present  Bill  pro- 
posed to  remit  to  the  supervision  of  the 
Bishop  or  to  the  Judge,  who,  in  certain 
cases,  was  to  consider  them  ?  They  were 
not  questions  of  doctrine  nor  any  of 
those  subtle  theological,  ahnost  meta- 
physical,  questions  which  had  exercised 
the  wit  of  controversialists  for  1,500 
years,  but  simply  questions  relating 
either  to  the  decoration  of  the  church 
and  the  personal  vestments  worn  by  the 
minister,  or  to  such  additions  to,  or  omis- 
sions from,  the  mode  of  conducting  the 
service  as  the  Judge  might  pronounce  to 
be  unlawful.  Of  course,  he  could  not 
say  what  the  Judge,  whom  he  would 
suppose  to  be  a  man  of  learning  and 
discretion,  would  consider  to  be  unlawful 
additions  or  omissions ;  but  he  did  not 
imagine  the  Judge  would  take  so  strin- 
gent a  view  of  his  duty  in  this  respect 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  seemed  to  anticipate.  With 
regard  to  the  notion  that  such  a  Bill  as 
the  present  would  be  used  by  the  pa- 
rishioners as  a  means  of  harassing,  or, 
as  he  had  heard  it  stated,  of  buUying 
the  parson,  he  could  not  believe  that  the 
20,000  parochial  clergy  in  this  country 
were  really  in  any  danger  of  having 
their  lives  made  a  burden  to  them  by 
the  action  of  the  conventional  drunken 
parishioner.  He  laughed  such  an  impu- 
tation to  scorn,  for  he  believed  there  was 
not  a  sensible  or  a  moderate  clergyman 
in  the  country  who  incurred  any  risk  of 
being  disturbed  by  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  Passing  f^om  that,  he  would 
ask,  how  was  the  Bill,  which  had  been 
brought  down  to  the  House  under  the 
auspices  he  had  mentioned,  received  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich?  His  right  hon.  Friend 
really  almost  professed  to  wonder  what 
all  this  hubbub  could  be  about,  for  he 
did  not  understand  what  Ritualism  meant. 
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The  word  '^  HituaUsm,"  according  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  had  changed  its  mean- 
ing every  two  years  during  the  40  years 
he  had  been  acquainted  with  the  subject. 
Again,  his  right  hon.  Friend  said  if  such  a 
Bill  was  required  at  all,  it  was  intolerable 
that  it  should  be  brought  into  that  House 
unless  under  the  direct  auspices  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  Moreover,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  denounced  the  mea- 
sure as  an  infringement  of  the  liberty  of 
the  subject.  To  quote  a  passage  which 
had  been  already  referred  to  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mrj  Cross),  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
(Greenwich  said — 

'*  Various  customs  have  grown  up  in  accord- 
iinco  with  the  feelings  and  usages  of  the  people; 
and,  whether  the  practices  that  have  so  grown 
up  are,  or  are  not,  in  accordance  with  the  law,  I 
Hay  they  ought  not  to  be  rashly  and  rudely 
rooted  out." — [3  Hansard^  ccxx.  1377.] 

He  further  said,  that  an  intolerable 
grievance  would  be  created  if  such  a 
law  were  to  be  uniformly  enforced.  He 
should  like  to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend 
what  he  wished  the  House  to  understand 
by  that.  Did  he  really  think  that  what 
was  at  present  agitating  the  feelings  of 
the  laity  from  one  end  of  the  Kingdom 
to  the  other  related  to  such  matters  as 
lie  referred  to — namely,  whether  a  h3mm 
should  be  sung  at  the  beginning  or  at 
the  end  of  the  service,  as  no  provision 
was  made  for  that  in  the  Rubric ;  whe- 
ther children  should  be  brought  into 
church  to  be  catechized  after  the  Second 
Lesson ;  and  whether  the  reading  of  the 
prayer  for  the  Church  Militant  should 
be  enforced  ?  Did  his  right  hon.  Friend 
mean  to  lead  the  House  to  suppose  that 
that  was  the  class  of  questions  which 
really  disturbed  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  this  country  ?  Surely,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  could  not  have  meant  anything 
of  the  kind  ?  The  only  question  referred 
to  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  which  really 
possessed  any  gravity  was,  whether  the 
reading  of  the  Athanasian  Creed  should 
be  optional  or  compulsory.  Parentheti- 
cally he  (Mr.  Walter)  might  say  a  word 
on  that  point ;  but  taking  care  to  profit 
by  the  warning  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
he  would  not  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
the  Athanasian  Creed  itself  in  that 
House.  He  would  only  refer  to  it  as  an 
illustration  of  the  kind  of  grievance 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  thought 
would  be  intolerable,  if  the  use  of  the 
Athanasian  Creed  were  made  universal 


throughout  the  country.  His  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  making  that  statement  meant 
to  play  off  the  Broad  Church  against 
the  High  Church.  He  (Mr.  Walter) 
was  one  of  those  who,  being  a  Church- 
man, accepted  the  Athanasian  Creed  as 
a  standard  of  orthodox  doctrine  on  the 
subjects  to  which  it  referred,  although 
he  thought  it  a  misfortune  t^at  it  was 
appointed  to  be  read  in  churches,  and 
for  this  reason — the  ablest  and  most 
acute  writer  on  the  Arian  controversy 
he  had  ever  known — namely.  Dr.  New- 
man— in  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
sermons  he  had  ever  preached  before 
quitting  the  communion  of  the  English 
Church,  in  discussing  the  Theory  of 
Development,  actually  illustrated  the 
scientific  terminology  of  the  Athanasian 
Creed  by  comparing  it  with  the  differ- 
ential calculus.  He  (Mr.  Walter)  was, 
of  course,  only  giving  the  substance  of 
Dr.  Newman's  argument.  Well,  in  his 
humble  judgment,  a  creed  of  that  pecu- 
liarly scientific  character  was  scarcely  fit 
to  be  read  publicly  in  churches  when  it 
was  accompanied  by  the  terrible  denun- 
ciations which  were  parenthetically  in- 
serted in  it  against  those  who  did  not 
accept  it  in  its  integrity.  Now,  as  to 
the  grievance.  The  Athanasian  Creed 
was  required  to  be  read  only  on  four  or 
five  Sundays  in  the  year,  and  on  such 
otter  Sundays  as  happened  also  to  be 
Saints'  days  on  which  it  was  appointed 
to  be  read.  However,  the  damnatory 
clauses,  as  they  were  termed,  which 
really  affected  people's  minds  when  they 
talked  of  the  Athanasian  Creed,  were 
not  read  by  the  clergyman  at  all,  but 
only  by  the  lajrmen  present,  who,  if  they 
chose,  could  act  as  King  George  III.  did 
on  such  occasions,  and  hold  their  tongues 
when  the  Creed  was  read.  This  was  the 
extent  of  the  grievance.  He  believed  it 
was  not  a  practical  grievance  which 
ought  to  be  mentioned  in  the  same  day 
as  the  kind  of  grievance  which  all  per- 
sons thought  of  when  they  talked  of 
Ritualism.  There  was  one  suggestion, 
indeed,  embodied  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  his  fifth  Resolution  for  which 
he  desired  to  tender  him  liis  sincere  ac- 
knowledgments. Speaking  of  the  variety 
of  practices  which  custom  had  introduced 
into  the  service  of  the  English  Church, 
and  which  while  they  pleased  one  party 
might  be  offensive  to  the  other,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  that  before  making 
any  innovations  of  that  kind,  a  dei^- 
man  should  have  the  consent  of  tb«^ 
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parishionerB.  A  ohnich  and  congrega- 
tion had  some  need  of  protection  against 
the  intrusion  upon  them,  simply  at  the 
will  of  a  new  incumbent,  of  rites  and 
ceremonies  to  which  they  were  unaccus- 
tomed. It  ofken  happened  in  a  country 
parish,  that  a  new  incumbent  came  in 
fresh  from  college,  with  little  knowledge 
of  the  world,  and  little  experience  of 
the  feelings  of  the  people  about  him. 
The  first  thing,  perhaps,  that  he  did  was 
to  turn  out  the  hymn-book  of  his  pre- 
decessor. It  had  been  said  by  an  emi- 
nent man — **  Give  me  the  making  of  the 
ballads  of  a  nation,  and  I  will  give  you 
the  making  of  its  laws."  Hymns  were  re- 
garded as  something  beyond  a  mere  ex- 
j)re88ion  of  religious  joy  and  praise,  but, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  as  an  indication  of 
doctrine;  and  ought  not  the  parishioners 
to  be  protected  either  by  their  own  voice, 
or  by  the  sanction  of  the  Ordinary  of 
the  parish,  against  the  introduction  of 
any  new  customs,  usages,  or  formularies 
— for  hymns  were  formularies — at  the 
mere  pleasure  of  the  clergyman  ?  To 
that  extent,  within  the  limit  of  things 
professedly  lawful,  he  agreed  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  When,  however,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  spoke  of  the  variety 
of  usages  in  the  Church  of  England  at 
present  carried  on  with  the  supposed 
sanction  of  the  law,  did  he  really  mean 
the  use  of  the  surplice,  the  reading  of 
the  prayer  for  the  Church  Militant,  or 
was  he  referring  to  practices  of  a  totally 
difierent  kind  ?  Wnile  so  anxious,  ap- 
parently, against  the  reading  of  the 
Athanasian  Creed,  and  for  <£e  use  of 
catechizing,  was  he  really  so  blind  as  to 
be  utterly  unable  to  see  what  was  going 
on  in  churches  scattered  all  over  the 
land  ?  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  laid 
down  a  new  doctrine  which  had  never 
before  been  broached  in  that  House.  He 
had  laid  down  the  congregational  theory, 
and  said — '^  As  long  as  a  congregation 
are  satisfied  with  any  extravagance,  it 
would  be  a  cruel  invasion  of  their  liberty 
to  interfere  with  their  practices."  For 
his  own  part  he  [(Mr.  Walter)  agreed 
with  every  word  which  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Cross) — that  if  an  average  Churchman 
could  not  go  into  any  church  in  England 
without  having  his  eyes  offended  by  a 
mode  of  worship  which  he  knew  to  be 
un-English,  and  which  he  knew  to  be 
Eoman,  and  which  was  adopted  for  the 
express  purpose  of  indoctrinating  people 

i/r.  JFalUr 


with  Boman  Oatholio  views,  it  would  be 
better  to  go  in  for  disestablishment  at 
once.  Some  years  ago  he  passed  a 
Sunday  in  a  watering  place  in  the  South 
of  England,  where  he  attended  a  churoh 
where  the  service  was  conducted  on 
those  principles.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Brighton?]  No,  it  was  not  Brighton. 
He  might  mention  that  he  was  brought 
up  in  what  was  ccdled  the  High  Church 
School,  and  that  he  had  read  a  great 
deal  of  theology  on  that  side  of  the 
question,  but  in  the  church  he  had  just 
mentioned  his  eyes  and  his  ears  were  so 
offended,  that  had  he  spent  another 
Sunday  there  he  would  have  rather  gone 
to  the  Presbyterian  Church.  In  fact,  he 
knew  that  some  English  families  who 
wished  to  pass  the  winter  in  that  place 
were  deterred  from  going,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  character  of  the  services 
at  the  church.  Undoubtedly  the  church 
was  crowded,  but  there  was  no  other 
church  in  the  place  till  some  years  after- 
wards, when  a  second  one  was  built  by 
the  exertions  of  an  eminent  Member  of 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  IMember  for  Green- 
wich would  perhaps  say  to  him — **  what 
you  want  is  a  barren  uniformity.  You 
wish  everybody  to  preach  exactly  the 
same  doctrines,  and  you  do  not  want  to 
have  any  variety  whatever  in  the  ser- 
vices." Well,  he,  for  one,  advocated 
nothing  of  the  kind.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Cross)  had 
shown,  there  was  ample  room  within  the 
strictly  English  view  of  the  Church  Ser- 
vices for  considerablo  diversity  in  the 
mode  of  conducting  public  worship. 
There  was  the  whole  range  of  Eitucu, 
from  the  simple  form  observed  in  a 
country  church  to  that  which  was  fol- 
lowed in  one  of  our  grand  cathedrals. 
What  was  the  true  field  in  the  Church 
of  England  for  diversity  of  opinion? 
Surely  it  was  not  the  Ritual,  but  the 
pulpit.  He  would  not  put  undue  re- 
straint, within  certain  limits  which  com- 
mended themselves  to  the  common  sense 
of  every  man  in  that  House,  on  that 
'*  Liberty  of  Prophesying,"  for  which 
Jeremy  Taylor  contended,  and  which  they 
ought  to  protect.  There  was  no  position 
in  life  in  which  a  man  could  exercise  so 
powerful  an  infiuence  as  an  able  preacher 
to  a  large  congregation.  Throughout 
the  history  of  the  Church,  from  its  very 
foundation  down  to  the  present  time, 
there  had  grown  up  two  lines  of  doc* 
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trine,    which   apparently  oorreqxmded  delight,  and  in  which  he  was  g^ded 

with  two  different  mental  constitationB.  by   these   men,  consisted  of   standard 

You  might  call  one  Arminian,  and  the  works    of    EngUsh    divines,    such    as 

other  Oalyinistic,  and  both  were  perfectly  Hooker  and  Jeremy  Taylor.     There  was 

understood  in  the  Church  of  England,  in  the  language  of  these  men  nothing 

But  between  doctrine  and  !Ritual  there  that  was  likely  to  lead  the  student  of 

was  a  material  difference,  to  which  he  theology  to  Home,  but  now  in  the  dis- 

invited  the  particular  attention  of  the  play  of  acolytes  and  the  dresses  used  in 

House,  because  it  had  not  been  men-  the  churches  he  referred  to,  that  was  the 

tioned  by  any  previous  speaker.     Let  a  precise    and    deliberate    intention.    As 

man  preach  what  description  of  Church  his  right  hon.  Friend  professed  not  to 

<loctrine  he  pleased,  he  committed  no-  know  what  Bitualism  was,   he  would 

body  but  .himself.     For  instance,  if  he  take  the  liberty  of  telling  him.      He 

went  to  a  church  where  he  heard  doc-  would  read  to  the  House  an  extract 

trines  which  jarred  upon  his  sense  of  from  the  Four  Cardinal.  VirtueSy  written 

what  was  right  and  true,  the  chances  by  the  Kev.  Orby  Shipley,   one  of  the 

were  that  if  he  attended  the  church  fre-  authorized  exponents  of  the  system.  Mr. 

quently,  he  would  receive  good  instruc-  Shipley  wrote — 

tion  from  the  clergyman  at  some  time  or  *«  Conflider  how  much  has  yet  to  be  done  ere 

other.     At  all  events,  he  was  not  com-  we  stabilitate  our  conquests  over  Protestantism, 

mitted  by  the  doctrines  of  the  preacher,  or»  ^^i^  ™ore,  ere  wo  re-Catholicize  the  Church 

whether  he  were  a  Calyiniet,  a  High  t^T^^^^^X^^^ZZ^f^-^^^ 

Ohurcliman,  or  anythmg  else.     J5ut  the  have  to  act  upon  the  theory,  that  the  authority 

case  was  different  where  the  Eitual  was  of  Bishops  is  limitable.    For  instance,  we  have 

such  that  one  could  not  join  in  the  most  to  liberate  the  Church  from  the  tyranny  of  the 

solemn  and  sacred  rite  of  the  Church  ^^^  ^  ^J  ^T;«  to  secure  the  freedom  of  the 

..1       .1       .             i."Vi.  J   X     x.'  election  of  Bishops ;  wo  have  to  aboush  secular 

Without  havmg  exhibited  to  his  eyes  a  ^dgments  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  of  the 

whole  system    of    Ritual    arrangement  Establishment;  we  have,  again,  to  make  con- 

which   made   it   dear  to  him  that  the  fession  the  ordinary  custom  of  the  masses,  and 

clergyman  held  doctrines  which  he  was  ^  teach  them  to  use  Eucharistic  Worship ;  we 

expected  to   accept,    but    which    were  have  to  ^bUsh  our  claims  to  CathoHc  ritual  in 

.   /„        .         .         ^    'i-i    xu     J     1.  •           ^  its  highest  form ;  we  have  to  restore  the  reu- 

totally  at  variance  with  the  doctrmes  of  ^^^  ^^^  to  say  mass  daUy,  and  to  practise  re- 

the    Church    of   England.      His   right  servation  for  the  sick." 

hon  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  That  might  be  aU  very  true,  but  what 

said  the  meaning  of     Eitualism     had  ^^  ^j^^  ^^j^^  ^^  the  Church  of  Eng- 

changed  ahnost^ery  year  durmg  the  i^ndsay?    These  were  the  very  thinis 

last  40  years.     WeU,  he,  himself,  had  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^j  England  described 

^  some  httle^rpenencem  the  matter.  ^  blasphemous  fables  and  damnable 

His  right  hon  Fnend  left  the  University  g^^^^  ^ ^  ^  ^^^^^,  mt^vA  writer, 

of  Oxford  at  the  beginning  of  that  great  Mr.  Blenkasopp,  in  a  series  of  essays 

movement  of  which  they  were  now  wit-  ^^  ^  Church  and  the  World,  wrote 

nessing  the  results,  and  was  not  there  at    .    ^j^         

the  time  when  the  great  and  distin-  „  ,     ,.                         y.  .  ^     r^  .  ^    ^ 

«,,:«!, rwi   «,^« -,k^   r^-JiLi^^ir^A  A\^r^  ^ry^^  "  Aughcans  are  reproached  by    Protestants 

guished  men  who   ongmated  the  move-  with  their  resemblance  to  Romans;  they  say  a 

ment  were  m  the  zenith  ot  their  popu-  gtranger  entering  a  church  where  ritual  is  care- 

larity   and   power.      He    (Mr.    Walter)  fully  attended  to  might  easily  mistake  it  for  a 

was.     He   (brank   in   every  word    they  Roman   service.    Of   course,   he   might;   the 

preached    and    read     everything    they  ^M«  P^/^'^  °^  the  great  re^val  has  been  to 

'^      .         rm.                                   j_'          i»  T>*  euminate  the  dreary  Protestantism  of  the  Hano- 

wrote.     There   was   no  menfaon  of  Ki-  ^^^an  period  and  restore  the  glory  of  Catholic 

tuausm  m  those  days.     Nothing  could    worship Impossible  to  preserve  the  Ca- 

be  simpler  or  plainer  than  the  Church  tholic  faith  except  by  Catholic  rituaL" 

Services  conducted  by  Dr.  Newman  at  "  Segnius  irritant  animos  demisaa  per  aurem, 

St.   Mary's  and  at  Littlemore.     There  ^^^  ^^«^^*  ^^^«  «^^j^^^  fideUbus." 

was  no  attempt  to  imitate  a  ^^high  altar,"  There   was  another  point  of   view  in 

no  children  were  dressed  up  as  acolytes,  which  those  gentlemen    regarded  this 

and  there  was  no  incense  or  any  other  of  subject ;    so  remarkable,   that  he  was 

the  clerical  arrangements  which   were  sure  the  House  would  excuse  him  for 

now  designed  to  teach  the  doctrine  of  referring  to  it.     If  the  words  he  was 

ike  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass.    The  reading  about  to  read  had  been  used  by  him 

in  which  from  an  early  age  he  took  propria  motu,  he  might  be  thought  to 
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have  exhibited  too  mucli  bitterness  of 
feeling  on  the  subject,  but  they  were 
the  words  of  Dr.  Littledale,  an  eminent 
Eitualistic  writer — 

"  It  may  be  argued  that  good  and  vigorous 
preaching  will  fill  the  cravings  of  the  imagina- 
tion, and  make  the  employment  of  material  sti- 
muli superfluous,  if  not  mischievous.  But  good 
preaching  is  among  the  rarest  of  good  things, 
much  rarer  in  proportion  even  than  good  acting, 
because  it  requires  a  wider  range  of  physical  and 
mental  gifts.  If  very  good  actors  were  common, 
the  adventitious  aid  of  scenery  and  properties 
would  be  comparatively  unimportant.  .... 
but  as  the  groat  majority  of  actors  are  mere 
sticks,  and  even  the  chief  stars  are  not  always 
shining  their  best,  managers  have  been  con- 
stantly compelled  to  make  gorgeous  spectacle 
their  main  attraction,  and  a  splendid  transfor- 
mation scene  or  a  telling  stage  procession  will 
di*aw  crowds  night  after  night,  even  in  the  ab- 
Ht'Dce  of  any  theatrical  celebrity.  Hence  a  les- 
Hon  may  be  learnt  by  all  who  are  not  too  proud 
to  learn  from  the  stage.  For  it  is  an  axiom  in 
liturgiology  that  no  public  worship  is  really  de- 
serving of  its  name  unless  it  be  histrionic." 

Let  the  House  connect  all  these  things 
with  that  which  was  at  the  bottom,  and 
which  it  was  the  object  of  these  men  to 
implant  in  the  minds  of  rising  Church- 
men— namely,  the  whole  doctrine  of 
sacerdotalism.  That  theory  included 
everything  in  the  nature  of  priestly 
power  and  its  consequences,  from  which 
the  Reformation  had  set  us  free.  We 
heard  nothing  now  but  the  word  *  *  Priest ; ' ' 
we  never  heard  of  the  Communion  Table, 
but  always  of  the  **  High  Altar."  Now, 
he  would  like  to  tell  the  House  how  a 
great  theologian,  whose  authority  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  if  ho  were  there, 
would  be  the  first  to  acknowledge — he 
meant  Eichard  Hooker,  the  author  of 
the  immortal  work  on  Ecclesiastical 
Polity — spoke  of  the  words  **  Priest" 
and  **  Presbyter."  Hooker,  a  name  of 
the  highest  authority  in  the  English 
Church,  said  he  preferred  the  word 
**  Presbyter,"  which  he  considered  to 
mean  **  spiritual  father;"  that  it  was 
more  in  keeping  with  the  whole  tenor 
and  substance  of  the  Gospel  than  the 
word  **  Priest,"  and  he  literally  apolo- 
logized  to  the  Puritans  for  using  the 
word  "  Priest,"  because  the  doctrine  of 
sacrifice  which  the  word  **  Priest"  was 
supposed  to  convey,  was  no  more  con- 
veyed to  the  mind  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land by  the  word,  than  the  idea  of  an 
old  man  by  the  word  **  Senator"  or 
*^  Alderman."  That  was  the  expression 
of  one  of  the  greatest  minds  in  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  a  mind  as  pre-eminent  in 


theology  as  Bacon  in  philosopliy  or 
Burke  in  politics.  Now,  he  woud  aak, 
had  not  the  Archbishop  a  right  to  reply 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  ob- 
jected to  this  Bill — **  What  have  I  now 
done  ?  Is  there  not  a  cause  ?  "  Most 
assuredly  there  was,  and  they  all  knew 
it.  Hon.  Members  beinj^  there  to- 
day, and  the  suspension  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  proved  that  there  was  a 
cause.  There  were  scores  of  chTuehes 
in  this  land  in  which  the  utmost  pains 
had  been  taken  to  indoctrinate  our 
youth,  who  knew  nothing  of  theology, 
not  with  the  principles  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, which  they  were  taught  to  hate, 
but  with  the  principles  of  mediseval 
theology,  which  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  that  the  whole  doctrine  of  the 
Church  of  Home.  All  must  have  known 
instances  where,  after  a  course  of  such 
teaching,  young  women,  and  sometimes 
young  men,  had  their  minds  so  influenced 
that  they  suddenly  disappeared  and  went 
away,  perhaps  to  Boulogne,  where  they 
were  received  in  the  arms  of  a  Boman 
Catholic  priest,  who  no  doubt  smiled  in 
utter  scorn  at  the  folly  of  a  Church 
which  could  permit  its  churches  to  be 
used  as  mere  nurseries  for  his  own.  His 
belief  was,  that  the  principles  of  the  Re- 
formation were  as  dear  to  the  people  of 
this  country  as  they  had  been  at  any 
former  period,  and  that  these  things 
were  put  up  with  simply  because  to  a 
great  extent  they  had  been  confined  to 
our  towns,  where  there  was  a  choice  of 
churches.  No  doubt,  the  principle  of 
Congregationalism  did  exist  in  London ; 
but  in  London,  the  state  of  things  was 
precisely  what  it  would  be  if  the  Church 
were  disestablished  to-morrow.  Every- 
body went  to  his  own  church,  and  if  the 
Church  of  England  were  disestablished 
to-morrow,  nobody  would  have  a  right 
to  complain.  His  opinion  was,  they  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  religious  opinions 
of  those  outside  tlieir  own  Church,  and 
that  each  person  must  stand  on  his 
own  responsibility.  But  while  he  con- 
demned those  doctrines,  and  desired  to 
see  those  who  taught  them  expelled,  if 
necessary,  from  the  English  Church,  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  one  word  disrespect- 
ful to  his  Koman  Catholic  friends.  He 
would  go  further,  and  say  he  knew 
among  his  Koman  Catholic  friends — 
some  of  whom  were  among  the  oldest 
friends  he  had — instances  of  far  greater 
delicacy  in  abstaining  from  putting  de« 
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votional  books  of  their  own  into  the 
hands  of  young  Protestant  friends  than 
would  be  practised  by  the  party  in  the 
Church  of  England  who  held  Bitualistio 
views.  Believing,  as  he  did,  those 
views  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Eeformationy  and  that  the 
people  of  this  country  would  infinitely 
prefer  to  see  the  Church  disestablished 
than  these  doctrines  authorized  and 
sanctioned,  he  would  give  his  most 
hearty  support  to  the  Bill  in  every  stage 
of  its  progress,  and  he  most  earnestly 
trusted  that  it  might  be  carried  into  law. 
Lord  HENEY  SCOTT  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  should  have  turned  aeide 
from  the  question  before  the  House  to 
denounce  a  certain  party  in  the  Church. 
That  was  not  the  point  under  discussion, 
they  had  merely  to  deal  with  the  Bill, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  continue 
to  do  so  calmly  and  dispassionately.  The 
debate  in  this  House  had,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent, reflected  great  credit  upon  it  by 
the  moderation  of  its  tone  throughout. 
Nothing  could  have  been  better  than 
the  manner  in  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Southampton 
had  introduced  the  Bill  to  the  House, 
and  had  this  course  been  originally 
adopted  elsewhere  the  position  of  tlie 
Bill  itself  might  have  been  very  different 
from  what  it  now  was  in  the  eyes  of  the 
clergy.  It  was  not  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stood  which  had  caused  so  much  anxiety 
and  searching  of  heart  to  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  clergy,  but  the  original  pro- 
posal made  by  the  highest  authority  in 
the  Church,  one  which  he  regretted  had 
ever  been  made,  and  stiU  more  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  made.  An 
attempt  was  made  to  associate  the  High 
Church  party  in  the  Church  with  the  ex- 
treme Bitualists  as  they  were  called — 
for  his  part,  he  must  repudiate  any 
such  connection,  and  he  must  say  with 
reference  to  the  High  Church  clergy 
that  the  great  mass  of  them  were 
loyally  endeavouring  to  carry  on  the 
public  worship  of  the  Church  within  the 
prescribed  rules  of  Eitual  allowed  by 
the  rubrics,  and  that  they  had  no  more 
sympathy  with  the  eirtreme  Ritualistic 
party  than  had  the  Low  Church  party 
with  the  extreme  Calvinistic  doctrines 
which  were  preached  by  those  on  the 
other  side.  A^  a  moderate  High  Church- 
man, and  one  who  wished  that  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church  should  be  carried 
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on  in  and  according  to  the  prescribed 
order  of  the  Church's  rules,  he  distinctly 
refused  to  be  associated  even  by  implica- 
tion with  those  who  committed  the  illegal 
extravagances,  or  to  acknowledge  in  any 
way  the  persons  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  as  authorities 
upon  the  Church's  doctrine  or  practice, 
or  to  be  associated  with  them  in 
any  opposition  to  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
seemed  to  repudiate  the  idea  that  the 
Church  of  England  was  **  Catholic,"  and 
condemned  what  he  called  a  new  attempt 
that  was  being  made  to  ^'Catholicize  " 
the  Church.  It  was  new  to  him  certainly 
to  learn  that  the  Church  of  England  was 
not  **  Catholic."  Happily,  she  was  not 
so  in  any  degree  as  being  **  Boman  Ca- 
tholic," and  he  repudiated  any  attempts 
to  make  her  so ;  but  the  very  author  of 
this  Bill  had  only  a  few  days  ago  said 
in  Convocation  that  the  Church  was 
'* Catholic"  in  her  principles  and  doc- 
trine, and  there  was  not  a  member  of 
the  Episcopal  Bench  nor  a  clergyman 
of  the  Church  of  England  who  would 
deny  that  she  was  a  branch  of  the 
Church  Catholic,  though,  as  protest- 
ing against  the  errors  of  Borne  she 
was  Protestant.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  also  animadverted  to  the  use  of  the 
word  *'  priest ;"  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  turn  to  his  Prayer  Book,  he  would 
find  there  the  **Form  and  manner  of 
ordering  of  priests."  There  were  in  the 
Church  of  England,  as  in  the  universal 
Church,  the  three  orders  of  clergy — 
Bishops,  priests,  and  deacons,  and  &ere 
was  no  significance  of  a  special  Boman 
character  in  the  term  priest.  Coming 
to  the  question  of  the  Bill,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  in  looking  on  the  Bill 
as  one  of  procedure  only,  and  he  could 
not  believe  that  any  one,  either  clergy 
or  laity,  had  any  interest  in  maintaining 
the  present  complicated  procedure  in 
respect  to  the  administration  of  eccle- 
siastical law,  and  as  a  Bill  for  sim- 
plifying procedure  it  had  his  support. 
But  what  was  the  position  in  which  the 
Bill  stood?  Just  at  the  moment  that 
the  Bill  was  passing  through  its  last 
stage  in  the  House  of  Lords,  the  autho- 
rities of  the  Church  had  solicited  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  a  renewal  of 
Letters  of  Business  to  Convocation  to 
enable  that  body  to  deal  with  and  revise, 
if  necessary,  the  orders  and   rubrics, 
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This  request  had  been  granted,  and 
Convocation  was  now  engaged  in  this 
work.  What,  therefore,  was  felt  by  the 
great  body  of  the  clergy  was  that  it  was 
very  hard  that  a  Bill  should  be  passed 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  offences 
against  the  rubrics  in  a  summary  man- 
ner, when  the  law  upon  which  they  were 
to  be  judged  was  under  revision.  He 
therefore  took  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  City  to  mean 
that  it  was  inexpedient  to  pass  a  Bill 
for  summary  jurisdiction  oi  this  kind 
while  the  law  remained  undefined.  Not 
that  there  should  be  no  amendment  of 
the  present  cumbersome  mode  of  pro- 
cedure— upon  this  almost  every  one  was 
agreed.  He  did  not  for  a  moment  ques- 
tion the  authority  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with  this  matter.  He  had  anxiously 
looked  for  every  precedent  to  enable 
him  to  form  an  opinion  in  this  matter, 
and  he  found  that  Parliament  had 
always  dealt  with  questions  of  Acts  of 
Uniformity  and  legal  procedure,  while 
it  had  carefully  abstained  from  inter- 
fering with  the  alterations  that  had  horn 
time  to  time  been  made  in  the  Prayer 
Book  or  rubrics  in  any  other  sense  than 
ratifying  or  not  what  was  done  by  Con- 
vocation in  such  matters.  That  was,  as 
far  as  he  could  judge,  the  constitutional 
practice,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
departed  from.  The  authors  of  the  Bill 
having  referred  the  question  of  the  revi- 
sion of  the  rubrics  to  Convocation,  it 
would  be  a  mockery  if  no  consideration 
was  to  be  given  to  whatever  recom- 
mendations were  made  by  that  body. 
It  had  been  one  of  the  original  mis- 
takes when  this  Bill  had  been  first 
introduced  that  Convocation  had  not 
been  asked  to  consider  it,  and  when  it 
had  been  so  reported,  no  effect  was 
given  to  its  recommendations.  There 
was  a  way  still  open  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion in  a  manner  which  he  believed 
would  be  agreeable  to  the  feelings  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  clergy,  and  do 
much  to  remove  that  feeling  of  irritation 
which  the  neglect  of  proper  consideration 
for  them  had  occasioned.  This  was  by 
deferring  the  operation  of  the  Bill  for  a 
year.  He  had  put  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  this  effect,  and  he  hoped 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  meet 
him  half  way  in  the  matter.  The  ob- 
ject of  his  Ainendment  was  not  to  delay 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  but  to  postpone 
its  coming  into  operation  till  the  revi- 
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sion  of  the  orders  and  rubrics  remitted 
to  Convocation  had  been  settled,  mod 
such  revision  had  received  the  proper 
ratification  according  to  precedent^    He 
would  put  it  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
what  would  the  effect  be  if  this  Bill 
were  put  in  force  before  this  had  been 
doner      Supposing  a  dergyman  were 
dted  under  tlus  Bui  to  answer  for  some 
offence  against  the  rubrics,  and  he  was 
found  guilty  or  acquitted.  In  the  oourse 
of  a  few  months  this  matter  upon  which 
he  had  been  tried,  might  be  an  offence, 
or  no  offence  at  all.     What  would  the 
effect  on  that  clergyman  be  ?    He  would 
feel  himself  to  be  a  victim  of  an  injus- 
tice.   Such  a  proceeding  would  be  what 
was  known  in  Scotland  as  '^  Jeddart  jus- 
tice,^' or  hanging  a  man  first  and  trying 
him    afterwards.      K  his    right    hon. 
Friend  would  meet  him  in  this  matter, 
and  grant  this  most  reasonable  request, 
as  he  was  not  inclined  to  oppose  the 
second  reading,  he  would  do  his  beet, 
subject  to  certain  Amendments,  to  help 
the    Bill    through   Committee.     There 
would    always  have   to   be    a   certain 
amount  of  liberty  in  the  performance  of 
Divine  Service  in  the  Church,  and  what 
was  suited  to  one  place  might  not  be 
suited  to  another ;  but  there  was  a  maxi- 
mum and  a  minimum  amount  of  observ- 
ance  laid  down  in    the    rubrics,    and 
within  this  limit  there  should  be  no  ex- 
cess on  the  one  hand,  and  no  falling 
short  on  the  other.    He  was  as  much 
opposed  as  any  one  could  be  to  the  ex- 
cesses of  extravagant  Ritualism,  which 
had  no  authority  but  the  mere  will  of 
any  individual    clergyman    to  support 
them ;  but  he  was  anxious  to  maintain 
the  order  of  the  Church  in  the  proper 
observance  of  her  rules.    These  were,  he 
believed,  in  accordance  with  the  conti- 
nuity of  the  Church  of  England  as  a 
branch  of  the  Catholic  Church  of  Christ 
from  primitive  times,  and  while  abjur- 
ing and  protesting  against  the  errors  of 
Home,  she  had  never  been  reduced  to 
the  position  of  a  Protestant  sect.    At  no 
time,  except  by  the  violent  exercise  of 
authority,  either  of  the  Crown  or  Parlia- 
ment, had  the  Church  of  England  been 
forced  out  of  this  position,  or  submitted 
to  the  supremacy  of  Eome,   and    the 
clergy  as  a  body  clung  to  the  historical 
continuity  of  the  Church,  and  loyally 
wished  to  preserve    it.      When    those 
were  found  fault  with  who  endeavoured 
to  act  up  to  the  full  letter  of  the  rubrics, 
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let  it  be  remembered  that  there  were 
few  ohurohee,  if  any,  where  the  daily 
services  of  the  Church  were  conducted 
without  some  breach  of  the  rubrics. 
For  instance,  no  prayer  was  allowed  in 
the  pulpit  but  the  bidding  prayer;  it 
was  ordered  that  the  Holy  Communion 
should  be  administered  to  those  only 
who  had  sent  in  their  names  before- 
hand. The  omission  of  a  sermon  in  the 
morning  was  ille^,  as  was  the  preach- 
ing of  one  in  uie  afternoon,  and  the 
rubrics  enjoined  catechizine  in  public, 
forbidding  any  but  commumcants  being 
sponsors  at  baptism.  The  omission  of 
the  prayer  for  the  Church  Militant, 
giving  the  blessing  from  the  pulpit, 
the  publication  of  the  banns  of  marriage 
after  the  Second  Lesson,  all  these  were 
against  the  rubrics ;  but  he  did  not  wish 
that  all  such  omissions  or  commissions 
such  as  he  had  mentioned  should  be  made 
the  ground  upon  which  any  three  pa- 
rishioners, a  churchwarden,  &c.,  should 
have  every  facility  given  them  to  insti- 
tute proceedings  against  their  clergy- 
man. He  turned  to  his  Prayer  Book, 
and  he  found  there  the  wisdom  of  the 
Church  as  to  how  such  things  were  to 
be  dealt  with,  and  he  found  in  the  Pre- 
face, concerning  the  services  of  the 
Church,  this  was  laid  down — 

"  And  forasmuch  as  nothing  can  be  so  plainly 
set  forth,  but  doubts  maj  arise  in  the  use  and 
practice  of  the  same;  to  appease  all  such  diver- 
sity (if  any  arise)  and  for  the  resolution  of  all 
doubts,  concerning  the  manner  how  to  under- 
stand, do,  and  execute,  the  things  contained  in 
this  Book;  the  parties  that  so  doubt,  or  di- 
versely take  anything,  shall  alway  resort  to 
the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  who  by  his  discretion 
shall  take  order  for  the  quieting  and  appeasing 
of  the  same;  so  that  the  same  order  be  not 
contrary  to  anything  contained  in  this  Book." 

[**  Hear,  hear ! "]  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  feeling  that  prompted  that  cheer; 
this  expressed  all  he  wished  and  con- 
tended for.  This  Preface  continued 
that  the  Bishop,  if  in  any  doubt,  should 
appeal  to  the  Archbishop.  But  by  this 
Bill  the  Bishop's  authority  was  taken 
from  him,  and  it  was  virtually  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Judge,  and  only  in  one 
way — ^that  was,  by  the  voluntary  submis- 
sion of  the  parties  to  his  decision — was 
any  discretion  left  to  the  Bishop.  He  felt 
unbounded  respect  for,  and  hearty  loy- 
alty towards,  the  Bishops  of  the  Church, 
and  could  not  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ghreenwich  that  because  one 
Siahop  might  be  indiscreet,  that  therefore 


no  Bishopshould  have  any  discretionary 
power.  The  Bill,  however,  destroyed 
the  fatherly  position  in  which  the  Bishop 
should  stand  towards  his  clergy,  and 
subordinated  him  to  the  will  of  the 
parishioners  and  the  decrees  of  the 
Judge.  It  might  be  answered  that  the 
Bishops  had  consented  to  sacrifice  their 
authority;  but  he  did  not  regret  this 
the  less,  but  the  more  on  that  account. 
In  any  case,  if  this  discretion  was  to  be 
worth  anytiiing,  it  should  be  in  the 
Bishop's  power  to  state,  or  not,  in  writ- 
ing, his  reason  for  its  exercise,  otherwise, 
it  would  be  a  constant^source  of  conten- 
tion and  comment.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  also,  considering  the  question  of 
the  observance  of  the  rubrics,  that  the 
Bishops  were  just  as  much  in  the  habit 
of  violating  them  as  the  clergy ;  and 
what  the  clergy  felt  most  was,  that  they 
were  attacked  as  breakers  of  the  law, 
when  the  Bishops,  who  were  as  great 
offenders  in  this  respect,  were  passed 
over.  It  might  fairly  be  required  that 
the  Bishops  should  be  held  as  respon- 
sible as  other  orders  of  the  clersy  for 
their  actions,  and  that  they  should  be 
included  within  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  To  prevent  vexatious  complaints, 
he  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
to  follow  the  existing  practice  that  com- 
plaints should  go  from  the  parishioners 
through  the  Eural  Dean  to  the  Arch- 
deacon, and  be  by  him  laid  before  the 
Bishop.  The  explanation  of  the  Home 
Secretary  had  convinced  him  that  this 
was  simply  a  Bill  of  procedure,  and  he 
believed  that  the  objections  of  the  clergy 
had  reference  to  the  original  measure 
rather  than  to  the  one  now  before  the 
House.  Under  these  circumstances,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  would  consent  to  postpone  the 
date  at  which  it  should  take  effect,  so  as 
to  give  time  for  the  settlement  of  the 
rubrics,  a  fair  compromise  would  be 
effected,  one  which  would  be  heartily 
appreciated  by  the  clergy,  and  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  it  go  into  Committee, 
with  a  sure  hope  that  they  would  arrive 
at  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  dif- 
ficulty. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  would 
not  detain  the  House  with  any  lengthened 
observations.  Speaking  generally,  that 
was  a  question  on  which,  perhaps,  he 
had  no  right  to  trouble  them  by  giving 
any  opinion,  not  having  been  brought 
up  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
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and  not  having  found  it  right  yet  to 
come  into  close  communion  with  her, 
although,  at  the  same  time,  he  attended 
her  services,  and  might  fairly  be  said  to 
be  a  friend  of  the  Church.  But  that 
was  a  question  which  very  much  affected 
the  position  of  the  Church  in  relation  to  the 
State ;  and  with  reference  to  it  he  might 
state  what  he  had  often  said  in  places 
where  it  was  not  so  well  received  as  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  he  felt 
bound  to  admit  that  he  thought  the  State 
derived  advantage  from  its  connection 
with  the  Church.  The  reason  why  he 
troubled  the  House  at  all  was,  that  he 
thought  he  could  not  reasonably  vote  for 
the  Bill,  as  he  intended  to  do,  without 
explaining  the  reason  for  which  he  did 
so,  since  he  thought  it  was  a  reason 
which  did  not  actuate  any  other  hon. 
Member  of  the  House.  The  question 
was  a  difficult  one,  and  there  were  two 
faults  in  the  Bill  and  in  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  brought  forward 
which  seemed  to  him  to  increase  and  in- 
tensify the  difficulty.  The  first  was  the 
position,  or  rather  the  want  of  position, 
of  the  Government  with  respect  to  the 
matter.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  the  House  must  not  expect  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  as  a  body,  but 
only  the  opinion  of  its  individual  Members 
upon  the  Bill ;  and,  in  fact,  so  great  was  the 
difference  of  opinion  in  regard  to  it,  that 
no  one  on  either  side  of  the  House,  even 
on  the  front  benches,  could  be  said  to 
speak  for  any  one  but  himself.  There 
was  another  difficulty  which  arose  from 
the  great  difference  between  the  mere 
wording  of  the  Bill  and  its  real  ground, 
cause,  and  intention.  The  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who  spoke 
in  so  conciliatory  a  spirit,  rather  com- 
plained of  some  remarks  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter)  in  his  eloquent  speech. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  (Mr.  Forster) 
had  noticed  that  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  entertained  very  strong  feelings 
upon  the  questions  touched  by  the  Bill 
had  expressed  themselves  with  a  very 
singular  and  commendable  moderation ; 
and  it  would  ill  become  him,  who  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
to  introduce  any  discordant  element  into 
that  debate,  but  at  the  same  time,  he 
did  not  think  that  much  was  gained  by 
the  House  attempting  to  shut  its  eyes  to 
the  real  objects  and  meaning  of  this 
measure.     He  intended  to  vote  for  the 
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second  reading  of  the  Bill,  because  he 
believed  much  more  in  that  real  inten- 
tion than  in  the  mere  wording  and  appa- 
rent purport  of  the  Bill.  If  they  were 
to  judge  the  Bill  merely  from  its  wording, 
or  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  brought  it  forward,  it 
appeared  to  be  nothing  but  a  Bill  of  pro- 
cedure— a  Bill  for  revising  Churcli  law. 
He  (Mr.  Forster)  believed  that  much  of 
the  Church  law  was  in  an  obsolete 
condition,  and  with  much  of  it  the  diffi- 
culty of  enforcing  it  was  very  great,  and 
the  result  was,  that  it  was  a  dead  letter. 
The  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  make 
the  dead  letter  a  living  fact,  and  to 
enforce  the  observance  of  Church  law 
and  the  maintenance  of  Church  dis- 
cipline. If  that  had  been  the  sole  object 
he  should  have  hesitated  in  supporting 
it.  He  yielded  to  no  hon.  Member  of 
the  House  in  his  belief  that  while  they 
had  a  State  Church  the  supremacy  of 
the  State  and  of  the  law  over  the  Church 
must  be  asserted  and  maintained.  But 
if  he  regarded  the  Bill  as  a  means  of 
making  the  law  which  had  become  obso- 
lete a  living  reality,  giving  force  to  every 
enactment  of  the  rubric,  he  would  again 
say  he  should  hesitate  to  vote  for  it,  on 
the  ground  that  he  should  require  a 
little  more  information  as  to  what  enact- 
ments had  become  obsolete  and  what 
had  not — what  should  be  changed,  and 
what  should  not.  Judging  the  Bill, 
again,  according  to  the  wording  of  its 
provisions  and  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
introduced  it  to  their  notice,  he  did  not 
understand  why,  if  Church  discipline 
was  meddled  with  at  all,  moral  discipline 
ought  not  to  be  included  as  well.  In 
many  cases  moral  scandals  ought  to  be 
put  down,  and  would  be  if  Bishops 
could  be  enabled  to  do  so  without  great 
sacrifice.  He  repeated  that  he  would 
vote  for  the  Bill  because  he  considered 
the  real  object,  the  grand  intention,  of 
the  Bill  was  something  difierent  from  its 
apparent  object  and  wording — that  there 
was  a  danger  to  the  State  Church  and 
an  evil  to  the  country  to  be  apprehended 
from  the  present  state  of  affairs  for  which 
it  was  necessary  to  legislate.  There 
were  men  in  the  Church  of  England 
who,  no  doubt  from  very  conscientious 
motives,  had  brought  about  a  state  of 
things  which  did  involve  the  Church  and 
Parhament  in  great  difficulties,  and  it 
was  impossible  for  that  House,  while 
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they  had  a  State  Clmrch,  to  disavow  all 
responsibility  for  the    conduct    of   the 
Church.     What  was  the  existing  state 
of    things?      The    people    who    were 
affected  by  the  BiU  might  be  placed 
under  three  distinct  categories.     First, 
there  were  many  parishes  where   the 
congregation  was  scandalized  by  cere- 
monies which  were  both  new  to  them, 
and  disagreeable.     Secondly,  there  was 
the  fact  that  in  many  churches,  not  with 
the  dissent,  but  wi^  the  assent  of  the 
congregation,  there  were  practices  which 
induced  other  members  of  the  Church, 
besides    those  who    attended  the  par- 
ticular services,   to  entertain  fears  for 
the  Protestant  character  of  the  Church 
itself.     Thirdly,  there  was  the  further 
fact,   that  from   conscientious  feelings, 
there   were  many  of   the    clergy  who 
thought  it  right  to  assist  in  these  prac- 
tices, and  had  very  strong  views  ets  to 
the  position  of  the  Church  in  relation  to 
the  State.     For  his  own  part,  he  was 
not  one  of  those  who  would  at  once  con- 
demn those  gentlemen  for  doing  anything 
contrary  to  what  they  promised  when 
they  came  into  the  Church.    It  was  a 
very  difficult  thing  for  a  clergyman  to 
be  quite  able  to  decide  what  his  real 
position  was,  and  how  far  he  should  obey 
his  conscience  in  these  matters,  or  how 
far  he  should  obey  the  law.     Therefore, 
whilst  thinking  that  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  must  be  asserted,  he  had  great 
sympathy  with  those   gentlemen.     He, 
however,  entirely  sympathized  with  the 
attempt  to  put  the  Church  in  a  better 
position  with  regard  to  the  three  classes 
of  practices  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  thought,  in  the  first  place,  that  Par- 
liament must  assert  its  supremacy,  or 
the  supremacy  of  the  law,  over  Convo- 
cation— the  supremacy  of  the  State  over 
the  Church.     He  thought  also  that  Par- 
liament ought  to  be  very  jealous  as  to 
the  Protestant  character  of  the  Church. 
He  quite  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for   Berkshire,  that  if  it 
should  ever  be  considered  by  the  people 
of  this  coimtiy  that  the  Church  was  not 
a  really  Protestant  Church — if  a  party 
prevailed  in  it  which  did  not  hold  really 
Protestant  principles,  the  very  next  day 
the  Church  would  cease  to  be  a  State 
Church.    They  were  also  bound  to  pro- 
tect the  parisluoners — especially  coimtry 
parishioners,  who  had  no  other  church 
to  go  to,  and  where  there  was  at  present 
practically  no  appeal  —  from  practices 


which  shocked  them,   and  which  they 
considered  unnecessary,  novel,  and  con- 
trary to  their  conscientious  feelings.    At 
the  same  time,  they  must  not  forget  the 
broad  and  generous  basis  upon  which 
the  Church  was  founded.     If  they  at- 
tempted in  the  Church  to  make  anything 
like  the  restrictions  which  were  made  in 
a  denomination,  he  was  convinced  that 
they  would  soon  find  the  Church  itself  in 
the  position  of  a  denomination,  and  se- 
parated from  the  State.    He  could  not 
help  saying  that  he  should  have  been 
more  satisfied  with  the  Bill  if  it  had 
been  more  directly  and  plainly  brought 
forward  to  do  the  work  for  which  it  was 
intended.    The  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  had 
been  alluded  to.     It  was,  no  doubt,  a 
speech  of  the  most  wonderful  power  and 
eloquence — all  would  admit  that.     He 
(Mr.  Forster)  did  not  say  that  he  en- 
tirely agree  with  him  as  to  the  dangers 
he  foresaw  in  this  Bill ;  but  he  did  think 
if,  in  order  to  meet  the  evils  which  ex- 
isted, they  attempted  to  put  in  force  all 
the  present  Church  law  and    rubrics, 
they  would  find  themselves  in  a  very 
dangerous    position.       His    hon.    and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford 
City  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who  had 
also  made  a  speech  of  great  power  and 
eloquence,  told  them  that  if  the  law  was 
obsolete,  they  should  get  rid  of  it ;  if  it 
was  disapproved  they  should  repeal  it ; 
but  that  would  engage  them  in  a  course 
which    would    require    many    eloquent 
speeches  to  be  made  before  they  could 
get  to  the  end  of  it.     He  wished  to  ask, 
was  the  House  of  Commons  at  that  pre- 
sent moment  in  a  position  to  revise  the 
rubrics  and  the  Church  law  ?    Did  they 
suppose  that  if  they  began  such  a  re- 
vision they  would  stop  at  Ritual  ?    He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  believed  that 
those  gentlemen  who  were  now  disput- 
ing about    matters    of   Ritual    in   the 
Church  were  so  childish  as  to  dispute 
about  a  garment  or  a  gesture.     They 
had  earnest  and  lively  feelings  enlisted 
in  the  dispute,  and  it  was  with  them  a 
matter  of  deep  conviction.    The  question 
of  the  Athanasian  Creed  had  not  been 
raised  for  a  long  time ;  but  the  House 
knew  what  sort  of  an  effect  its  considera- 
tion alone  would  produce  upon  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question.     At  present  the 
law  was  quite  clear  about  many  points, 
yet  no  one  enforced  it,  but  if  they  put 
this  sharp  weapon  in  the  hands  of  one 
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party  they  might  expect  it  to  be  used 
also  by  the  other.     It  might  be  asked — 
"Was  it  not  unfair  to  direct  their  legisla- 
tion against  one  party?    That  was  the 
necessity  of  the  case.    One  party  was 
attempting  entirely  to  destroy  the  rela- 
tions of  tide  State  to  the  Church,  and 
therefore  legislation  was  necessary.   But 
they  ought  to  be  opposed  with  the  ut- 
most consideration    and  conciliation  — 
going  as  little  further  as  possible  and 
with  great  regard  for  the  conscientious 
feelings  of  the  clergy,  and  he  was  sorry 
the  Bill  had  not  come  down  to  them 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough,  as  sanctioned  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  carried  out.     The  true  diffi- 
culty in  their  way  was  that  to  which  he 
had  alluded  at  the  beginning  of  his  re- 
marks— the  position  in  which  the  House 
stood    towards    the    GFovemment.    Let 
them  just  consider  what  the  matter  was. 
With  reference  to  it,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of   State  for  the 
Home  Department  appeared  to  feel  the 
difficulty,  and  tried  to  bring  forward 
precedents  to  show  that  it  was  rather  a 
usual  way  of  dealing  with  the  subject, 
by  Church  Discipline  Acts ;  but  for  his 
(Mr.  Forster's)  own  part,   he  did   not 
think  there  was  any  real  precedent  for 
it.     As  regarded  the  State,  it  was  im- 
possible to  have  any  question  to  con- 
sider which  could  be  said  to  be  of  more 
importance ;  as  regarded  the  Church,  it 
was  vital  to  her  interests ;  as  regarded 
the  feeling  of  the  country,  they  would 
find  that  to  be  stronger  upon  this  ques- 
tion than  upon  any  which  had  for  some 
time  been  brought  before  the  House; 
and,  as  regarded  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  brought  before  the  House,  was 
there  ever  a  measure  which  more  de- 
manded   that  the  Government    should 
express  its  opinion  upon  it  ?    This  was  a 
measure  than  which  nothing  could  be 
more  fitting  for  a  Government  measure 
— the    measure    especially    of   a    Con- 
servative  Government  —  it    had    been 
brought  forward  by  the  Archbishops, 
supported  by  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
had  such  confidence  in  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  in  Conservative  Govern- 
ments   generally  —  not,    it    was    true, 
brought  forward  by  a  Member  of  the 
Gt)vemment,    but    supported,    and   he 
might  say  conducted,  through  the  House 
by  that  Member  of  the  Government  who 
had  most  to  do  with  those  matters — the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  had  immediate 
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relations  with  the  Queen  as  head  of  the 
Church.    No  measure  could    be  more 
important  both  in  principle  and  admi- 
nistration than  this,  and  it  ought  to  have 
had  the  full  support  of  the  GoTemment 
The  difficulty  of  the  case  was  greatly  in- 
creased by  the  fact  that  the  Members  of 
the  Gt)vemment  who   spoke  answered 
each  other.    But  they  must  take  the 
matter  as  they  found  it,  and  he  did  not 
see  how  they  were  to  avoid  trusting  to 
some  hope  of  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion in  the  Bill  now  before  the  Housey 
unless  the  Government  should  come  fixr- 
ward  and  declare  that  if  a  little  time 
were  given  them  they  would  take  the 
matter  into  their  care.    Whether  the 
Bill  could  be  amended,  he  was  not  quite 
certain ;  but  if  Amendments  were  to  be 
introduced  at  all,  they  must  be  intro- 
duced in  the  8th  and  9th  clauses.     He 
hoped,  before  the  dose  of  the  debate, 
the  House  would  be  informed  precisely 
what    course    the    Gt)vemmont    would 
adopt,  and  that  one  of  two  things  would 
be  done — either  that  the  House  would 
be  asked  by  the  Government  to  give  the 
amount  of  time,  at  any  sacrifice,  required 
for  the  settlement  of  this  question  by  the 
discussion  of  the  various  clauses   and 
Amendments ;  or,  if  in  the  mind  of  the 
Prime    Minister   and    the  Government 
that   was    impossible — considering    the 
importance  of  the  matter,  the  interest 
which  the  country  took  in  it,  and  the 
extent  to  which  both  Church  and  State 
were  involved  in  it — the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  undertake  next  j'ear  to 
meet  Parliament  with  a  measure  having 
the  support  of  an  united  Cabinet. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TAIjBOT  said,  he  was 
glad  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  speeches  always  commanded  the 
attention  and  respect  of  the  House.  He 
felt  rather  in  an  uncomfortable  position 
on  the  question,  but  as  an  opponent  of  the 
Bill  in  its  present  shape,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  avoid  any  bitterness  which 
might  add  to  the  difhculties  of  the  con- 
troversy. He  wished  to  guard  himself 
against  any  suspicion  of  his  being  a  sup- 
porter of  the  extreme  party  in  the  Church 
of  £ngland.  He  had  never  been  attached 
to  extreme  doctrines  or  extreme  prac- 
tices. All  he  had  endeavoured  to  do 
was  to  support  the  Church  in  its  devo- 
tion to  its  Ritual,  doctrine,  and  formu- 
laries— a  devotion  to  which  the  Homo 
Secretary  had  that  day  given  expression 
in  such  eloquent  terms.    This  was  a  mea- 
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sure  which  had  created  great  anxiety, 
both  in  and  out  of  that  House,  yet  it 
could  not  be  said  that  that  excitement 
had  been  quickened  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Becorder  of 
London  in  the  able  and  moderate  speech 
in  which  he  had  introduced  the  Bill.  He 
must  also  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  East  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt) 
upon  the  moderate  tone  in  which  he 
had  addressed  himself  to  this  question. 
That  hon.  Member  was  reported  to  have 
said  that — 

**I  am  ready  to  do  what  lies  in  my  power 
to  aid,  in  its  pasaage  through  this  House,  any 
Bill  which  will  effect  the  object  I  have  in 
view — that  is,  which  will  contribute  towards 
the  maintenance  in  unimpaired  vigour  in  this 
country  of  those  primitive.  Scriptural,  truly 
Catholic  and  therefore  Protestant  principles 
which  regulated  the  Reformation  of  the  English 
Church."— [3  Hansard,  ccxx.  1396.] 

He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  thought  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  seen  the  full  meaning  of  his  words, 
he  would  have  been  more  inclined  to 
Sjnnpathize  with  every  side  of  the  Church 
on  this  question.  The  English  Kefor- 
mation  was  an  attempt  to  go  back  many 
ages  in  the  history  of  the  Church,  to 
free  it  from  the  corruptions  of  Home, 
and  to  restore  it  to  the  position  of 
purity  which  it  occupied  in  the  primitive 
ages  of  Christianity.  It  was  natural 
that  the  Heformers  of  the  English 
Church  should  take  different  views  as 
to  the  basis  of  the  English  Eeformation, 
and  the  result  had  been  to  leave  on  the 
Prayer  Book  the  marks,  he  would  not 
say  of  compromise,  but  of  comprehen- 
siveness. In  this  respect  the  early  Re- 
formers only  followed  the  example  of 
the  Sacred  Writings,  for  what  was  more 
comprehensive  than  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures themselves  ?  The  House  would 
therefore  bear  with  him  and  those  who 
held  his  views  if  they  asked  for  liberty, 
not  to  disobey  the  law,  but  for  a  liberty 
in  the  construction  of  the  law  which, 
perhaps,  mi^ht  not  be  agreeable  to  all. 
He  had  all  his  life  been  regarded  as 
rather  a  pedant  in  matters  of  Church 
discipline;  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
any  attempt  to  reduce  the  Bitual  of  the 
Church  to  one  dead  level  would  be  suc- 
cessful. A  g^reat  deal  of  mischief  had 
arisen  from  ike  way  in  which  this  Bill 
had  been  brought  before  the  public. 
He  would  not  further  refer  to  certain 
articles  in  the  leading  journal,  except  to 
fiay  that  they  were  the  great^t  mistake 


that  could  have  been  made  by  those 
who  wished  to  promote  a  measure  of 
the  kind.  The  opponents  of  the  Bill 
were  taunted  with  opposing  a  Bill  re- 
commended by  the  Episcopal  Bench. 
This,  however,  was  not  the  case.  There 
was  only  one  meeting  of  the  Epis- 
copal Body  upon  this  Bill,  and  it  was 
held  on  the  fViday  before  the  Monday 
on  which  the  Bill  was  brought  into  the 
other  House.  He  was  informed  that 
one  Bishop  was  opposed  to  any  legisla- 
tion ;  that  another  censured  the  Bill ; 
that  a  third  protested  against  proceed- 
ing with  it,  unless  the  clergy  had  fiill 
opportunity  of  discussing  it ;  and  that 
two  other  Bishops  opposed  the  Bill.  It 
must  also  be  remembered  that  the 
present  Bill  was  not  the  one  which  the 
Bishops  had  so  scanty  an  opportunitv  of 
considering ;  and  that  it  was,  therefore, 
not  correct  to  say  that  the  Bill  came 
down  to  the  House  with  the  whole 
force  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  in  its 
favour.  He  regretted  that  more  oppor- 
tunities had  not  been  given  to  the  in- 
ferior orders  of  the  clergy  to  consider 
the  Bill  before  it  was  introduced  into 
Parliament.  He  wished  to  speak  of  the 
Bishops  with  due  respect,  but  he  must  say 
that  a  measure  for  vigorously  enforcing 
the  law  of  the  Church  upon  the  clergy  did 
not  come  with  a  very  good  grace  feom 
the  Episcopal  Bench,  because  they  were 
themselves  breakers  of  the  law  in  some 
respects.  If  any  one  attended  a  Con- 
Wation  service  and  then  went  home 
and  compared  the  directions  given  in 
the  Prayer  Book  with  what  he  had 
witnessed,  he  could  not  help  coming  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Bishops  them- 
selves did  not  observe  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity. He  did  not  blame  them,  and 
thought,  indeed,  they  were  quite  right ; 
but  with  what  consistency  could  they 
invoke  the  authority  of  that  Bill,  and 
bring  the  iron  hand  of  the  law  to  bear 
upon  the  inferior  clergy,  when  they 
themselves  did  not  obey  it  ?  The  Ordi- 
nation and  Consecration  Service  of 
Bishops  was  another  part  of  the  Prayer 
Book  which  was  not  always  obeyed  by 
the  Bishops.  He  happened  to  be  present 
at  Westminster  Abbey  when  the  Bishop 
of  Cape  Town  was  consecrated.  The 
Primate  of  All  England  was  present. 
Upon  that  occasion  the  disting^shed 
divine — ^not  the  Archbishop — who  was 
conducting  the  earlier  part  of  the  ser- 
vice did  not  observe  the  position  which 
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ought  to  be  taken  at  the  Holy  Table,  ceived  a  letter  from  a  Chniohman  of 
but  stood  at  the  south,  instead  of  at  the  moderate  views — Archdeacon  Ady,  of 
north  side  of  the  table.  Was  it  quite  the  diocese  of  Bochester — who  had  sent 
fair  for  those  who  either  broke  the  law,  him  a  copy  of  his  gravamenj  signed  by 
or  did  not  object  to  others  breaking  the  several  eminent  men.  Archdeacon  Ady 
law  in  their  presence,  to  enforce  the  complained  that  the  rural  deans  ought 
letter  of  the  law  upon  the  inferior  to  have  been  included  among  the  pa- 
clergy  ?  He  did  not  ask  the  House  to  rishioners,  and  said  that — 
sanction  lawlessness,  but  could  it  be  « Desperate  people  do  bold  things ;  therefore 
wondered  at  that  this  Bill  should  cause  I  venture  to  send  you  my  gravammy  which  was 
great  excitement — when  it  proposed  to  presented  to  Convocation  and  signed  by  a  nrnn- 
carry  out  an  absolute  and  rigid  uni-  ^^^  of  eminent  men.  Of  course,  it  is  no  con- 
formity of  the  law  unless  every  one,  ^l^sh-e  proof  of  the  feelings  of  ^^^ 
«_  xTL.i-*i-ixj.vi  _j.  'a  Dodv,  but  it  gives  information  on  two  points : 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  was  pre-  _i.  that  a  committee  of  moderate  men  declared 
pared  to  obey  the  law  ?  With  regard  against  the  Bill.  2.  That  thoy  made  recom- 
to  the  claim  that  Convocation  ought  mendations  which  were  despiseJ  by  the  Upper 
to    be    consulted,    it    was     not  to    be  ^°^®  ^^  Convocation.    The  pocuHar  feature  of 

denied     that    it,  had    been    consulted  S^aVr^tTvc?  ^lo;^^^^^^ 

on  former  occasions,   and  it   must  be  about  the  Public  Worship  Bill." 

allowed  that,  thouerh  it  had  barely  been  t     xv  ax.         v    x» 

consulted  on  the  present  Bill,  -  Letters  ^f,  ^^^  gravamm^^s^  objections,  among 

of  Business,"  had  by  the  advice  of  Her  ^^^®^«'  ^^^®  "'^^^ 
Majesty's  Government   been  issued  to       "J^^  "°  attention  was  paid  to  the  recom- 

r^    •^      "^  , .  -XTT     ij    'x        X    x-L         "L  mendations  rcspectmg  the  mterprotation  of  the 

Convocation.      Would  it  not  then  be  ^,0,.^  « parishioner,'  the  omission  of  the  runJ 

wiser  to    defer   legislation  such  as  this  dean  from  the  list  of  accusers,  and  the  condition 

until  Convocation  should  have  had  time  of  the  throe  parishioners  being  communicants : 

to  act  upon  these  *' Letters  of  Business?"  ^^^  ^^*  *^®y  consider  these  provisions  of  the 

The  hon.andleamedMember  for  the  City  ?"'  "^^^  Sj^^"'  ^^^-^^  ^^.  considerable 

J.^^    1  /ci-%TT-ii»        TT  \n  "^  danger   to  the    peace    and    efficiency   of    the 

of  Oxford  (Sir  Wiluam  Harcourt)  was  a  chiSch.*' 

ffreat  historian,  but  upon  one  point  he  .      ,,       *    i.-i  imj  «  ., 
i(?nored  the  history  of  the  Church  of  ^''''^f^  Archdeacon-MUdmay— of  the 
Enj?land.      He  said  that  the  Queen  was  same  diocese  said- 
"  Head  of  the  Church."     Now,  Queen       "  We  want,  boyond  question,  greater  prompt- 
Elizabeth  always  repudiated  this  title,  ness  and  cxpc<Ution,  and  a  Iwge  earing  of  ox. 

and  declared  that  there  was  no  earthly  5"=^  •?  ^''^  admuugtrabon  of  ecclesiasUcal  law 

o-uvi  vic^xc*icvij,iA«,u  wix^io  TT»o  jiv  cFcuiiuj-jr  jjj  g^j2  j^g  branches.    But  wc  want  also  a  precise 

head  ol  the  Church,      bhe  said  she  was  definition  of  that  law,  which  is  on  impwtant 

'*  Supreme    Govemour   of    the    Church  points  uncertain.     We  desire  that  the  autho- 

under  Christ."     That  was  an  absolute  ^^V  ^^  the  Bishop  should  not  bo  in  any  degree 

distinction,   and  it  ought  to  be  under-  '^^''^'  .^^'^  "^T^i^^^  the  Convocations  of 

.J       TT  *   J}  jxi-^r>i  both  Provinces  should  have  time  to  consider 

stood.     He  was  informed  that  Convoca-  and    determine  on  the  nature  and  amount  of 

tion    was   consulted    before  the  Acts  of  altomtion  required  to  meet  the  present  circum- 

Uniformity  of    Edward  "VT.,    and    also  stances  of  the  Church.    We  desire  that  the  g^reat 

before  the  Acts  of  Uniformity  of  Eliza-  ^i°^^>;  «^  ,*^o,  P^<;'^'»  Y^^s^  ^^^^^.  !^  ^ov^ 

beth.     Further,   there  was    a    distinct  «lowl>^  should  have  time  to  con^ide^^ 

j^  *     ~^  '  lYx-  ^*o^"^«'  which  has  been  80  largely  altered  smce  its  birth, 

reference   to  the   consultation   of  Con-  and  in  its  present  condition  is  but  a  few  weeks 

vocation  in  the   declaration  prefixed  to  old.    All  these  considerations  seem  to  converge 

the    Thirtv-nino   Articles,   and   he  be-  *<>   ^^^  conclusion — that   the  Bill  had  better 
lieved  they    were  first   determined    in        "* 

Convocation.     There  was  also  a  statute  That  concluding  sentence  of  Archdeacon 

of   Queen    Anne    which     recited    the  Mildmay's  accurately  expressed  his  own 

consultations  of  Convocation.     An   at-  sentiments,  and  he  would  make  an  ofiEer 

tempt  was  also  made  in  the  reign  of  to  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend — 

"William  III.  to  revise  the  Liturgy  in  a  namely,  that  he  should  be  content  with 

Puritanictil  sense,  which  was'*  squashed"  the  approbation  which  Parliament  had 

by  Convocation.     It  appeared  tiien,  that  already  given  to  the  Bill,  and  that,  satis^ 

it  had  been  the  practice  of  Parliament  fied  with  the  expression  of  opinion  in 

to    consult  Convocation,    and    he   now  favour  of  his  Bill,  he  should  take  the 

asked    a  Conservative  Government    to  second  reading,  and  proceed  no  further 

take  the  same  line,  and  not  to  be  above  with  the  Bill  that  Session.    If  he  would 

consulting  Convocation.     He  had   re-  consent  to  that  ooone,  lie  would  do  all 

Mr.  J.  G.  Talhot 


49 


Public  Worship 


{July  15,  1874} 


Regulation  Bill. 


50 


in  his  power  to  induce  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Hall),  to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  Or, 
if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  consent  that  his  Bill  should  not 
come  into  operation  until  the  Ist  of 
January,  1876,  so  as  to  give  time  for 
its  consideration  by  moderate  men,  he 
would  in  that  case  also  advise  his  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
He  wished  here  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  an  Amendment  which  he  had  put  on 
the  Paper  relating  to  the  new  Judge. 
It  must  be  clear  that  that  Judge  would 
either  be  a  sinecurist,  or  else  that  his 
appointment  would  produce  an  excessive 
amount  of  litigation.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
neither  wish  to  pay  a  Judge  £3,000 
a-year  to  do  nothing,  nor  would  he  wish 
to  promote  litigation  in  the  Church. 
Would  it  not  then  be  more  statesman- 
like to  provide  that  the  new  Judge — if 
one  must  be  appointed  —  should  have 
cognizance  of  all  breaches  of  the  eccle- 
siastical law,  and  not  as  this  Bill  pro- 
posed, merely  of  breaches  of  rubrical 
observance?  He  asked  the  House  to 
listen  to  the  words  of  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  of  living  divines,  who  had 
now  almost  passed  beyond  the  arena  of 
theological  controversy.  Bishop  Thirl- 
wall,  in  his  charge  to  the  clergy  of  St. 
David's,  in  1842,  made  use  of  these 
memorable  words — 

"The  controvoray  which  now  apfitates  the 
Church  is  not  a  new  one.  Though  distinj^uished 
by  some  peculiar  features,  yet  at  the  bottom  it 
is  nothing  more  than  a  revival — or,  as  we  may 
choose  to  call  it,  a  continuation — of  one  which 
is  as  old  as  the  first  foundation  of  our  Church ; 
it  represents  a  contrast  of  opinions,  Wews, 
and  feelings  which  has  never  ceased  to  exist 
within  her  pale,  though  varying  in  its  outward 
demonstrations  according  to  the  shifting  phases 
of  her  historical  developments ;  sometimes  ap- 
parently dormant  and  inactive,  at  others  break- 
ing out,  as  now,  in  passionate  controversy,  and 
at  some  unhappy  epochs — such  as  we  hope  may 
never  again  be  witnessed — venting  itself  in  per- 
secution, in  violent  exclusion,  and  formal  rup- 
ture. It  is  not  only  an  undisputable  fact  that 
such  an  opposition  or  divergency  always  has 
existed  within  the  Church,  but  it  seems  likewise 
to  be  a  necessarj'  result  of  her  constitution  and 
character.  If  the  position  which  she  has  taken 
up,  as  a  Reformed  Church,  is  correctly  described 
as  a  mean  between  two  extremes,  it  appears  to 
be  an  inevitable  consequence — so  long  as  human 
nature  continues  what  it  is — that  some  of  her 
members  shoidd  incline  towards  one  extreme, 
others  towards  its  opposite,  though  all  sincerely 
attached  to  her  doctrine  and  fellowship.  If  we 
axe  not  ashamed  of  this  character  of  modera- 
tiim  which  distinguishes  her;  if,  on  the  con- 


trary, we  rejoice  in  it,  and  regard  it  as  her  most 
honourable  attribute,  as  the  very  stamp  of  pru- 
dence and  charity  combined,  and  the  safest 
criterion  of  truth,  then  we  must  l>e  content  to 
pay  the  price  of  this  high  priv-ilege,  in  that  con- 
tinual contrast  of  opinions  and  that  occasional 
collision  of  parties,  though  this  v-iew  of  the  case 
ought  undoubtedly  to  operate  as  a  constant 
motive  to  mutual  forbearance." 

He  was  opposed  to  any  measure  on  the 
subject,  unless  it  was  guarded  by  the 
conditions  he  had  shadowed  forth  be- 
cause it  would  pain  and  distress  not  the 
extreme  law-breakers,  with  whom  he 
had  no  sjrmpathy,  nor  the  men  with 
whom  he  had  still  less  sjrmpathy,  who 
were  designing  to  bring  back  the  Church 
of  England  to  the  dominion  of  the  Church 
of  Rome,  but  the  multitude  of  moderate, 
quiet,  earnest  men,  both  clergy  and 
laity,  whose  desire  was  to  discharge  the 
sacred  duties  of  their  functions  in  the 
wisest  and  most  temperate  manner,  and 
to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the 
Church.  In  conclusion,  he  would  thank 
the  House  for  the  indulgence  with  which 
they  had  listened  to  him  while  speaking 
in  support  of  what  he  must  admit  was 
the  unpopular  side  of  the  subject.  He, 
nowever,  had  done  so,  although  he  had 
been  threatened  with  the  loss  of  his 
seat  as  the  penalty  of  his  opposition  to 
this  Bill.  That  was  not  a  legitimate 
weapon  of  warfare,  but  it  had  been 
used,  and  if  he  could  have  been  moved 
by  such  a  threat  he  should  not  have 
taken  a  part  in  that  debate.  Notwith- 
standing its  use,  he  should  still  entreat 
the  House  to  pause  before  it  passed  un- 
conditionally and  without  due  safeguards 
a  measure  which,  although  brought  for- 
ward with  an  honest  and  bond  fide  in- 
tention to  remove  abuses  and  corruptions, 
would,  as  he  feared,  tend  to  promote 
disruption  and  warfare  in  the  Church. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  hav- 
ing recently  addressed  the  House,  al- 
though upon  another  measure,  he  had 
to  apologize  for  intruding  so  soon  upon 
its  attention  again.  As  he  had,  however, 
given  something  like  a  pledge  last  Ses- 
sion to  deal  with  the  very  question  now 
before  the  House,  and  as,  in  fact,  he 
had  during  the  winter  before  the  change 
of  Gk)vemment  took  place,  been  pre- 
paring a  Bill  to  deal  with  unlawful 
practices  in  our  churches,  which  he  had 
hoped  to  have  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  when  Parliament  met,  he  could 
not  help  saying  a  few  words  upon 
the  present  Bill.     He  was  certain  the 
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House  would  agree  with  him  in  express- 
ing a  wish  that  all  those  who  professed 
to  represent  the  Chui'ch  had  manifested 
the  same  moderation  and  temper  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Kent  had 
displayed.  If,  indeed,  all  those  who 
called  themselves  High  Churchmen  had 
acted  in  the  same  way  there  would  have 
been  no  need  for  Parliament  to  interfere. 
His  hon.  Friend  had,  however,  spoken  of 
the  action  of  the  Bishops  with  regard  to 
the  Bill,  and  had  told  them  that  one 
and  another  Bishop  disapproved  of  the 
Bill.  That  was  an  argument  to  which 
the  House  could  not  listen.  The  Bishops 
were  Peers  of  Parliament,  and  it  was 
their  part  to  express  their  dissent  to  this 
Bill,  if  they  felt  any,  when  it  took 
leave  of  the  other  House.  Surely,  the  duty 
of  such  Bishops  as  disapproved  of  the 
proposed  legislation  was,  not  to  whisper 
dissent  in  select  parties,  but  if  they  were 
dissatisfied  with  a  great  measure  which 
had  been  promoted  by  the  two  Arch- 
bishops, as  men  and  Peers  of  Parliament, 
to  express  their  opinions  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  let  the  country  generally  be 
aware  of  the  causes  of  their  disapproval. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster)  had  done 
well  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  and  strongly  sup- 
ported by  the  heads  of  the  Church 
tliemselves,  with  a  view  to  meet  a  very 
grave  condition  of  affairs,  to  which 
it  would  be  folly  and  affectation  to  shut 
their  eyes.  Ho  (Viscount  Sandon)  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  that  grave  condition  of  affairs 
was.  A  very  solemn  compact  had 
been  entered  into  between  Church  and 
State,  which  was  to  be  found  in  one  of 
the  most  important  Acts  of  Parliament 
in  the  Statute  Book,  and  that  compact 
rested  on  the  observance  of  the  Prayer 
Book  and  the  rules  enjoined  in  it.  The 
words  employed  in  the  14th  of  Charles  11. 
were  as  followed : — 

"No  form  or  order  of  common  prayer,  ad- 
ministration of  8a(Tamcnt8,  rites,  or  ceremonies 
shall  be  openly  used  in  any  church,  chapel,  or 
other  public  placo  other  than  what  is  prescribed 
and  appointed  to  be  used  in  and  by  said  book." 

Those  were  the  words  as  they  stood 
upon  the  Statute  Book,  and  it  was  upon 
that,  as  he  understood  it,  that  the  com- 
pact as  it  at  present  existed  between  the 
State  and  the  Keformed  Church  was 
based ;  and  the  same  language  was  held 
in  both  the  preceding  Acts  of  XJnifor- 
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mity.      Upon  the  fiilfihnent   of   these 
conditions   rested,    as    long    as    these 
statutes  remained  unrepealed,    the  ac- 
knowledgment  by    the    State    of    th^ 
Church  of  England    as   the    National 
Church.    Everyone  would  acknowledge 
that  the  law  must  be  obeyed,  and  he  en- 
tirely demurred  to  the  statement  that  it 
was  of  importance  only  to  the  memberB 
of  the  Church  of  England  whether  obe- 
dience should  in  this  respect  be  paid  to 
the  law.    It  was  the  dufy  and  the  inte- 
rest alike  of  Nonconformists,  of  Homan 
Catholics,  and  of  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  to  see  that  any  law  which 
stood  upon  the  Statute  Book  should  be 
obeyed.    It  was  a  matter  of  the  gravest 
importance    that    they   should,   on   all 
sides,   stand  up    for  obedience   to  the 
law,  and  endeavour  to   crush  any  at- 
tempt that  might  be  made  to  break  it. 
For  the  freer  and  more  democratic  insti- 
tutions became,  the  more  essential  it 
was,  in  the  interests  of  society,  that  re- 
spect for  law  should  be  maintained,  and 
the  more  incumbent  it  was  upon  the 
clergy  and  ministers  of  religion  to  set 
an  example  of  such  respect  and  scni- 
pulous  obedience.     The  question   then 
arose   as  to  whether  the  law  was  be- 
ing widely  set  aside,  and  whether  there 
was    a    real    danger  of   this   compact 
between   the  Church  and  State  being 
broken.     If  the  House  would  bear  with 
him  for  a  minute  or  two,  he  trusted  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  danger 
was  a  real  one.     The  compact  rested 
upon  the  adherence  on  the  part  of  the 
Church  to  the  doctrines  ana  usages  of 
the  Eeformation.     That  the  danger  was 
real  was  evident  from  the  reply  of  the 
two  highest  authorities  in  the  land,  the 
Archbishops  of  Canterbury  and  York, 
who  last  year,  in  reply  to  a  memorial 
presented  to  them,  said — 

"  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  danger  yon 
appreli(»nd  of  a  considerable  minority  both  of 
clergy-  and  laity  amonpf  us  desiring  to  subrert 

the  principles  of  the  Reformation  is  real 

Wo  feel  justified  in  appealing  to  all  reasonable 
men  to  consider  whether  the  very  existonco  of 
our  national  institutions  for  the  maintenance  of 
religion  is  not  imperilled  by  the  evils  of  which 
you  complain." 

Could  anything  be  more  serious  or  more 
alarming  than  such  an  acknowledgment 
and  such  an  appeal  from  the  two  much 
respected  and  discreet  heads  of  the 
Church?  It  was  notorious,  also,  that 
the  old  High  Church  party  were  equally 
hostile  to,  and  equally  alarmed  by,  the 
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firoBent  movement.  He  need  h&rdlj  al- 
ude  to  the  burning  words  of  the  author 
of  Qmnuqua — now|  known  far  and  wide 

— a  much-honoured  loading  man  of 
Christ  Church  in  past  yeare.  He  would, 
however,  quote  the  words  of  another  re- 
markable man,  still  moving  in  thecentrt' 
of  Church  life  in  Oxford.  The  passago 
to  which  he  referred  was  &om  an  elo- 
quent sermon  delivered  last  year  by  the 
Eev.  John  Burgon,  Vicar  of  8t.  Mary's, 
Oxford.Fellow  of  Oriel  College,  Greeham, 
Lecturer  in  Divinity,  and  one  of  th«^ 
leaders  of  the  High  ChnroK  party. 
The  words  which  he  used  were  theee — 

"  I  behold  with  dismay  the  ghastly  up-growtli 
of  ODA  mora  net — one  more  schism — one  freal, 
aspect  o(  Nooconfonnity  ;  and  I  moom  not 
leut  of  all,  because  I  see  pUioly  that  thesi 
mediR.'va]  extravagancies  arc  making,  if  thej- 
have  not  already  made,  roconciluitioD  with  our 
Woslejitn  brethren  a  thing  impossihle.  Then 
is  no  telling,  in  faet,  how  fatal  is  this  rotro^fradi 
moTHment  to  the  progress  of  real  ChiirchmiLD- 
ship  tbroufthout  Uie  len^h  and  breadth  of  the 
land.  'Ritualiam' — for  so  disloyalty  to  ttu: 
Church  is  absurdly  called—is  the  great  difficulty 
with  a  surprising  number  of  the  clergy  io  oui- 
larg>e  towns,  especially  in  the  Kerthem  dioceses. 
The  working  people  simply  hate  it.  They  will 
not  listen  to  '  Church  defence  '  while  this  ugly 

Bmtom  looms  before  them.  Hundreds  art 
ngdriven  by  it  into  Dissent.  '  I  dare  not  cal] 
a  Church  defence  meeting  in  this  town ' — writes 
an  able  and  a  faithf  nl  iociunbent — '  it  would  1« 
instantly  turned  into  an  anti-Kitualistic  demon- 
stration.' Thus,  the  cniise  of  Christianity  itself 
is  suffering;  by  the  extravagancies  of  a  little 
handful  of  mis-guided  men.  They  assume  that 
their  outhmdiBh  wiivb  are  '  Catholic,'  whereas 
they  are  sthismaticd  entirely— tho  outcome  oJ 
alaw1c}UBpirit,amorbidapiietLto,anundificipUned 
will.  Indecent  solf-aaaertion  and  undutifnl  dis- 
n^pird  for  Uiwful  authority  are  even  conspicuous 
notes  of  this  new  sect.  It  is  enough  that  one  of 
theso  '  Uatholic-minded '  gontlemen  should  be  re- 
buked by  '  his  Ordinary  —  whom  at  the  most 
■olomn  moment  of  bis  life  hu  promised  that  he 
would  '  reverently  obey  '—for  him  to  go  off  into 
yet  more  reprehensible  excesses.  Meanwhile,  the 
orguis  of  his  party  denounce  the  proposed 
interforonce  in  the  most  unmeasured  langiiage, 
and  the  vocabulary  of  defiance,  contumely, 
invoctivo,  is  exhausted  on  as  many  as  avow 
themselves  on  the  side  of  authority  and  order." 

He  felt  that  he  had  not  done  wrong  in 
quoting  the  burning  words  of  one  of  the 
most  intellectual  and  highly  respected 
members  of  the  High  Church  T»rty  in 
Oxford.  These  were  words  which  de- 
BOrved  the  greatest  consideratiou,  and 
only  represented,  he  believed,  the  gene- 
ral feeling  of  the  more  thoughtful  mem- 
bers of  t£at  andent  historical  party  in 
the  Church,  which  had  been  bom  old 
timea  faith£il  to  the  prindplea  of  the 
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Beformation.  That  the  objects  of  this 
new  section  were  widely  different,  he 
would  now  proceed  to  show.  There  was 
no  concealment  of  the  objects  which  the 
^Ritualistic  party  had  in  view,  and  these 
objects  were  thus  avowed  by  one  of  their 
great  lights,  the  Eev.  Mr.  Nugee^ 

"Ourobjoctand  desire  is  to  restore  the  Church 
of  England  in  her  beauty  and  in  har  ritual  to 
what  ^e  was  before  the  Kefonnation." 

Another  of  their  leaders,  the  Eev,  Otby 
Shipley,  said — 

"  Consider  how  much  has  yet  to  be  done  ero 
we  atabilitato  our  conquest  over  Prol««antism, 
or,  still  more,  ero  wo  re- Catholicize  the  Church 
of  Kngland.  ....  Wo  have  ....  to  make 
confession  the  ordinary  custom  of  the  masses. 
....  Wo  have  to  restoro  the  religious  life,  U> 
say  mass  daily,  and  to  praetiiK  reservation  of 
the  tiacrament  for  the  mek." 

And  finally,  the  statement  made  by  Tht 
Church  Tim^  two  years  ago  was — 

"  We  are  contending,  as  our  adversaries  know 
full  well,  for  the  extirpation  of  Protestant  opi- 
nions and  practices,  not  merely  within  Oie 
Church  itself,  bot  throughout  all  England." 

What  he  had  read,  therefore,  he  believed 
to  be  sufficient  to  show  that  the  object  of 
this  sectiouwasunmistakeablytoundothe 
workof  the  Beformation,  and  that  the  old 
High  Church  party  wore  against  these 
Ritualistic  movements,  which  they  main' 
tained  to  be  the  work  of  a  small  num- 
ber of  men,  whose  object  was  to  break 
the  compact  which  now  existed  between 
the  Church  and  the  State.  He  (Viscount 
Sandon)  was  a  sincere  member  of  the 
Bstablished  Church,  and  desired  to  give 
the  utmost  liberty  of  thought  and  action 
to  all  connected  with  it ;  but  he  thought 
practices  such  as  those  included  in  the 
Bill,  should  at  once  be  put  down  by  the 
strong  arm  of  the  law,  as  being  obvious 
breaches  of  the  Acts  of  Uniformity,  and 
of  the  compact  by  which  the  State  ac- 
knowledged the  Church  of  England  as 
the  National  Church.  Surely,  a  caeo 
bad  been  made  out  which  showed  the 
time  had  come  for  Parliament  to  insist 
iipon  the  maintenance  of  the  terms  of 
the  compact.  The  light  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Greenwich  said,  it 
vas  desirable  that  some  relaxation  in  the 
strict  rules,  as  laid  down  in  the  rubrics, 
ahould  be  made,  as,  for  example,  in  the 
of  the  prayer  for  the  Church  mili- 
tant, the  division  of  services,  the  use  of 
liymns,  &c. ;  but  the  House  would  re- 
member  that   relaxatioiiB  of  that  na- 
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ture  were  provided  for  by  the  Report 
of  the  Ritual  Commission.     That  was  a 
Commission    issued  by    the  late   Lord 
Derby  when  in  office,  and  bore  the  sig- 
nature of  his  right  hon.  Friend  now  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War.     These  re- 
commendations were  adopted  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  representing  all 
parties  in  the  Church,   and  had  been 
before  the  country   and   the   late  G-o- 
vemment  a  long    time,    and    yet    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  refused    to    take  them  up, 
and  demurred,  as  he  had  done  on  pre- 
vious  occasions,   to  the  expediency  of 
Parliament  dealing  with  Church  mat- 
ters.    Upon    that   point    he    (Viscount 
Sandou)  took  issue  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     When  they  considered  the 
magnitude  of  the  Churcli,  and  the  way 
in  which  the  interests  of  the  people  and 
of  the  Nonconformists  were   bound  up 
vdi\\  her,  it  was  nothing  less  than  essen- 
tial that  the  affairs  of  that  Church  should 
be  discussed  in  the  great  Imperial  Par- 
liament of  England,  a  Legislature  which, 
though  composed  of  heterogeneous  ma- 
terials,   had    practically    shown    itself 
anxious  to  promote  her  usefulness,  and 
to  see  that  the  great  x)rinciplo  upon  which 
slie  was  established  was  duly  carried  into 
effect.  It  was  not  only  not  injurious  to  the 
Church  of  England,  but  he  held  it  to  be 
her  great  privilege  that  her  affairs  were 
discussed  in  the  groat  Council  of  the  na- 
tion, and  that  on  such  great  questions  she 
was  able  to  procure  not  only  the  opinions 
of  her  own  members,  but  of  their  Noncon- 
formist and  Roman  Catholic  brethren. 
Ho  did  not  want  a  smaller  and  more 
restricted  Church  Body  than    that    in 
which  they  stood.     The    tendency    of 
every  Church  doliborativo  body  was  to 
get  narrow  and  to  get  bitter ;  and  the 
debates  upon  Church  matters  in   that 
House,  in  deliberation,  in  reverence,  and 
in  thoughtfulnoRS,  contrasted  favourably 
with  almost  all  Church  gatherings  in 
modem  and  ancient  times.     He  might 
further  sav  that  that  House  had  done 
more  for  the  refonn  of  the  Church  than 
all   the  assemblies  in  the  world.      He 
should  like  to  know  where  the  Church 
would  have  been  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  action  of  Parliament.     As  an  earnest 
Churchman,  he  wished  to  keep  up  the 
noble  comprehensiveness  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  he  would  sooner  sacri- 
fice any  part  of  her  system,  than  her  hold 
upon  the  great  deliberatiye  Assembly  of 
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the  nation.  He  had  never  concealed  bis 
personal  views  upon  Churcli  matters,  and 
he  would  do  nothing  to  shut  out  the  High 
Church  party,  the  Broad  Church,  party, 
or  any  of  those  various  parties  which  had 
contributed  so  much  to  the  power  with 
which  the  Church  of  England  had  been 
enabled  to  spread  a  pure  Ohristianitj 
throughout  the  land,  and  in  all  the 
various  quarters  of  the  world.  When, 
however,  he  saw  a  party  rising^  which 
was  entirely  alien  to  those  principles 
upon  which  the  compact  between  Ohnrch 
and  State  was  founded,  and  announced 
by  word  and  deed  its  hostility  to  the  Be- 
formation,  he  had  no  alternative  hot  to 
approve,  even  if  he  could  not  accept,  in 
every  one  of  its  provisions — a  Bill  which 
had  been  prepared  by  the  two  gretit 
heads  of  the  English  Church,  and  which 
had  for  its  object  the  one  great  principle 
of  obedience  to  the  law. 

Me.  RICHARD :  Sir,  some  may 
perhaps  think  it  hardly  becoming  for  a 
Nonconformist  to  interpose  in  a  discos- 
sion  which  relates  to  matters  connected 
with  the  internal  economy  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
we  must  remember  that  in  the  eye  of  the 
law,  we  are  all  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  whether  we  wish  it  or  not. 
According  to  the  memorable  dictum  of 
Hooker — 

**  There  is  not  auy  nian  of  the  Church  of 
England  but  the  same  man  is  also  a  member  of 
the  Commonwealth ;  nor  any  member  of  the 
(.'onmion wealth,  who  is  not  also  of  the  Churdi 
of  England." 

The  Church  of  England  is  a  national 
institution,  supported  by  national  pro- 
perty, and  administered  by  national 
authority,  and  that  authority  is  exer- 
cised in  the  name  of  Nonconformists  as 
well  as  others.  We  cannot  too  strongly 
set  our  faces  against  the  new  theory  of 
Church  Establishments  which  is  at- 
tempted to  be  foisted  upon  us  in  these 
days,  according  to  whicli  they  have  a 
double  aspect  to  suit  different  exigen- 
cies. For  purposes  of  endowment  and 
privilege  and  status,  they  are  to  be 
treated  as  national  institutions ;  but  as 
regards  submission  to  authority  and  the 
rights  of  the  people,  they  are  to  be  in- 
dependent sects,  who  have  a  right  to  do 
what  they  please.  At  the  same  time,  I 
should  wish  in  the  observations  I  am 
about  to  address  to  the  House,  not  to 
say  one  word  to  woimd  the  just  suscep- 
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tibilities  of  any  member  of  tlie  Church 
of  England.  For,  notwithstanding  the 
fiery  peroration  of  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon)  last  evening,  to  which 
I  listened  with  more  surprise  and  pain 
than  I  can  well  describe,  I  can  say  with 
a  perfectly  clear  conscience  that  I  am 
not  an  enemy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. I  wish,  indeed,  to  see  that  Church 
separated  from  the  State,  because  I  be- 
lieve, rightly  or  wrongly — such  is  my 
profound  and  earnest  conviction — that 
such  a  consummation  would  conduce  to 
the  interests  of  truth  and  freedom,  and 
charity  and  peace  ;  and  that  ultimately, 
it  would  confer  inestimable  advantages 
upon  the  Church  itself,  which  would  far 
more  than  compensate  for  the  loss  of 
the  injurious  and  invidious  patronage  of 
the  State.  I  feel  also,  of  course,  that 
as  a  political  institution,  the  Church  of 
England  has  been  a  hard  and  cruel 
stepmother  to  the  Nonconformists,  in- 
flicting upon  them  for  generations 
wrongs  and  sufferings,  disabilities  and 
humiliations  which  have  burnt  a  deep 
mark  into  the  memory  of  Nonconform- 
ists, and  which  you  cannot  expect  us  to 
forget  or  condone  in  a  day.  And  I  re- 
gret to  be  obliged  to  infer  from  the  Bill 
brought  before  the  House  yesterday, 
and  the  speech  with  which  it  was  intro- 
duced, and  the  reception  accorded  to 
both,  that  the  old  spirit  of  intolerance 
has  not  departed  from  the  Church  of 
England.  But  with  all  that,  no  one 
acknowledges  more  cordially  than  I  do, 
the  immense  services  which  the  Church 
of  England  has  done,  and  is  doing,  to 
the  cause  of  Christian  truth  and  Chris- 
tian morality  in  this  land.  No  one 
would  more  sincerely  rejoice  than  I 
should,  if' some  means  could  be  found 
to  relieve  her  from  those  internal  embar- 
rassments which  destroy  her  harmony, 
and  so  fatally  interfere  with  her  useful- 
ness and  efficiency  as  a  teacher  and 
guide  of  the  people.  But  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  those  means  are  to  be 
found  in  the  direction  of  such  Bills  as 
the  one  now  before  the  House.  Will 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  forgive  me  if 
I  say,  with  no  feeling  of  pleasure,  far 
lefts  of  exultation  or  triumph,  but  with 
the  utmost  sorrow  and  dismay,  that  the 
present  condition  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land seems  to  me  to  be  painful  and  de- 
Slorable  to  the  last  degree  ?  For  what 
o  we  find  ?    We  find  all  her  clergy,  at 


the  most  solemn  moment  of  their  exist- 
ence, when  they  are  entering  into  Holy 
Orders  under  what  they  profess  to  be 
something  very  like  Divine  inspiration, 
subscribing  the  same  Articles,  giving 
their  full  assent  and  consent  to  all  and 
ever3rthing  contained  in  the  same  Book 
of  Common  Prayer,  accepting  and  sub- 
mitting to  the  same  canons,  and  yet,  in 
their  public  teaching,  displaying  such 
divergencies  and  contradictions  in  re- 
gard to  the  most  essential  points  of 
Christian  doctrine — that  it  was  no  exag- 
geration to  state,  as  it  was  stated  in 
The  Times  a  few  months  ago— that  it  is 
now  established  that  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  might  teach  any 
doctrine  which  only  extreme  subtlety 
can  distinguish  from  Boman  Catholicism 
on  the  one  side,  Calvinism  on  another 
side,  and  from  Deism  on  a  third  side. 
But  this  Bill  is  directed  against  one 
particular  class  of  persons  in  the  Church 
of  England.  There  is  no  use  in  attempt- 
ing to  disguise  that.  It  was  openly  and 
explicitly  avowed  by  the  authors  of  the 
Bill  in  **  another  place."  But  does  this 
Bill  touch  the  core  of  the  mischief?  It 
deals  only  with  outward  forms,  with 
questions  of  church  architecture,  of  eccle- 
siastical vestments,  ceremonies,  and  ges- 
tures. But  every  one  knows  that  those 
who  promote  this  movement  in  the 
Church  of  England  attach  importance  to 
such  things  only  as  they  are  symbols 
of  doctrine.  There  might  be  some  fool- 
ish young  men  among  the  clergy,  who, 
to  use  the  language  of  Dr.  Pusey,  dis- 
play **  a  love  of  Hitual  for  its  own  sake, 
which  is  one  of  the  weak  points  of  the 
movement."  No  one  will  suspect  me 
of  any  sympathy  with  such  things. 
This  histrionic  and  sensuous  religion 
seems  to  me  to  be  utterly  at  variance 
with  the  simplicity  of  Christian  worship. 
It  is  a  going  back — and  nobody  must 
be  offended  by  the  words  I  am  about  to 
use,  for  they  are  the  words  of  one  en- 
titled to  speak  with  authority,  and  were 
spoken  in  reference  to  tendencies  in  the 
Primitive  Church,  precisely  similar  to 
those  of  which  you  are  now  complaining 
in  the  Church  of  England — a  '*  going 
back  to  the  weak  and  beggarly  ele- 
ments "  from  which  we  hoped  as  Pro- 
testants to  have  escaped,  but  to  which 
there  are  some  who  would  bring  us 
again  into  bondage.  I  have  seen  ser- 
vices in  the  Church  of  England  to  which 
the  language  of  our  great  Christian  poet, 
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himself  a  devoted  son  of  the  Church, 
seemed  to  me  expressly  applicable — 

"  There  Ceremony  leads  her  bigots  forth, 
Prepared  to  fight  for  shadows  of  no  worth ; 
As  soldiers  watch  the  signal  of  command, 
They  learn  to  bow,  to  kneel,  to  sit,  to  stand ; 
Happy  to  fill  religion's  \'acant  place 
With'hollow  form,  and  gesture  and  grimace." 

But  I  say  again,  that  the  men  at  the 
head  of  this  movement  acknowledge  that 
these  outward  forms  have  no  value  ex- 
cept as  means  of  conveying  into  the 
minds  and  hearts  of  the  people  the  in- 
ward and  spiritual  meaning  that  lurks 
underneath.  They  have  a  deep-laid  and 
well-considered  plan  to  introduce  vital 
and  fundamental  changes  into  the  reli- 
gious faith  of  the  people.  What  are  the 
things  they  teach  ?  I  will  not  attempt 
to  explain  them  in  my  own  language, 
lest  I  should  be  suspected  of  exaggerat- 
ing under  the  influence  of  sectarian  pre- 
judice. I  will,  therefore,  give  the  de- 
scription in  the  language  of  one  of  the 
Prelates  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
Bishop  of  London,  in  his  Charge  to  the 
clergy  in  1871,  says — 

"When  wc  find  the  "Catholic  re\'ival,'*  so 
called  asserted  as  the  antithesis  and  antidote  to 
the  Reformation,  which  is  deplored  as  a  misfor- 
tune, if  not  a  sin ;  when  its  work  is  admitted, 
and,  indeed,  avowed  to  be  to  undo  what  was  then 
done ;  when  Holy  Scripture  is  disparaged  as  a 
rulo  of  faith,  unless  as  supplemented  and  ex- 
plained by  "  Catholic  teaching,"  and  the  Thirty- 
nine  Articles  are  (romplained  of  as  an  imfair 
burden,  put  aside  as  obsolete,  or  int(?ri)ret*»d  in  a 
sense  which,  if  their  words  can  b<i  wrostod  into 
bearing,  is  undoubtedly  not  that  which  they 
were  inttmded  to  bejir;  when  the  doctrines  of 
tlioso  who  (ln?w  them  up  are  disclaimed  as  un- 
Catholie,  and  I  almost  condemned  as  heretical ; 
when  language  is  usikI,  po])ularly  and  without 
qualification,  on  the  sulyect  of  the  Holy  Eu- 
charist, which,  whether  capable  or  not  of  being 
absolved,  under  (qualification,  of  contradiction  to 
our  fcjnuularies,  is  not  only  declared  by  Protes- 
t:int8  but  claimed  by  Romanists  to  be  identical 
M-ith  transubstantiation;  when  seven  Sacraments 
are  again  taught,  and  confession  with  absolution 
is  enjoined,  not  as  an  occasional  remedy  for  ex- 
ceptional doubts  and  sorrows,  but  as  the  ordinary 
rule  of  a  holy  life  and  ntjedful  preparation  for 
holy  communion ;  when  prayers  for  the  dead  are 
recommended,  and  purgatorj*  more  than  hintcnl 
at ;  when  the  cultm  of  the  Virgin  Jind  the  invo- 
cation of  saints  are  introduced  into  books  of  de- 
votion, whi(?h  are  framed  on  the  Romish  model, 
and  adapted  to  and  distributed  among  i)er8on8 
of  aU  ages,  ranks,  and  occupations;  wh(;n,  finally, 
we  are  told  that,  in  order  to  *  stabilitate  the  con- 
quests over  Protestantism  and  to  re-Catholicize 
the  Church  of  Kngland,'  it  still  remains  Ho 
make  confession  the  ordinary  custom  of  the 
masses,  and  to  teach  them  to  use  eucharistic 
worship,  to  establish  the  claim  to  Catholic  liitual 
in  its  highest  form,  to  recrtore  the  rolig^ouB  life  * 
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fmeaaing  the  life  of  the  doifltor), '  to  say  i 
oaily,  and  to  practice  reservation  for  the  sick ' ; 
when  this  movement  is  thus  developed  in  its  re- 
sults or  explained  by  its  supporters,  it  is  not  pos- 
sible that  it  could  be  received  by  Bishops  of  the 
Reformed  Church  of  England  with  anvthing  hut 
disapprobation,  warning,  and  sorrowful  rebuke, 
unless  they  were  unfaithful  indeed  to  their  office^ 
their  vows,  and  their  Master  the  Liord  Jesoi 
Christ." 

Such  is  the  description  given  by  an  Eng- 
lish Prelate  of  what  is  going  on  within 
his  Churchy  and  I  venture  to  call  it  a 
moderate,  nay,  a  faint  and  imperfect  de- 
scription ;  for  I  also  have  watched  with 
great  interest  for  more  than  30  years  the 
development  of  this  remarkable  pheno- 
menon within  the  Church  of  England. 
And  so  successful  has  been  this  teaching 
that  Archbishop  Manning  has  publidy 
declared  that — 

**  The  clerg>'  of  the  Established  Church  hsTe 
taken  out  oi  the  hands  of  the  Catholic  olei^ 
the  labour  of  contending  for  the  doctrines  of 
transubstantiation  and  invocation  of  saints." 

I  will  not  venture  to  say  whether  those 
are  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. If  I  had  been  asked  that  question 
25  or  30  years  ago,  I  should  have  an- 
swered with  considerable  emphasis — 
*'  No,  they  are  not  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  England."  But  the  principle 
of  '^ development"  has  been  at  work  so 
actively  and  wonderfully  since  then,  that 
it  is  difficult  to  say  what  are  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
this  I  will  venture  to  say,  at  least — that 
they  are  not  the  doctrines  of  a  Protes- 
tant Church — ^they  are  not  the  doctrines 
of  the  Beformation.  But  I  contend  that 
your  Bill  does  not  touch  these  doctrines. 
If  you  could  put  every  clergyman  in 
England  into  a  strait- waistcoat  of  rubri- 
cal uniformity  to-morrow  —  would  that 
stop  such  teaching  as  I  have  described  ? 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  said 
with  great  terseness  and  force — **  Why 
legislate  against  gestures,  and  leave 
doctrines  untouched  ?  "  You  apply  your 
little  ointments  to  the  cutaneous  erup- 
tions on  the  surface,  while  the  whole 
head  is  sick  and  the  whole  heart  is  faint. 
There  is,  no  doubt,  considerable  force  in 
the  observation  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter),  in  the 
masterly  speech  wliich  Lo  delivered  in  an 
earlier  part  of  the  afternoon,  when  he 
drew  this  distinction  between  Eitual  and 
doctrine — that,  in  the  case  of  Bitual,  the 
worshipper  himself  was,  as  it  were,  made 
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a  sharer  in  the  objectionable  things  done. 
And,  he  added,  the  doctrine  preached 
from  the  pulpit  you  can  receive  or  re- 
ject.    Yes,  but  it  is  not  in  the  pulpit 
alone  that  the  doctrines  I  have  described 
are  being  taught  by  the  clergy.     Why, 
at  this  very  moment,  you  are  doing  all 
you  can  to  throw  the  whole  education  of 
the  young  in  this  country,  both  primary 
and  secondary,  into  the  hands  of  these 
very  men.     There  were  two  remarkable 
speeches  made  during  the  former  even- 
ing dedicated  to  this  discussion,  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich,  and  that  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Oxford.     There  was  a  great  deal 
in  both  those  speeches  in  which  I  con- 
curred.    The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
was  an  eloquent  eulogy  upon  Christian 
freedom,  to  which  my  heart  responded, 
Amen.    What    he    advocated  was  the 
Congregational  theory,  and,  as  I  am  a 
Congregationalist  myself,  I  naturally  re- 
joiced to  have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  my  side.     But  I  am  afraid  it  will  not 
apply  well  to   an  Established  Church. 
For,  when  we  look  at  the  position  of  those 
ministers  for  whom  he  claims  this  :&eedom, 
when  we  remember  that  they  are  State 
officials,  who   enjoy  enormous  national 
endowments,  each  of  them  put  in  posses- 
sion of  a  freehold  for  life  from  wluch  he 
cannot  be  displaced,  and  that  they  have 
accepted   this  position  on  certain  well- 
understood  conditions  settled  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  which  Parliament  has  surely 
a  right  to  enforce,  might  it  not  happen 
that  the  freedom  of  the  clergy  might 
prove  to  be  enslavement  for  the  people  ? 
On  the  other  hand,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oxford  had  pleaded  for  uniformity,  and 
surely,  with  the  best  reason  in  the  world, 
according  to  the  present  constitution  of 
the  Church  of  England,  for  is  not  that 
Church  founded,  as  he  said,  on  a  suc- 
cession of  Acts  of  Uniformity  ?    Are  not 
her  clergy  bound  by  the  most  solemn 
undertaking  to  abide  by  her  doctrines 
and  forms,  so  much  so  that  the  Home 
Secretary  went  so  far  as  to  say,  that  a 
clergyman  is  to  preach  not  according  to 
his  own  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures, 
but  according  to  the  standards  of  the 
Church.      Well,  this  idea  of  absolute 
imiformiiy,  so  strenuously  upheld  by  the 
hon.    and  learned  Gentleman  sounded 
yeiy  well  in  theory.    It  might  appear 


pleasant  to  the  outward  eye  to  have 
20,000  men  obliged  to  speak  and  do  the 
same  thing.     But  at  what  cost  do  you 
get  this  uniformity;  at  what  a  cost  of 
intellectual  servility,  of  violence  done  to 
conscie^ce,|of  temptations  to  disingenuous 
sophistry  in  putting  such  strained  inter- 
pretations upon  the  Articles  and  offices 
of  the  Church,  as  would,  if  applied  to 
any  other  documents,  and  in  any  other 
department  of  life,  be  branded  as  fraudu- 
lent   and  dishonest?      This   has  been 
going  on  and  is  going  on  openly,  and  I 
believe    it    is    seriously    injuring    the 
national  morality  of  this  count^.      I 
should  like  to  see  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  subjected  to  an  Act  of  Unifor- 
mity on  any  matter  whatever.     He  is 
himself  a  universal   Nonconformist.     I 
do  not  say  that  by  way  of  reproach,  for 
it  is  perfectly  natural  that  one  of  his 
vigorous  and  independent  mind  should 
exercise  the  right  to  judge  for  himself 
on  all  questions.    But  I  believe  that  one 
of  the  dangers  and  difficulties  of  the 
Church  arises  from  this  attempt  to  pre- 
scribe an  enforced  imiformity,  though  I 
do  not  see  how  it  can  be  otherwise  so 
long  as  you  have  an  Established  Church. 
I  believe  you  are  on  the  wrong  tack 
altogether    in  trying    to  regulate    the 
affairs  of  a  great  spiritual  body  by  the 
coarse  machinery  of  the  law.     There  is 
only  one  way  of  escape  out  of  the  embar- 
rassments in  which  you  are  involved.     I 
pronounce  the  word  with  fear  and  trem- 
bling, for  I  know  it  is  a  word  which 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  hate,  as 
they  say  a  certain  personage  hates  holy 
water.     But  it  is  a  word  to  which  they 
must  familiarize  their  ears,  for  they  will 
have  to  hear  it  a  good  many  times  in  the 
coming  years.     The  man  must  be  blind, 
beyond  all  remedy,  to  the  signs  of  the 
times  who  cannot  see  that  the  conflict 
between    the    Temporal  and    Spiritual 
power,  is  going  to  be  **  the  irrepressible 
conflict  "  of  our  times — not  only  in  this 
country,  but  in  all  countries.     I  see  no 
way  out  of  it,  but  one — and  now  I  am 
going  to  pronounce  the  obnoxious  word 
— Disestablishment.       All  I  desire  for 
the  Church  of  England  is  that  she  should 
enjoy  the  same  privileges  that  I  myself 
enjoy,  that  the  fetters  by  which  she  is 
bound  to  the  State  be  cut  asimder,  so 
that  she  may  possess  that  which  the 
humblest  Christian  community  in  this 
land  possesses,  freedom  to  order  her  own 
aflairs,  according  to  her  conception  of 
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what  will  most  conduce  to  lier  own 
edification,  and  is  most  in  harmony  with 
the  will  of  her  Divine  Master. 

Mr.  spencer  WALPOLE  said,  he 
was  not  surprised  to  find  that,  although 
there  was  a  difierence  of  opinion  with 
regard  to  this  question,  there  was  one 
point  on  which  it  seemed  all  were  agreed, 
and  that  was  that  some  legislation  on 
the  subject  was  urgently  needed  and 
absolutely  necessary.  Ho  believed  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  fair- 
judging  people,  and  that  they  had  no 
desire  to  take  harsh  measures  against 
anyone,  as  long  as  he  fulfilled  his  duty ; 
and  that  still  less  did  they  desire  to  take 
them  against  the  ministers  of  their  re- 
ligion, to  whom,  as  a  rule,  they  were 
warmly  and  sincerely  attached.  But 
when  they  saw  that  there  was,  and  had 
been  for  a  considerable  period,  an  un- 
lawful deviation  from  long-established 
usages  in  the  services  of  the  Church ; 
and  that,  however  acceptable  that  devia- 
tion might  be  to  some,  it  was  much 
objected  to  and  most  painful  to  others ; 
and  when  they  bore  in  mind  that 
tliat  deviation  was  conti-ary  to  the  form 
of  worship  laid  down  by  the  difi'orent 
Acts  of  Uniformity,  and  which  they 
were  entitled  to  call  upon  their  minis- 
ters to  observe  in  the  due  discharge  of 
their  public  ministrations;  and  when 
tliey  found  that  this  form  of  worship  had 
been  materially  and  rudely  altered 
against  their  will ;  and  that  they  were 
without  tlie  power  of  correcting  and  re- 
straining that  alteration ;  it  was  no  won- 
der, since  all  other  authority  liad  failed, 
that  they  sliould  apply  to  Parliament, 
as  the  highest  of  all  authorities,  and  ask 
it  to  pass  a  measure  that  would  give 
them  speedy,  reasonable,  and  satisfac- 
tory redress.  The  Bill  had  been  ob- 
jected to  on  several  grounds,  which  he 
would  class  under  two  dift(Tent  lieads — 
first,  the  clerical  objections  involving  the 
point  that  the  House  had  no  power  to 
(leal  with  the  question  without  the  pre- 
vious sanction  of  Convocation,  and 
secondly,  the  objection  which  had  been 
taken  to  it  both  on  account  of  what 
it  did  and  also  of  what  it  omitted 
to  do.  It  had  been  supposed  most 
erroneously — although,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, the  point  had  been  cleared  up  in 
the  course  of  the  debate— that  the  Bill 
proposed  in  some  way  or  otlier  to  touch 
and  alter  the  doctrines  and  the  Liturgy 
of  the  Church  of  England.  But  that  was 
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a  mistake.  If  the  Bill  were  passed  as 
it  now  stood,  the  doctrines  and  the 
Liturgy  of  the  Church  would  remain 
exactly  as  they  were,  and  in  case  any 
question  should  arise  with  reg^ard  to 
them,  it  would  be  governed  by  the  same 
principles,  it  would  do  subject  to  the  same 
laws,  and  it  would  be  determined  by  the 
same  tribunals  as  those  which  were  appli- 
cable to  such  a  subject  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. All  that  the  Bill  in  effect  would  do, 
would  be  to  alter  the  mode  of  procedure  by 
means  of  which  the  observance  of  the 
law  would  have  to  be  enforced,  while  the 
law  itself  would  remain  unaltered.  He 
thought  that  the  objection  that  that 
House  had  no  authority  to  deal  with  the 
question,  unless  with  the  sanction  and 
consent  of  Convocation,  was  founded 
upon  a  mistaken  view  as  to  the  separate 
duties,  functions,  and  powers  of  ConTO- 
cation  and  of  Parliament.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  proposition  laid  down 
by  the  lion,  and  learned  Member  for  the 
City  of  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
that  Parliament  alone  was  entitled  to 
deal  with  questions  of  doctrine  and  of 
Ritual  as  far  as  they  affected  the  Church 
of  England ;  but  he  did  agree  with  him 
that  if  it  were  necessary  to  deal  with  the 
temporalities  of  the  Church  as  distinct 
from  the  spiritual  duties  of  its  ministers, 
Parliament  was  the  proper  and  sole 
authority  to  deal  with  them.  Constitu- 
tional usage  showed  that  there  was  a 
distinction  between  those  two  matters. 
When  the  Articles  of  Beligion  were 
settled  in  lo62,  and  when  the  Hitual 
itsell'  was  settled  100  years  later,  the 
mode  of  proceeding  adopted  was,  that  a 
Commission  was  issued  by  the  Crown, 
as  the  supreme  authority  in  this  Realm, 
to  inquire  into  the  matters  which  might 
then  be  referred  to  it,  and  then  Convo- 
cation acquiesced  in  what  was  done,  and 
Parliament  subsequently  ratified  it.  It 
was  not  unreasonable  in  matters  of  that 
kind  that  the  consent  of  Convocation 
should  be  required  before  Parliament 
was  asked  to  deal  with  them,  for  there 
was  no  other  way  in  which  the  joint 
concurrence  of  the  clergy'  and  laity  could 
be  obtained ;  but  on  all  subjects,  such 
as  the  division  of  a  see,  the  aboli- 
tion of  pluralities  and  of  sinecures,  and 
the  Church  Discipline  Act  which  they 
were  now  asked  to  amend.  Parliament 
had  a  right  to  act  for  itself,  and  it  was 
the  only  authority  by  which  such  matters 
could  properly  be  determined .  Now,  what 
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were  the  objeciionB  to  the  Bill  itself. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Becorder  of  the  City  of  London  in 
bringing  in  the  Bill  described  it — and 
described  it  truly — as  one  not  in  any 
way  altering  the  present  law,  but  enact- 
ing a  different  procedure.  That  was  so, 
and  it  was  surprising  to  him  that  any 
clergyman  of  the  Established  Church 
should  object  to  being  tried  for  any 
ecclesiastical  offence  under  the  more 
lenient,  speedy,  and  inexpensive  form 
of  procedure  proposed  by  the  Bill, 
or  that  he  should,  for  a  moment,  pre- 
fer the  more  expensive,  oppressive, 
and  dilatory  procedure  at  present  in 
force.  Under  the  present  law  the 
Bishop  could  act  upon  his  own  mere 
will,  or  he  could  be  put  in  motion  by 
any  person  whatever;  but  imder  the 
BiU,  he  could  not  act  upon  his  own 
motion,  but  he  must  be  put  in  motion 
by  particular  persons  mentioned  in  the 
measure.  If  the  provision  in  that  re- 
spect was  not  satisfactory,  it  could  be 
altered  in  Committee.  Under  the  pre- 
sent law,  the  Bishop  appointed  three 
assessors  to  assist  him  m  the  inquiry, 
but  he  could  set  aside  their  advice  and 
act  according  to  his  own  view  of  the 
case ;  but  under  the  Bill,  the  Archbishop 
would  appoint  a  competent  and  indepen- 
dent Judge  to  try  the  case,  and  it  was  by 
that  Judge,  and  by  him  alone,  that  the 
case  would  be  heard  and  decided.  Under 
the  present  law,  the  clergyman  had  to  go 
through  two  intermediate  Courts  before 
he  reached  the  Court  of  Final  Appeal, 
whereby  he  incurred  considerable  ex- 
pense and  delay  ;  whereas  under  the  Bill 
he  would  be  able  to  proceed  to  the  Court 
of  Final  Appeal  immediately  he  had  gone 
through  the  Court  of  First  Instance, 
whereby  he  would  be  saved  a  ruin- 
ous expense,  and  the  misery  of  having  a 
charge  hanging  over  him  for  an  un- 
limited time.  Nothing  he  conceived 
could  be  more  just  and  fair  to  the  clergy 
than  the  BiU,  and  if,  as  was  observed  by 
his  right  hon  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Air.  Gathome 
Hardy),  the  Bill  omitted  to  include  in  its 
provisions  the  whole  of  the  ecclesiastical 
offences  dealt  with  in  the  Church  Disci- 
pline Act,  the  answer  was,  what  a  storm 
of  indigpiation  would  have  been  aroused 
had  the  Bill  proposed  to  couple  together 
in  the  same  category,  deviations  from 
the  rubric  and  departures  from  morality 
and  deoomm.  Under  those  circumstances 
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he  failed  to  see,  either  in  what  the  Bill 
did  or  in  what  it  omitted  to  do,  anything 
that  could  entitle  a  clergyman  to  take 
objection  to  it.  He  confessed  that  he 
had  much  sympathy  for  the  Amendment 
that  had  been  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Hall)  because  he  wished  that  before  the 
Bill  was  introduced  means  could  have 
been  adopted  for  revising  the  Rubrics  of 
the  Prayer  Book,  so  as  to  free  them 
from  the  ambiguities  and  uncertainties 
that  at  present  disfigured  them,  and 
thus  to  have  got  rid  of  the  doubts  and 
difficulties  that  they  now  gave  rise  to. 
Had  that  been  done,  greater  freedom 
and  latitude  would  have  been  given  to 
the  minister  in  discharging  his  sacred 
duty,  provided,  in  the  first  place,  he  did 
nothing  that  was  contrary  to  the  funda- 
mental doctrines  which  he  was  bound  to 
teach;  and,  provided,  in  the  second 
place,  he  did  not  depart  from  the  rules 
prescribed  for  him,  but  faithfully  fol- 
lowed them  as  soon  as  they  were  settled, 
according  to  the  obligation  which  he  had 
solemnly  entered  into  on  undertaking  his 
duties.  He  entirely  concurred  in  what  had 
been  said  on  more  than  one  occasion  in  the 
course  of  the  debate — that  a  Church  to 
be  national  must  be  comprehensive ;  and 
he  believed  that  the  Church  of  England 
was  and  always  had  been  a  comprehen- 
sive Church;  but  let  him  remind  the 
House  that  there  were  those  who  might 
have  moved  in  this  matter  before,  that  it 
had  been  referred  to  Convocation  on 
Letters  of  Business ;  that  the  detailed 
Beport  of  the  Bitual  Commission  had 
been  in  their  hands ;  that  Convocation  had 
never  adopted  it  in  earnest ;  and  that  had 
they  done  so,  the  difficulty  now  expe- 
rienced by  the  House  in  discussing  this 
question  would  have  been,  to  a  great 
extent,  if  not  altogether,  removed.  Se- 
veral circumstances  which  had  come  to 
his  knowledge  gave  him  great  hopes 
that  the  measure,  if  passed,  would  meet 
with  success.  Thus,  one  of  the  best  and 
noblest  opponents  of  this  Bill — a  man 
who  was  revered  by  every  party  for  his 
learning,  his  piety,  and  his  zeal — had 
counselled  those  who  agreed  with  him  in 
opposing  this  measure  that,  when  it  be- 
came law,  they  should  try  and  see 
whether  some  of  the  infractions  of  the 
rubrics  could  not  be  permanently  put  an 
end  to  ;  and  the  respected  Prolocutor  of 
the  Lower  House  of  Convocation  (Arch- 
deacon Bickersteth)  had;  in  his  recent 
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cliarge  to  his  dergy,  dearly  pointed  out 
that  the  time  had  come  when  Convocation 
and  Parliament  should  deal  with  this 
question.  It  had  also  been  distinctly  said, 
in  many  other  quarters,  that  when  the  law 
was  settled  the  great  majorityof  the  clergy 
would  submit  to  it.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  House  would  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  leaving  it 
to  be  put  in  the  best  form  in  Com- 
mittee ;  for  if  they  did  not  adopt  that 
course,  he  feared  the  result  would  be 
a  longer  and  a  more  bitter  contro- 
versy than  ever,  and  which,  as  had  been 
observed  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Richard),  would  infallibly 
lead  either  to  disestablishment  or  to  dis- 
integration. He  urged  the  members  of 
the  establishment  to  recollect  that,  while 
they  were  quarrelling  within  the  Church, 
the  enemies  of  the  establishment  would 
be  daily  gaining  ground,  and  that  their 
disunion  would  only  strengthen  the 
hopes  of  those  who  desired  to  bring 
about  the  severance  of  the  union  be- 
tween Church  and  State.  Those  were 
the  reasons — not  without  much  pain  at 
being  compelled  to  differ  on  this  ques- 
tion from  his  hon.  Colleague  and  ^m 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  TJniversity  of  Oxford — which  in- 
duced him  to  desire  that  the  Bill 
should  be  read  a  second  time,  trusting 
that  it  would  conduce  to  the  peace,  the 
welfare,  and  the  stability  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  thereby  conduce,  in 
a  still  larger  and  wider  degree,  to  the 
peace,  the  welfare,  and  the  stability  of 
the  Empire. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  wished  to 
express  briefly,  but  dearly  and  candidly, 
the  motives  which  induced  him  to  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  He 
was  aware  that  no  arguments  were  re- 
quired to  secure  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sure by  a  large  and  possibly  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  that  House  ; 
still,  he  thought  that  the  time  had  not 
been  lost  in  continuing  the  debate  over 
a  second  day,  seeing  that  thereby  hon. 
Members  had  been  enabled  to  state 
their  views  upon  the  question.  That 
being  a  debate  on  a  great  Parliamen- 
tary change,  he  thought  he  was  justi- 
fied in  examining  the  arguments,  and 
in  foreshadowing  the  results  for  which 
they  must  be  prepared.  He  also  ven- 
tured to  think  tnat  much  advantage 
would  arise  from  the  fact  of  those  who 
took  a  deep  interest  in  the  Bill  outside 
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the  House,  and  especially  the  dargr, 
who  thought  themsdveB  so  gres^ 
affected  by  the  measure  being  aUe  to 
gauge  and  measure  what  he  might  call 
the  Parliamentary  attitude  with  respect 
to  the  question.  It  was  of  conflideraUe 
advantage,  too,  that  hon.  Members  had 
had  the  benefit  of  listening  to  the  re* 
markable  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Eichard).  That  speech 
might  be  summed  up  in  two  sentences 
— '*  I  am  in  favour  of  disestablishment 
But  while  establishment  continues,  I 
expect  to  find  in  that  establishment 
loyalty  to  law.''  His  hon.  Friend's 
words  ought  to  be  taken  to  heart  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England,  that 
they  might  know  they  were  carefully 
watched  by  the  nation  at  large;  and 
that  while  the  establishment  contmued 
— and,  for  his  part,  he  hoped  it  might 
long  continue — there  would  be  found 
within  that  establishment,  and  in  all 
parts  of  it,  loyalty  to  the  law  on  which 
it  rested.  He  also  thought  that  the 
clergy  should  take  note  of  the  Parlia* 
mentary  attitude,  and  observe  what 
had  occurred  during  the  debate.  The 
Churchmen  who  were  opposed  to  the 
Bill  should  remember  that  in  the  House 
of  Lords  its  second  reading  was  passed 
without  a  division,  and  that  a  Motioii 
for  delay  was  defeated  by  a  majority  of 
137  to  29.  They  should  remember,  too, 
what  had  been  the  attitude  of  the  House 
of  Commons  with  respect  to  it  on  the 
first  evening  of  the  debate ;  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  all  parts  of  the  House 
had  recorded  their  votes — 275  to  114 — 
against  suppressing  the  discussion  at  an 
early  hour.  Those  facts  showed  the  in- 
tense interest  taken  in  the  question,  and 
the  decision  and  attitude  of  Parliament 
in  respect  of  it.  Further,  the  clergy  op- 
posed to  the  Bill  ought  to  remember 
that  the  measure  was  introduced  at  a 
time  when  a  Conservative  Oovemment 
was  in  office — the  Government  of  a  party 
which  by  their  principles  and  traditions 
S3rmpathized  with  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land; and  they  should  remember  how 
many  Members  of  that  Government  had 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  But  more 
important  still,  they  would  see  that  Peers 
and  Commons,  Conservatives  and  Libe- 
rals, ecclesiastics  and  laymen,  were  all 
in  favour  of  that  Bill,  and  that  had  it 
excited  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
an  amount  of  support,  seldom,  if  ever, 
accorded  to  any  measure,  political  or 


69 


Public  W&rihtp 


{July  16,  1874J 


JRcffulaUon  Bill. 


70 


otherwiae,  and  more  especially  to  one  of 
a  oontroyersial  character.  Those  were 
simple  facts ;  and  it  was  well  that  they 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  so  that  the 
clergy  who,  whether  they  liked  it  or 
not,  were  under  the  control  of  Parlia- 
ment might  not  deceive  themselves  as 
to  the  views  of  Parliament.  He  said 
thus  much,  because  he  had  read  from 
the  pen  of  an  eloquent  divine — for  whom 
he  had  the  highest  respect — Dr.  Hook, 
Dean  of  Chichester — the  assertion  that 
the  discussion  on  the  Bill  would  be 
**  relegated  from  the  House  of  Lords  to 
an  assemblage  in  which  it  would  be  legis- 
lated upon  by  Jews,  Turks,  freethinkers, 
heretics,  and  infidels."  Those,  however, 
were  not  wise  words,  and  he  (Mr. 
Goschen)  said,  let  not  such  writers  de- 
ceive themselves.  If  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  would  study  the  division  list, 
they  would  see  that  it  was  supported  by 
a  majority  consisting  of  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, those  who  were  the  enemies  of  the 
Church  who  proposed  the  legislation. 
Those  who  opposed  its  creed  did  not 
wish  to  force  the  Bill  upon  the  clergy, 
and  that  fact,  too,  was  worthy  of  note. 
He  believed  he  was  speaking  the  feel- 
ings of  many  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  when  he  said — 
**  Would  that  the  language  of  Parlia- 
ment, held  on  this  occasion  so  empha- 
tically— so  unanimously  in  most  respects, 
so  loyal  to  the  Church,  and  so  anxious 
for  its  interests — might  reach  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  as  a  friendly,  but  as 
a  kindly  warning  !  "  for  he  feared  that 
there  were  many  of  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  who  came  into  contact  only  with 
unanimous  and  enthusiastic  congrega- 
tions, who  had  not  the  means  which  hon. 
Members  of  that  House  had,  of  knowing 
what  was  the  real  and  true  sense  of  the 
laity  of  the  country  upon  this  question. 
But  when  he  said  the  laity  of  the  coun- 
try, he  meant  the  male  laity;  for  he 
was  not  sure  that  if  the  female  laity 
were  polled,  they  would  not  be  opposed 
to  the  Bill.  Well,  he  asked — as  lus  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr. 
Walter)  had  asked — Was  that  a  small 
Bill  or  a  large  one  ?  It  was  a  small 
Bill,  in  his  opinion,  if  the  clergy  intended  | 
to  obey  it.  It  was  a  small  Bill,  if  it 
were  accepted  in  a  proper  spirit,  but  it 
would  not  be  a  smaU  Bill,  if  it  were  in- 
tended to  offer  resistance  to  it.  It  sob- . 
Btitated  a  simple  for  a  complicated  jko-  | 
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oedure ;  and  it  would  be  taken  in  a  proper 
spirit,  unless  a  portion  of  the  clergy 
resented,  as  some  of  them  most  unwisely 
resented,  the  interference  of  Parliament 
in  matters  concerning  religion.  Now, 
what  was  the  attitude  of  a  portion  of  the 
Church  upon  the  question.  He  should 
wish  to  be  permitted  to  read  a  brief 
extract  from  an  address  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Established  Church  Union, 
showing  the  mode  in  which  they  re- 
garded the  Bill — 

"  A  turning  point,"  he  said,  **  has  been  reached 
in  the  Chm*ch  of  England.  It  is  a  turning 
point,  not  because  the  measure  now  before  Par- 
liament does,  in  fact,  revolutionize  the  position 
of  the  whole  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
by  sweeping  away  all  the  Diocesan  Courts  in 
the  teeth  of  the  recommendations  of  Convoca- 
tion. It  is  a  turning  point,  not  because  it 
touches  a  large  and  increasing  body  of  laity  of 
all  ranks  and  conditions  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land.  It  is  not  even  a  turn- 
ing point,  because  those  whom  the  measure  is 
meant  to  crush  an)  many  of  them  boimd  to  us 
by  the  strongest  ties  of  friendship  and  respect. 
>iot  on  all  these  accoimts,  important  as  they  are, 
is  it  a  decisive  moment  in  the  history  of  the 
Church  of  England,  but  because,  apart  from  all 
other  considerations  which  may  be  urged  against 
this  imhappy  and  ill-advised  measure,  it  ifl  a 
deliberate  attempt  to  govern  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land by  Act  of  Parfiament,  instead  of  by  her 
Sjniods,  and  to  force  upon  the  clergy,  by  means 
of  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties,  the  acceptance 
of  this  position — namely,  that  the  intc^reta- 
tions  put  upon  the  Church's  Rubrics  by  the  (^vil 
tribunals  are  necessarily  to  be  taken  as  equiva- 
lent to  the  law  of  the  Church  itself." 

In  that  statement,  which  was  no  doubt 
true  to  a  certain  extent,  the  whole  point 
was  raised.    The  momentous  character 
of  the  issue  was  said  to  rest  upon  this — 
that  a  deliberate  attempt  was  made  to 
govern  the  Church  of  England  by  Act  of 
Parliament.   It  was  a  ddiberate  att€fmpt. 
he  (Mr.  Gk)schen)  would  not  say  to  goTerc 
the  Church  by  Act  of  ParHarL*^:.  t'lZ  Vi 
enforce  the  laws  of  the  CLupch.     If  tLis 
was  to  be  the  iarae;  thcj  xn^ir:  &'x^pt  I*. 
Those  of  them  who  wer*  C:riTr,timf:n 
must  be  sonrto  *&e  '•■'js^jzj.fzTt  of  *:ii<t 
Church  anzioas  y>  ci«p-r:^  Vi/;  k^"*^'-'! 
that  thejlircd  isaPxrJi^  ^r<  Vtry '  -  ii  "*''':^ 

but,    at   Hub   «C«  -fn-r     '.'r,frle  mui'ln    ,z 

action  mpptmmd  iv  br  t^r  'i  h'-y  -'^^^^ 
aooept  dbfr  efiaZiK_?*  '/h^y  «"'*'='^  *'^ 
by  tlie  puMiL.  Bl.  •r.At  tUn.'  •cct^^-'-^L 

ChaaA,    E*  irx/v*-^.'!  ^rt  '''*'"'   "-^^^ 

-if   ^  >;,//(»«    »•♦    "***    — i'J"-«-^s*> 
tmsmn  tif  -iu*  'J/.' lit      ^''  ^^  -^    -^ 
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friend  of  the  ArohbiBhop  of  Canterbuiy, 
and  he  had  been  grieved  to  the  heart  to 
read  words  which  had  been  applied  to 
His  Grace  by  many  newspapers  which 
were  written  by  clergymen.  "  The 
morals  of  the  turf,"  it  was  eaid,  "  had 
been  introduced  into  the  Episeopai 
Bench."  He  had  also  seen  his  Grace 
accused  of  falsifying  documents  and  ol 
shuffling  in  this  matter,  a  proceeding 
which  could  not  be  too  strongly  repro- 
bated. The  discussion  had,  he  thought, 
been  conducted  with  more  temper  and 
greater  regard  for  the  feelings  of  others, 
in  the  House  of  Commons  than  it  had 
been  by  a  section  of  the  Church.  Now, 
what  were  his  motives  in  voting  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Dill  ?  They  were 
these — that  in  a  State  Church  they  must 
face  the  enforcement  of  State  laws.  lie 
did  not  say  they  should  enforce  them 
against  one  section  or  one  side  only;  but 
so  long  as  laws  existed  they  must  be 
obeyed.  They  could  not  stand  by  after 
such  speeches  as  had  been  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Morthyr,  and  say 
that  they  were  a&aid  to  enforce  the  law, 
in  what  the  bon.  Member  had  termed  a 
law  Church.  They  could  not  permit  a 
mutiny  against  the  Episcopate  in  an 
Episcopal  Church.  They  could  not  allow 
a  mutiny  against  national  law  in  a  na- 
tional Church.  But  then  arose  the  ques- 
tion, could  they  enforce  these  laws  ;  and 
what  would  be  the  consequence  if  they 
did?  For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  bulk  of  Churchmen  were 
afraid  of  a  general  application  of  the 
law.  He  quite  admitted,  however,  that 
if  the  law  wore  to  be  enforced  at  all,  it 
ought  to  be  enforced  upon  both  parties 
alike  without  fear  or  favour.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Fovster)  liad  spoki-n  of  obsolete 
laws  of  the  Church.  He  did  not  believe 
tbere  were  many  such  ;  and  the  instance 
as  to  the  reading  of  the  Athanasian 
Creed  did  not  hold  good,  for  the  law 
requiring  it  to  be  read,  though  it  was 
not  perhaps  obej'ed,  was  yet  iu  forte. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  did  excellent  service  by  point- 
ing out  that  the  Bill  might  be  applied 
not  only  to  one  portion  of  the  Church 
but  to  another ;  and  he  pointed  particu- 
larly to  the  singing  of  hymns,  the  read- 
ing of  the  Athanasian  Creed,  and  the 
catechizing  of  children.  On  examina- 
tion he  {lir.  Goschen)thought that  those 
dif&culties  would  not  be  found  ao  great 
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as  they  at  first  eight  appeared,  fbr  tiu 
Church,  as  a  body,    were  prepared  to 

accept  the  rubrics,  the  Prayer  "Rook,  aod 
forms  of  worship  without  delay.  Had 
the  rubric  with  regard  to  Testments  been 
omitted  from  the  Prayer  Book,  the  coi>- 
troversy  would,  he  believed,  have  beat 
slight  indeed — 

"  And  here  ia  to  be  noted,  th&t  mcli  Onuunorii 
of  tha  Church,  and  of  the  Ministera  thaeol  it 
all  Times  nf  their  Ministrstion,  dlutU  be  retunad, 
and  be  in  ase,  as  upre  in  this  Church  of  SMfUa^ 
by  the  Authority  of  Parliainent,  in  the  8e«cnd 
Year  of  the  Reign  of  King  Edward  the  Sixth." 

That  was  a  simple  rubric ;  one  would 
fancy  a  small  matter  to  lead  to  t^e  dis- 
ruption of  the  Church.  But  as  to  ths 
difficulties  stated,  he  did  not  think  then 
would  be  any  objection  to  Qiq  universal 
reading  of  the  prayer  for  the  Chmch 
Militant,  orto  thecatechazingof  ohildrBn; 
for  as  to  this  latter  point  the  greatett 
discretion  was  left  to  the  oler^.  Tbxj 
were  to  catechize  only  such  astheymiA^ 
think  convenient,  and  there  was  no  um 
ae  to  compulsory  attendance.  Then,  m 
to  the  singing  of  hymns,  he  would  bee 
to  draw  attention  to  a  document  which 
showed  that  the  singing  of  hjnuis  «t 

E articular  parts  of  the  service  was  al- 
)wed.  In  the  Injunctions  of  Elizabeth, 
A.D.  1559,  which  were  stated  to  have  been 
drawn  up  by  Archbishops  and  Bishops, 
signed  by  Eoyal  authority,  with  regud 
to  which  it  was  reasonably  aivued  that 
they  fell  within  20  Elizabel£,  cap.  2, 
and  thereCsi-e  had  Parliamentaty  mi- 
thority,  it  was  stated  in  section  48,  ai 
followed — 

"  NnverthelenB,  for  tho  comforting  of  audi  ft 
delight  in  muwc,  it  may  be  jieimittcd  that  in  tba 
beKinning,  or  in  tlia  «nJof  the  conunon  prayen, 
oithtr  at  morning  iir  nvening,  there  may  oennw 
an  lii'mn  or  such  like  song  t«  the  praise  of  ii. 
mighty  Gud  in  tha  beet  noil  of  melody  or  mane 
thnt  niny  euuveniently  be  used,  haviniif  reqiect 
that  the  sr^tmcc  of  hymn  iniiy  be  undorsta^ed 

Therefore,  from  the  time  of  Queen  Elisa- 
beth downwards,  the  singing  of  hynuw 
in  the  Church  had  been  aUowed.  Of 
course,  if  hymns  had  been  interpolated 
into  the  Communion  Service  and  had 
reference  to  the  service  of  the  Maaa, 
they  would  be  illegal  and  should  be 
suppressed.  Then,  as  to  the  reading  of 
the  Athanasian  Creed,  it  should  be  t^ 
□lembered  that  the  question  was  one  of 
feeling  and  sentiment,  not  of  belief,  for, 
OS  a  matter  of  fact,  all  the  clergy  had  at 
their  ordination  declared  their  belief  in 
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the  Atbanasian  Greed.  Furtlier  than 
that,  an  eminent  authority  of  the  Broad 
Church  party  stated  to  hun  that,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  there  was  no  doctrinal  ob- 
jection to  the  reading  of  that  Creed.  He 
mentioned  these  facts  because  he  thought 
they  ought  to  look  the  whole  question  in 
the  face,  and  not  be  a&aid  to  face  the 
results  of  the  Bill.  Did  the  House  think 
it  likely  that  there  would  exist  a  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  certain  members 
of  the  Church,  after  the  Bill  was  passed, 
to  bring  about  a  state  of  anarchy  in  the 
Church?  Would  the  clergy  and  pa- 
rishioners make  the  worst  of  it?  He 
scarcely  thought  that  the  parishioners 
would  set  it  in  motion,  in  order  that  mis- 
chief might  result,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  it  would  be  to  the  advantage  of  the 
extreme  party  to  endeavour  to  create 
anarchy  and  further  differences.  But  it 
had  been  said  that  the  Bill  might  be 
made  the  instrument  of  vexatious  litiga- 
tion. Well,  the  parishioners  who  took 
advantage  of  its  provisions  should  either 
do  so  on  principle,  or  as  the  tools  of  a 
party.  If  they  did  so  on  principle,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  their  moving, 
more  especially  as  they  would  do  so  at 
the  risk  of  having  to  pay  costs.  They 
might,  however,  take  action  as  tools  of 
the  extreme  party  in  the  Church,  and 
with  a  view  to  obtain  remedial  legis- 
lation for  themselves,  by  showing  that 
the  bonds  imposed  by  the  Bill  should  be 
relaxed.  He  believed  that  if  that  course 
were  adopted,  those  who  took  it  would 
find  themselves  entirely  mistaken. 
Neither  the  present  nor  any  other 
Government  would  or  could  widen  the 
limits  for  the  extreme  party.  Well, 
what  results  were  likely  to  foUow  from 
the  agitation  which  might  arise  ?  Would 
it  be  disestablishment,  secession,  or  obe- 
dience? With  respect  to  the  first,  he 
believed  that  the  extreme  party  in  the 
Church  of  England  greatly  deceived 
themselves  if  they  thought  they  could 
come  to  the  Liberal  party,  and  obtain 
aid  for  them  in  cutting  the  knot  by  dis- 
establishing the  Church.  It  might  be 
that  an  influential  portion  of  the  Liberal 
party  were  in  favour  of  disestablishment, 
but  he  did  not  think  that,  if  the  extreme 
men  came  forward  and  said  that  they 
would  make  everything  intolerable  in 
the  Church  in  order  to  its  disestablish- 
ment, the  Liberal  party  generally  would 
lend  themselves  as  the  sword  by  means 
of  which  the  knot  was  to  be  cut.    There 


was  a  large  and  influential  section  of 
society  who,  at  the  present  moment, 
were  contributing  large  funds  in  order 
to  secure  disestablishment,  and  if  the 
views  of  the  English  Church  Union 
were  the  views  of  the  Church  generally, 
those  persons  might  retain  their  money 
in  their  pockets,  for  the  work  they  de- 
sired to  see  done  would  be  done  for 
them  gratis.  That  was  not  the  alterna- 
tive to  which  they  could  look  with  hope. 
Ab  far  as  secession  was  concerned,  their 
organs  had  candidly  stated  that  they  did 
not  intend  to  take  any  such  course.  He 
was  glad  of  that,  for  the  Church  of 
England  did  not  wish  to  lose  any  of  its 
members.  There  was  another  alterna- 
tive, which  he  believed  the  good  sense 
and  loyalty  of  the  clergy  would  lead 
them  to  accept — he  meant  the  alterna- 
tive of  submission  to  law ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  even  in  that  House, 
those  hon.  Members  who  did  not  belong 
to  the  Church  of  England,  but  who  had 
spoken  with  a  good  feeling  rising  to 
respect  and  regard  for  the  Church,  would 
assist  in  providing  that  the  laws  of  a 
Parliamentary  Church  should  be  en- 
forced. He  would  only  say  in  conclu- 
sion, that  he  had  often  found  himself  in 
opposition  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)  and  the  noble 
Chancellor  of  the  University  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  both  of  them 
Members  of  the  present  Government,  in 
reference  to  Church  questions.  He  had 
also  been  taunted,  and  the  Liberal  party 
generally  in  the  House  had  been  taunted, 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  with  being 
enemies  of  the  Church,  and  anxious  to 
establish  a  misty  religion.  Now,  how- 
ever, their  position  was  changed,  and 
they  foimd  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  noble  Lord  to  whom  he  had  just 
alluded,  resisting  the  Bill  against  those 
who  were  acting  with  the  two  Arch- 
bishops and  almost  all  the  Spiritual 
Peers  of  the  Bealm.  What  was  wished 
by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  was — as  it 
was  most  eloquently  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Hall), 
that  the  formularies  of  the  Church  and 
the  entrance  to  it  should  be  broad,  but 
that  the  breadth  should  be  within  the 
law  and  not  in  the  discretion  of  indi- 
vidual clergymen.  They  felt  that  within 
the  pale  of  the  Church  there  ought  to  be 
a  most  absolute  allegiance  and  loyalty  to 
the  Church  itself,  and  that  a  Church 
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Tnth.  ricli  endowments  and  large  privi- 
leges should  not  expose  itself  to  the 
taunts  of  those  outside  its  pale.  As  a 
humble  member  of  the  Church,  he  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  because  he  looked  upon 
it  as  a  necessary  security  against  the 
extravagant  views  of  some  portion  of  the 
clergy,  and  in  doing  so,  ho  asked  his 
brother  Churchmen  to  have  the  courage 
of  their  convictions,  and  to  declare  that 
they  were  not  afraid  of  the  laws  under 
which  they  lived.  As  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament he  supported  it,  because  he 
thought  they  were  right  in  asserting  in 
the  most  emphatic  tones  their  right  and 
their  intention  to  exercise  control  over 
the  Established  Church  of  the  land. 

Mr.  RAIKES  said,  it  could  not  be 
sufficiently  insisted  upon  that  the  mea- 
sure under  discussion  was  not  a  Bill 
dealing  with  doctrine,  or  even  with  law, 
but  one  simply  intended  for  the  amend- 
ment of  a  faulty  system  of  ecclesiastical 
procedure,  and  was  not  intended  to  re- 
volutionize the  Church,  or  to  exclude 
from  its  pale  any  particular  party  in  the 
Church.  In  short,  the  Bill  would  have 
the  effect  of  amending  the  Church  Dis- 
cipline Act  of  1840,  and  although  in  some 
of  its  details  the  measure  was  capable  of 
improvement,  he  could  only  regard  it  as  a 
practical  improvement  upon  the  existing 
law.  The  title,  however,  had  led  to 
much  misapprehension,  and  ho  would 
suggest  that  it  should  be  so  amended  as 
to  correspond  with  the  contents  of  the 
Bill.  The  unsatisfactory  feature  of  the 
Bill  were  to  be  found  chicflv  in  the 
clauses  which  dealt  with  the  officers  of 
the  Consistory  Courts,  to  whom  but  scant 
justice  was  meted  out.  In  treating  of 
the  cause  which  had  tended  to  bring 
those  Courts  into  disrepute,  he  thought 
it  was  too  mucli,  perhaps,  to  expect  a 
great  deal  from  the  Bishops,  who,  in 
appointing  their  Chancellors,  were  not 
always  careful  to  select  the  men  best 
qualified  to  give  advice  upon  matters  of 
law.  The  exemption  of  private  chapels 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  was,  in 
his  view,  a  fault  not  unlikely  to  lead  to 
complication  and  difficulty.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  as  to  the  propriety  of 
postponing  the  measure  until  the  revi- 
sion of  the  rubrics  was  completed,  and 
on  this  point  he  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  in  Committee  assent  to  the  inser- 
tion of  a  provision,  postponing  its  com- 
ing into  force  during,  say,  six  months, 

Mr,  Qoichen 


in  order  that  the  law  miglit  be  aaoer- 
tained  before  the  Judge  was  called  upon 

to  enforce  it. 

Mb.  DISBAEIJ  :  Sir,  the  BiU  that  ii 
now   before   the    House    has   received 
very  different  descriptions  in  the  ooune 
of  this  debate.    It  has  been  described 
as  a  very  small  measure,  merely  a  mea- 
sure of  procedure,  by  one   hon.  C^< 
tleman ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  who 
spoke  early  in  to-day's  debate,  said  it 
was  by  far  the  most  important  measure 
that   has  been  before  Parliament  fat 
years,   and    he    re-echoed  the   opinion 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  riglit 
hon.  G-entleman  the  Member  for  Ghreen- 
wich,  that  a  Bill  referring  to  matters  of 
such     importance    should    have    been 
brought  forward  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.   But  if  measures  of  this  cha- 
racter ought  to  be  brought  forward  bj 
the  G-ovemment  of  the  day,  I  miffht 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
why,   in   1872,    he    did   not  act    upon 
that  principle  ?    From  the  passing  ai 
the   Church    Discipline   Act    untQ   the 
present  time,  a  variety  of  such  mea- 
sures have  been  introduced  to  the  notice 
of  Parliament,   and  in  no  instance  I 
can    recall    have    they   been    brought 
forward    by    the    Government.       Yet 
during  that  period  the  right  hon.  Ghen- 
tleman    must    have    exercised    a    con- 
siderable influence  over  the  conduct  of 
affairs,   for  during  the  whole   of  that 
time  the  country  has  been  governed  by 
a  party  formed  from  the  Liberal  ranks. 
Again,  in  1872,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  called  the  Attention 
of  the  House  to  this  very  subject  in  a 
Bill  which  was  in  substance  identical, 
and  in  treatment  very  similar,  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
who  was  then  Prime  Minister,  sympa- 
thized with  the  subject  of  the  BiU,  and 
encouraged  by  his  praise  the  introduc- 
tion of  it  by  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  hut 
he  did  not  give  it  any  more  substantial 
assistance  than  that,  and  certainly  he 
did  not  consider  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  of  the  day  to  come  for- 
ward and  undertake  the  conduct  of  the 
measure.  Nor  am  I  inclined  in  any  way 
to  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ftir 
the  course  which  he  adopted.      I  am  I^ 
no  means  sure  that  it  is  the  wisest  policy 
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when  jou  are  dealing  in  any  way  with 
matters  ecclesiastical,  that,  as  a'  matter 
of  course,  the  measures  should  be  adop- 
ted by  the  Gk>yemment  and  introduced 
to  the  notice  of  the  House  by  the  re- 
sponsible Ministers  of  the  Grown.  I 
think  it  is  much  more  likely  that  if  the 
Prelates  of  the  Church  can  affree  on  a 
Bill  in  which  the  discipline  of  me  Church 
is  concerned — if  they  can  introduce  such 
a  measure  in  another  place,  and  send 
it  down  to  us,  backed  up  by  the  imani- 
mous  opinion  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  —  I  believe,  at  the  first 
glance,  there  would  be  a  much  better 
prospect  of  such  a  measure  being  suc- 
cessful than  if  it  were  brought  forward 
by  a  Gbvemment — no  matter  from  which 
side  it  might  be  drawn — which,  with  the 
utmost  patience  and  the  greatest  exer- 
tion, could  hardly  prevent  the  Bill  ^m 
being  introduced  to  Parliament  with  the 
form  and  aspect  of  a  party  measure. 
What,  however,  is  the  object  of  the  Bill 
which  we  are  now  considering  ?  I  will 
at  first  say  what  I  consider  is  not  the  ob- 
j  ect  of  it.  It  is  not  the  obj  ect  of  the  Bill  to 
attack  any  of  the  legitimate  parties  in  the 
Church.  Were  it  so,  I  certainly  should 
not  have  facilitated  the  discussion  of  its 
merits  in  this  House.  I  look  upon  the 
existence  of  parties  in  the  Church  as  a 
necessary  and  beneficial  consequence. 
They  have  always  existed,  even  £rom 
Apostolic  times ;  they  are  a  natural  de- 
velopment of  the  religious  sentiment  in 
man  ;  and  they  represent  fairly  the  dif- 
ferent conclusions  at  which,  upon  sub- 
jects that  are  the  most  precious  to  him, 
the  mind  of  man  arrives.  Ceremony, 
enthusiasm,  and  free  speculation  are  the 
characteristics  of  the  three  great  parties 
in  the  Church,  some  of  which  have  now 
modem  names,  and  which  the  world  is 
too  apt  to  imagine  are  in  their  character 
original.  The  truth  is,  that  they  have 
always  existed  in  different  forms  or  imder 
difiPerent  titles.  Whether  they  are  called 
High  Church,  or  Low  Church,  or  Broad 
Church,  they  bear  witness,  in  their  legi- 
timate bounds,  to  the  activity  of  die 
religious  mind  of  the  nation,  and  in  the 
course  of  our  history  this  country  is 
deeply  indebted  to  the  exertions  and 
the  energy  of  all  those  parties.  The 
High  Church  party,  totally  irrespective 
of  its  religious  sentiment,  fills  a  noble 
page  in  t£e  history  of  England,  for 
it  has  vindicated  the  liberties  of  this 
ooimtiy  in  a  memorable  manner ;  no  lan- 


guage of  mine  can  describe  the  benefits 
whidi  this  coimtry  has  experienced  from 
the  exertions  of  the  Evangelical  school 
at  the  commencement  of  this  century; 
and  in  the  case  of  the  Broad  Church,  it 
is  well  that  a  learned  and  highly  dis- 
ciplined section  of  the  clergy  should 
show  at  the  present  day  that  they  are  not 
afraid  of  speculative  thought,  or  are  ap- 
palled by  the  discoveries  of  science.  I 
hold  that  all  these  schools  of  religious 
feeling  can  pursue  their  instincts  con- 
sistency with  a  faithful  adherence  to 
the  principles  and  practices  of  the  Be- 
formation  as  exhibited  and  represented 
in  its  fairest  and  most  complete  form — 
the  Church  of  England.  1  must  ask 
myself  what  then,  Sir,  is  the  real  object 
of  the  Bill,  and  I  will  not  attempt  to 
conceal  my  impressions  upon  it,  for  I  do 
not  think  that  our  ability  to  arrive  at  a 
wise  decision  to-day  will  be  at  all  as- 
sisted by  a  mystical  dissertation  on  the 
subject-matter  of  it.  I  take  the  pri- 
mary object  of  this  Bill,  whose  powers, 
if  it  be  enacted,  will  be  applied  and 
extended  impartially  to  all  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty,  to  be  this — to  put  down 
Eitualism.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  says  he  does 
not  know  what  Ritualism  is,  but  there  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is  in  an 
isolated  position.  That  ignorance  is  not 
shared  by  the  House  of  Commons  or  by 
the  country.  What  the  House  and  the 
country  understand  by  Eitualism  is, 
practices  by  a  •  portion  of  the  clergy, 
avowedly  symbolic  of  doctrines  which 
the  same  clergy  are  bound  in  the  most 
solemn  manner  to  refute  and  repudiate. 
Therefore,  I  think,  there  can  be  no  mistake 
among  practical  men  as  to  what  is  meant 
when  we  say  that  it  is  our  desire  to  dis- 
courage Eitualism ;  and  while  upon  that 
subject,  I  must  express  my  regret  that 
the  House  was  not  as  full  as  it  is  at  this 
moment,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  (Mr.  jWalter)  addressed  to  it 
a  most  able  speech,  supported  by  ample 
evidence  of  a  most  instructive  kind  which 
I  should  have  liked  them  to  have  heard. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Oreenwich  the  other  night  said  he 
was  much  surprised  on  returning  to  the 
House,  after  being  for  some  time  absent, 
to  find  Parliament  very  much  excited 
upon  Church  and  religious  questions; 
and,  further,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
taunted  the  occupants  of  this  Bench,  and 
the  Conservative  Party  generally,  for 
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the  great  disappointment  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  felt  at  such  a  result,  it 
having  been  holdout  to  the  country  that 
there  was  now  to  be  a  tranquil  time,  and 
that  the  attention  of  Parliament  was  no 
longer  to  be  absorbed  by  discussions  and 
considerations  of  such  a  character; 
whereas  the  fact  was  that  we  had  tam- 
pered with  those  very  questions.  But  I 
do  not  think  that  as  far  as  I  am  indi- 
vidually concerned,  the  taunt  was  de- 
served or  was  just.  I  can  say  most 
sincerely  that  I  have  never  addressed 
any  body  of  my  coimtrymen  for  the  last 
three  years  without  having  taken  the 
opportunity  of  intimating  to  them  that  a 
great  change  was  occurring  in  the  politics 
of  the  world,  that  it  would  be  well  for 
them  to  prepare  for  that  change,  and 
that  it  was  impossible  to  conceal  from 
ourselves  that  the  great  struggle  between 
the  Temporal  and  Spiritual  power  which 
had  stamped  such  indelible  features  upon 
the  history  of  the  past  was  reviving  in 
our  own  time.  I  never  spoke  upon  these 
subjects  with  passion,  nor  did  I  seek  in 
any  way  at  any  time  to  excite  such  feel- 
ings in  the  minds  of  those  I  addressed. 
I  spoke  upon  a  matter  which  it  was  diffi- 
cult for  the  million  immediately  to  appre- 
hend, and  therefore  it  was  not  a  topic 
introduced  in  order  to  create  political 
excitement.  I  spoke  from  strong  con- 
viction and  from  a  sense  of  duty  when  I 
wished  to  direct  the  public  mind  as 
far  as  I  could  to  the  consideration 
of  circumstances  in  which  it  was  so 
deeply  interested,  and  which  could  not 
fail  to  influence  the  history  of  the  coun- 
try. I  said  then,  that  it  appeared  to  me 
to  be  of  the  very  utmost  importance — 
and  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  time 
when  I  addressed  a  large  body  of  my 
countrymen  as  lately  as  autumn  last — I 
said  then,  as  I  say  now,  looking  to  what 
is  occuiTing  in  Europe,  looking  at  the 
g^eat  ptniggle  between  the  Temporal 
and  Spiritual  power  which  has  been  pre- 
cipitated by  those  changes,  of  which 
many  in  tliis  House  are  so  proud,  and 
of  which,  while  they  may  triumph  in 
their  accomplishment,  they  ought  not  to 
shut  their  eyes  to  the  inevitable  conse- 
quences,— I  said  then,  and  say  now,  that 
in  the  disasters,  or  rather  in  the  dis- 
turbance and  possible  disasters  which 
must  affect  Europe,  and  which  must  to 
a  certain  degree  sympathetically  affect 
England,  that  it  would  be  wise  K>r  us  to 
rally  on  the  broadplatform  of  theBeforma^ 
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tion.    Believing  as  I  do  that  those  prin- 
ciples were  never  so  completely  and  so 
powerfully  represented  as  by  the  Church 
of  England ;  believing  that  without  the 
learning,  the  authority,  the  wealth,  and 
the  independence  of  the  Chuxch.  of  Eng- 
land, the  various  sects  of  the  Heforma- 
tion  would  by  this  time  have  dwindled 
into  nothing,  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  country,  so  far  as  I  could,  to  the 
importance  of  ral^ng  around   the  in- 
stitution  of   the  Church  of    England, 
based  upon  those  principles  of  the  Be* 
formation  which  that  Church  was  called 
into  being  to  represent.    I  do  not,  there- 
fore, think  that  the  taunt  of  the  zi^ 
hon.  Gentleman  is  one  to  whicli  I  am 
liable.    But  I  confess  I  have  looked  for- 
ward, not  without  deep  regret  and  i^ 
prehension,  to  the  discussions  which  now 
occupy  us,  and  which  will  much  more 
occupy  our  time  in  the  future,  and  with 
that  sense  of  responsibility  to   which 
any  man  whose  mind  is  open  to  the 
vast  consequences  involved  cannot  be 
blind.    I  wish,  I  may  add,  most  sin- 
cerely,  and  in   the  strongest  manner, 
that  all  should  understand  mat  if  I  make 
the   slightest  allusion  to  the   dogmas 
and   ceremonies    which    are    promul- 
gated by  the  English  Bitualists,  I  am 
anxious  not  to  make  a  single  observa- 
tion which  could  offend  the  convictions 
of  any  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House. 
Whether    those   doctrines  which  were 
quoted  from  authoritative  writings  and 
from  books  by  the  hon.   Member  for 
Berkshire — and  which  I  am  sorry  to  say 
are  foimd  on  too  many  of  the  libraiy 
shelves  and  tables  of  English  clergymen 
— whether  those  doctrines  are  or  are  not 
adopted  by  them — whether  they  apply 
to  the  worship  of  the  Virgin,   to  the 
Confessional,  or  to  the  various  subjects 
which  were  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member 
— so  long  as  those  doctrines  are  held  by 
Roman    Catholics,   I  am   prepared    to 
treat  them  with  reverence  ;  but  what  I 
object  to  is,  that  they  should  be  held  by 
ministers  of  our  Church  who,  when  they 
enter  the  Church,  enter  it  at  the  same 
time  with  a  solemn  contract  with  the 
nation,  that  they  will  opj^ose  those  doc- 
trines and  utterly  resist  them.     What  I 
do  object  to  is  Mass  in  masquerade.    To 
the  solemn  ceremonies  of  our  Roman 
Catholic  friends,  I  am  prepared  to  ex- 
tend that  reverence  which  my  mind  and 
conscience  always  give  to  religious  cere- 
monies  sincerely  believed  in ;  but  the 
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false  position  in  wliich  we  liave  been 
placed  by,  I  believe,  a  small,  but  a 
powerful  and  well-organized  body  of 
those  who  call  themselves  English  clergy- 
men, in  copying  those  ceremonies,  is  one 
which  the  country  thinks  intolerable, 
and  of  which  we  ought  to  rid  ourselves. 
The  proposition  before  us  is  a  moderate 
and  temperate  one.  No  one  can  deny 
it  is  but  a  measure  of  procedure,  and  I 
am  prepared  to  look  upon  it  as  a  Bill 
simple  in  its  character,  and  professing 
nothing  more  than  that  which  may  be 
found  in  its  clauses.  In  considering  the 
course  which  we  ought  to  take  with  re- 
spect to  it,  I  have  had  to  trouble  the 
House  very  recently  with  the  motives 
which  induced  the  Government  to  afford 
facilities  for  the  second  reading.  I  be- 
lieve the  course  which  we  have  deemed 
it  to  be  our  duty  to  take  with  respect  to 
it  was  one  which  it  was  impossible  to 
avoid,  and  which  was  demanded  of  us 
by  a  sense  of  duty  to  the  House  and 
the  country,  and  so  far  as  my  contract 
with  the  House  is  concerned,  I  have 
fulfilled  it,  nor  is  it  needful  for  me  to 
say  more  than  I  did  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion. K  it  had  not  been  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich had  taken  the  step  which  he  has 
taken,  I  should  have  left  it  to  the  sense 
of  the  House  to  express  itself  as  to  the 
further  progress  of  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adopted  the  course 
which  he  deemed  right ;  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  advert  further  to  that  point  on 
the  present  occasion,  because  he  cannot 
enter  again  into  the  debate,  and  I  shrink 
from  taking  any  advantage  which  that 
circumstance  may  afford.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  another  course — 
he  has  laid  on  the  Table  six  proposi- 
tions with  respect  to  which  I  have  no 
observation  now  to  make,  but  that,  if 
carried,  it  will  be  necessary  that  he  should 
introduce  a  Bill  into  Parliament.  Whe- 
ther they  will  be  carried  or  not,  it  is, 
perhaps,  presumptuous  to  anticipate.  On 
that  point  I  may  have  my  own  opinion  ; 
but  it  would,  I  think,  be  impertinent  on 
my  part  to  conclude  that  Besolutions 
brought  forward  by  the  most  eminent 
Member  of  our  Body  would  not  be  suc- 
cessful. I  could  not,  therefore,  hesitate 
to  afford  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
opportunity  which  he  desired.  By  fixing 
the  Committee  for  Fridav  next,  I  give 
the  House  tlie  means  of  deciding  on 
these  BesoIutionB,  but  it  would  be  pre- 


sumptuous on  my  part  to  contemplate 
what  may  be  their  fate.  I  must,  how- 
ever, say  that  I  have  given  the  subject 
my  most  anxious  consideration — more 
anxious  consideration,  probably,  than  I 
have  given  to  any  question  which  has 
occupied  my  attention  during  the  many 
long  years  of  my  political  life — and  that 
I  have  more  and  more,  especially  within 
the  last  few  days,  been  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  highly  desirable  that  this 
question  should  be  settled  during  the 
present  Session.  I  shrink,  I  must  say, 
from  the  religious  and  ecclesiastical  agi- 
tation which  I  see  before  me,  and  &e 
consequences  of  our  neglecting  to  fulfil 
what  I  think  may  be  considered  to  be 
our  duty  in  the  present  instance—to  pass 
a  measure  temperate  and  moderate,  I 
believe,  in  its  scope,  as  I  know  it  to  be 
so  in  its  conception.  Further,  if  we 
refuse  to  pass  this  Bill,  which  is  essen- 
tially conciliatory,  we  may  find  ourselves 
called  upon  to  contend  with  far  greater 
difficulties,  and  be  obliged  to  apply  as  a 
remedy  measures  of  a  character  far  more 
stringent — measures  of  a  character  which 
one  does  not  wish  to  associate  with  the 
feelings  of  religion,  and  with  those  sen- 
timents which  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  equally  honour  and 
appreciate — sentiments  of  goodwill  to- 
wards our  neighbours  wi£h  regard  to 
those  religious  opinions  which  they  may 
respect  and  revere.  I  have  annoimced 
that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned — and  I 
am  speaking  for  myself  only,  but  strongly 
for  myself — the  House  will  have  on 
Friday  the  opportunity  of  deciding  on 
the  Resolutions  and  the  possible  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  My  opinions 
on  the  Resolutions  have  been  expressed 
already,  and  it  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  repeat  them ;  but  to  those  Besolutions 
I  repeat  I  shall  give  an  uncompromising 
opposition.  If  they  are  unsuccessful,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned — believing  that 
it  is  for  the  advantage  of  the  Church, 
and  certainly  for  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  that  we  should,  if  possible, 
apply  a  remedy  without  loss  of  time  to 
an  evil  now  universally  acknowledged 
by  all  parties  and  all  schools  of  religious 
thought  in  this  House — I  shall  hope 
that,  by  the  assistance  of  the  House, 
the  learned  Recorder  may  have  the  op- 
portunity of  carrying  the  Bill  he  has 

introduced.  

Mb.  HTJSSEY  VIVIAN,  who  OT)oke 
amid  considerable  interruption,  said,  he 
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had  never  inopportunely  trespassed  on 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  he  rose  now 
solely  under  a  deep  sense  of  duty.  He  de- 
sired to  make  an  earnest  appeal  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich not  to  proceed  with  the  Resolutions 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice.  It  had 
never  happened  to  him  (Mr.  Vivian), 
during  the  22  years  he  had  occupied  a 
seat  in  that  House,  to  see  such  an  unani- 
mous feeling  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  any  measure.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  announced  that  he  would 
oppose  the  Bill  at  every  stage.  [Mr. 
(Gladstone  :  I  never  said  a  word  like 
that.]  K  he  had  not  said  that,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  must  feel  that  the  course 
he  had  sketched  out  in  submitting  these 
Resolutions  would  have  the  effect  of 
throwing  over  the  Bill  for  that  year  by 
the  lapse  of  time.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  that  course,  he  would 
do  so  against  the  wishes  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House,  who  for  many  years  had  been 
his  persistent  and  consistent  supporters. 
He  (Mr.  Vivian)  had  supported  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  22  years,  ex- 
cept on  tlie  single  occasion  when,  in 
company  with  a  few  other  Liberal 
Members,  he  supported  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  in  carry- 
ing the  great  measure  of  Reform  which 
he  introduced.  With  that  single  ex- 
ception he  had  always  followed  his  right 
hon.  Friend  into  the  Lobby.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  feeling  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  BUI.  Supposing  it  had 
been  introduced  earlier,  it  might  have 
been  a  proper  course  to  propose  a 
series  of  Resolutions  ;  but,  at  that  time, 
and  with  the  sense  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons so  much  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  he 
trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  feel 
that  he  had  discharged  his  duty  in  laying 
his  plan  before  the  House.  Undoubt- 
edly, that  plan  would  not  receive  a  large 
amount  of  support ;  he  believed  there 
were  not  20  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  who  would  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  his  nght  hon.  Friend.  [^Laughter, '\ 
He  considered  this  that  was  no  laughing 
matter.  He  earnestly  desired  that  the 
Bill  should  pass,  and  that  it  should  pass 
this  year.  He  saw  grievous  ills  and 
great  religious  excitement  ahead  if  the 
matter  were  not  now  settled,  and  there- 
fore he  earnestly  hoped  it  might  be 
settled  now.    The  measure  was  a  mode- 

Jfr.  Hmseif  Vivian 


rate  one,  and  he  did  not  admit  that  it 
was  launched  against  anyone,  except 
against  the  wrong-doer.  Its  object  and 
scope  were  to  cause  the  law  to  be  obeyed. 
Therefore,  he  ventured,  he  hoped  not 
presumptuously,  to  appeal  in  tne  most 
earnest  manner  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
not  to  interpose  between  a  large  number 
of  his  Friends  who  desired  that  the  Bill 
should  pass  this  year.  He  earnestly 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 
pursue  the  course  he  had  announced, 
and  he  entreated  him  to  withdraw  the 
Resolutions  and  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass ;  and,  if  it  needed  amendment  at  a 
future  time,  there  was  no  man  in  the 
country  who  was  so  capable  of  amend- 
ing it  as  he  was.  K  legislation  went 
on  in  the  direction  desired  by  those  who 
wished  to  check  the  sapping  of  our  Pro- 
testant faith,  it  would  receive  support 
not  from  that  side  of  the  House  cdone, 
but  also  from  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  {BuekinghanUhire) 
said,  as  a  Churchman  and  a  Gonservatiye, 
he  wished  to  vote  for  the  spirit  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  wished  to  put  a  most  solemn 
question  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  of  the  City  of 
London,  whether  as  a  Churchman  and 
a  Conservative  he  was  not  equally  bound 
by  part  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
the  Prayer  Book  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, while  voting  for  the  Bill  asregaxded 
infractions  of  the  law  which  were  certain, 
to  assert  that  the  House  awaited  the  re- 
view of  Convocation  of  those  rubrics 
where  the  law  was  uncertain  ?  The  Prayer 
Book  was  itself  the  revision  of  an  old 
Prayer  Book  submitted  to  Convocation, 
reviewed  and  altered  by  Convocation, 
and  finally  ratified  by  Parliament.  He 
did  hope  that  some  such  assertion  of 
the  Parliamentary  law  as  regarded  the 
rubrics  would  prevent  the  pain  of  a 
division  on  a  Bill,  the  principles  of 
which  were  approved  by  all  loyal  mem- 
bers of  the  Keformed  Church  of  £hig- 
land. 

Me.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  that 
the  patience  with  which  the  House  lis- 
tencd  to  him  some  nights  ago  indisposed 
him  to  trespass  on  its  attention  now.  At 
the  same  time,  it  would  scarcely  be  re- 
spectful to  the  House  or  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  spoken,  if,  having  intro- 
duced the  Bill,  he  were  to  disreffazd 
some  things  which  had  been  said.  Hueh 
that  he  woidd  otherwise  have  wished  to 
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say  had  been  said  by  hon.  Members  who 
had  taken  part  in  the  debate,  but  there 
were  some  points  he  should  wish  to 
notice.  First,  he  would  respond  to  the 
appeal  just  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
near  him  (Mr.  Egerton  Hubbard).  His 
hon.  Friend  wished  to  know,  whether, 
as  a  Churchman  and  a  believer  in  the 
Prayer  Book,  he  could  support  the  Bill 
without  some  declaration  as  to  the  ne- 
cessiW  of  consulting  Convocation  pre- 
yiously  to  passing  it  r  That  was  a  matter 
on  which  he  could  not  afford  any  relief 
to  the  conscience  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
felt  most  strongly  that  they  must  pro- 
ceed in  independence  of  the  action  of 
Convocation.  He  could  not  consent  to 
wait  until  to-morrow  for  the  verdict  of 
Convocation,  if  he  should  thereby  recog- 
nize the  principle  that  they  were  de- 
barred from  acting  without  lie  approval 
of  Convocation.  They  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  taking  action  on  these 
rubrics  long  ago.  In  1872  these  matters 
were  referred  to  them ;  Letters  of  Busi- 
ness had  been  issued ;  a  committee  had 
been  appointed;  but  still  nothing  had 
been  done ;  and  what  had  been  left  un- 
altered were  precisely  those  very  rubrics 
upon  which  we  were  now  told  we  wanted 
their  advice  and  assistance.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  recognize  the  doctrine 
that  Parliament  ought  to  wait  for  any 
future  action  on  the  part  of  Convocation. 
He  was  very  sorry  to  lose  the  vote  and 
support  of  his  hon.  Friend,  because  he 
knew  the  value  of  them,  but  he  could 
not  take  them  at  such  a  price.  Some 
objection  had  been  taken  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  Bill  came  before  them 
sanctioned  by  the  authority  of  the  Epis- 
copal Bench.  The  expression  he  used 
was,  that  almost  universally  they  sup- 

S>rted  it.  He  was  told  there  were  some 
ishops  who  had  been  discovered  to  ob- 
ject to  it.  If  any  of  the  Bishops  were 
opposed  to  it,  their  number  must  be 
very  few,  and  he  must  say  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Bishops  should  be  judged 
from  what  they  said  and  from  how 
they  acted  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  not  what  they  were  stated  to 
have  said  elsewhere.  Why,  in  the  very 
last  Division  in  the  House  of  Lords  on 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  had  been 
most  discussed,  15  Bishops  and  the 
Archbishops  voted  on  one  side,  and  two 
Biahopa  on  the  other.  And  even  that 
waa  only  an  exceptional  case;  but  he 
boKcnred  that  in  one  solitary  instance 


that  was  the  case.    He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  he  was  fully  justified  in  the 
statement  he  had  made  to  the  effect  that 
the  Bill  had  come  down  to  that  House 
with  very  great  authority.      He   need 
not  deal  with  the  point  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ghreenwich  as  to  the  necessity  of  a 
Bill  of  that  kind  being  supported  both 
by  the  Government  and  by  Convocation, 
because  it  had  been  already  shown  that 
on  that  point  he  could  quote  an  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  his 
present  argument.     But  there  were  one 
or  two  points  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  to  which  he  must  refer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  charged 
him  with   inconsistency,  because  while 
he  had  stated  that  he  would  be  glad  to 
widen  rather  than  to  contract  the  boun- 
dary lines  of  the  Established  Church, 
he  had  stated  that  the  Bill  would  deal 
alike  with  acts  of  omission  and  of  com- 
mission.    He  adhered  to  both  of  those 
statements.     He   would   gladly   widen 
those  limits,  but  he  would  do  it  by  a 
frank  alteration  of  the  law,  and  not  in 
the  mode  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who,  if  he  could  have  his 
way,  would    build  up  a  congeries   of 
Congregational  churches  upon  the  ruins 
of  the  Established  Church.  And  though 
the  Bill  dealt  alike  with  omissions  and 
commissions,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  omitted  to  state  that  it  provided 
against  abuse  by  the  provision  that  it 
should  be  applied  only  to  those  cases 
where,  in  the  discretion  of  one  whose 
discretion  they  had  the  utmost  right  to 
believe  in,  it  should  be  necessary  to  exert 
its  powers.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  he  had  presented  a  false  issue 
to  the  House.    In  his  (Mr.  Eussell  Gur- 
ney's)  simplicity,  he  had  imagined  that, 
in  pointing  out  the  evils  of  the  present 
Act,  and  the  mode  in  which  this  Bill 
would  remedy  those  evils,  he  was  pre- 
senting the  real  issue  to  the  House  wnilo 
asking  it  to  support  the  Bill.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  occupied  a  considerable 
time  in  talking  of  a  Bill  which  had  been 
sketched,  but  he  said  comparatively  littlo 
on  the  only  Bill  that  was  before  the  House. 
There  was  another  point  in  the  measure 
to    which   he    (Mr.    Eussell    Qximey) 
thought  great  force  should  be  attached, 
and  that  was  a  point  also  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  overlooked 
in  the  course  of  his  speech,  and  had  even 
appeared  to    avoid.     The   right   hon. 
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Gentleman  talked  about  the  future  suf- 
ferings of  Low  Churchmen,  and  Broad 
Churchmen,  and  High  Churchmen,  but 
never  once  did  he  say  a  word  about 
the  way  of  remedying  the  evils  of  the 
present  law.  It  was  the  fact  that 
not  a  single  new  ofltence  was  created 
by  this  Bill,  whilst  it  would  un- 
doubtedly save  both  parties  in  any 
lawsuit  from  enormous  expense  and 
firom  enormous  delay.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  had  apparently 
been  in  great  fear  of  the  indiscretion  of 
the  Bishops,  and  it  would  appear  that 
he  had  measured  the  discretion  of  the 
Bishops  by  the  want  of  discretion  in  the 
Members  of  his  own  Cabinet.  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  regarded 
as  an  authority  on  that  subject,  for  he 
had  made  many  Episcopal  appointments. 
Was  it  reserved  until  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  for  the  Bishops  to  become  suddenly 
indiscreet?  They  had  been  invested  with 
the  powers  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  afiraid  for  the  last  40  years. 
The  matter  upon  which  they  were  now 
called  to  decide  was  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Hall),  who  complained  of  the  un- 
certainty of  the  law.  There  were  many 
points  upon  which  the  law  was  per- 
fectly certain,  and  he  wished  to  be 
allowed  to  remind  the  House  that  the 
fear  with  which  the  measure  was  re- 
garded in  certain  quarters  outside  the 
House  was  not  dictated  by  any  annoy- 
ance as  to  tho  imcertaint}'  of  the  law, 
but  by  a  knowledge  of  its  certainty.  The 
most  important  point  of  the  Bill,  and  one 
which  he  particularly  wished  to  come 
into  operation,  was  that  which  provided 
— and  it  was  introduced  at  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  HoTises  of  Convocation 
— that  when  an  offending  clergyman  had 
been  allowed  a  certain  length  of  time  for 
repentance,  he  should,  if  necessary,  be 
not  merely  inhibited,  but  that  he  should 
be  deprived  of  his  living.  One  clergy- 
man— whoso  case  would  shortly  be  before 
the  Court,  and  on  which  he  (Mr.  Russell 
Gumey)  would  express  no  opinion — had 
published  a  letter  in  all  the  newspapers, 
in  which  he  told  them  he  protested 
against  the  constitution  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  as  being  contrary  to  the  law  of 
the  Church.  He  was  not  surprised  that  a 
clergyman  should  have  that  sort  of  mis- 
^ving  about  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  for  he  was  sanctioned 
by   a   high    authority.      He    hcul   re- 
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ceived,  in  the  course  of  that  discussion^ 
documents  which  were  sent  to  him  by 
people  who  desired  to  extend  his  infor- 
mation upon  the  subject  under  debate, 
and  among  various  other  extracts  were 
some  from  a  particular  pamphlet,  which, 
he  thought,  could  hai^y  oe  correctly 
quoted,  and  which  argued  that  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Courts  then  established  were 
not  entitled  to  obedience.  He  obtained 
a  copy  of  that  pamphlet,  and  to  his  sur- 
prise he  discovered  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ghreenwich 
was  the  writer  quoted  as  an  authority 
for  the  statement  that  these  Courts  should 
not  be  recognized.  He  found  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  in  January,  1865,  he  had 
authorized  the  republication  of  a  pamph- 
let, in  which  he  proposed  this  question — 

''  Is  the  present  composition  of  the  Appellate 
Tribunal  conformable  either  to  reason  or  to  the 
statutes  of  the  Reformation  and  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  as  expressed  in  them  (* " 

And  at  the  close  of  an  argument  he 
answered  the  question — 

"And  thus  I  arrive  at  the  answer  to  my 
second  question,  proposed  at  the  outset,  namely, 
this — ^that  the  present  composition  of  the  Appel- 
late Tribimal,  with  regard  to  causes  of  doctrmc, 
is  unreasonable,  unconstitutional,  and  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Reformation  statutes.*' 

The  right  hon  Gentieman  also  said — 

"  Now,  I  say  that  the  intention  of  the  Befbr- 
mation,  taken  generally,  was  to  place  our  religions 
liberties  on  a  footing  analogous  to  that  on  which 
our  ciWl  liberties  had  long  stood.  A  supremacy 
of  power  in  making  and  administering  CSiurcn 
Ijaw  as  well  as  State  Law  was  to  yeet  in  the 
Sovereign ;  but  in  making  Church  Law  he  was 
to  ratify'  the  acts  of  the  Church  herself  repre- 
sented m  Convocation,  and,  if  there  were  need 
of  the  highest  q\\t1  sanctions,  should  have  the 
aid  of  Parliament  also,  and  in  administering 
Chun'h  Law  he  was  to  dischai^  this  function 
through  the  medium  of  Bishops  and  Divines, 
Canonifits  and  Civilians,  as  her  own  most  fully 
authorized,  best  instructed  sons.  But  of  Courts 
of  App<*al  not  composed  of  such  persons,  ap- 
point«Mi  by  Parliamentary  majorities  and  as- 
sentt>d  to  by  the  Sovereign,  on  the  advice  of 
Minii$ters  whom  those  majorities  had  constrained 
him  to  accept,  the  Church  knows  nothing,  and 
this,  whether  such  Courts  be  nominally  composed 
of  her  memlwra  or  not,  except  that  if  tiiey  chance 
not  to  be  so  composed,  tho  evils  of  such  system, 
in  cither  case  intolerable,  arc  only  rendered,  not 
l>erha|)s  more  real,  but  only  the  more  glaring.'* 

[''Divide!"]  He  assured  the  Houe 
that  he  shomd  detain  it  for  but  a  tsw 
moments.  He  wished  once  more  to 
the  necessity  for  inmiediato  • 
evils  of  which  complaint 
growing  daily.    Wluii< 
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of  this  country  together  was  a  fixed 
determination  that  the  law  should  be 
obeyed.  In  another  country,  when 
the  law  was  hateful,  the  appeal  was  at 
once  to  the  barricades.  In  this  country 
the  appeal  was  happily  to  that  Legisla- 
ture. Feeling  as  he  did  the  immense 
importance  of  putting  a  check  at  once  on 
openly  avowed  disobedience  to  the  law, 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would,  at  any 
sacrifice  of  convenience,  pass  the  Bill 
this  Session.  He  himself  would  pro- 
bably be  the  greatest  sufferer  by  such  a 
course,  but  in  asking  the  House  to  pur- 
sue it,  he  was  considering  the  interests  of 
peace  in  their  Church,  and  of  order  and 
good  government. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Seven  aclock. 
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MUNICIPAL  PRIVILEGES  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  132.)     {The  Lord  (THagan.) 

SECOND    READING. 

llrder  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
fead. 


LoED  O'HAGAN :  My  Lords,  when  I 
undertook  the  conduct  of  the  Bill  which 
I  shall  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time,  I  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  I  should  need  to  press  its  proposals 
by  any  laboured  argument.  It  aims 
to  assimilate  the  municipal  law  of  Eng- 
land and  of  Ireland,  and  to  restore  to  im- 
portant institutions,  which  are  common 
to  both  countries,  an  identity  of  privi- 
lege and  action  which  once  existed  and 
was  unhappily  destroyed.  K  it  be  ac- 
cepted by  Parliament,  it  will  confer  on 
the  corporations  of  certain  counties  of 
cities  and  counties  of  towns,  in  Lreland, 
the  power  of  appointing  their  own 
sheriffs  and  clerks  of  the  peace  and  be- 
stowing, on  persons  distinguished  by 
intellectual  eminence  or  public  service, 
the  honorary  freedom  winch  is  in  the 
gift  of  similar  bodies  in  other  districts 
of  the  Empire.  It  seeks  to  restore  those 
rights  only  to  six  Irish  communities, 
whilst  they  are  enjoyed  by  at  least  20 
of  the  municipalities  of  England,  many 
of  which  are  inferior  in  population  and 
social  importance  to  those  in  Ireland, 
which  desire  and  are  denied  them. 
Before  the  Corporate  Reform  Act,  the 
old  corporations  possessed  those  rights, 
and  they  were  conceded  in  the  first  draft 
of  the  measure  of  Lord  l^Ielboume.  But 
when  it  was  introduced,  party  feeling 
was  strong  and  fierce.  In  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  there  was 
great  excitement]on  the  discussions  which 
attended  all  its  stages.  It  was  bitterly 
opposed  by  powerful  minorities  and 
heated  orators,  for  many  troubled  years. 
Its  possible  mischiefs  were  enormously 
exaggerated  ;  its  possible  benefits  were 
magnified,  perhaps,  overmuch  ;  and  it 
was  carried  at  last,  as  is  usual  in 
cases  of  the  kind,  at  the  expense  of  a 
compromise,  involving,  amongst  other 
things,  the  creation  of  a  civil  in- 
equality between  England  and  Ireland 
on  the  matters  which  this  Bill  submits 
for  the  consideration  of  your  Lordships. 
By  its  provisions,  that  inequality  will  be 
done  away,  and  the  Irish  subjects  of 
the  Queen  will  be  relieved  from  the 
rankling  sense  of  inferiority  and  injus- 
tice which  such  invidious  distinctions 
are  ever  calculated  to  produce  when 
they  are  established  without  reason  and 
maintained  without  necessity.  My  Lords, 
a  measure  having  such  a  worthy  pur- 
pose is  surely  entitled  to  your  favourable 
attention,  and  its  history  in  the  House  of 
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GommonB  ought,  in  my  judement,  to  put 
its  acceptance  here  beyond  all  controversy . 
In  that  House,  it  received  the  support  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  In  its 
principle  and  its  details,  it  was  sustained 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant and  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
It  was  settled  by  a  Select  Committee,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  with  the 
aid  of  my  noble  Friend  his  predecessor 
(Lord  Hartington),  and  many  other  able 
and  distinguished  men  ;  and  it  comes  up 
to  your  Lordships,  having  passed  the 
Commons  without  a  division  on  any  one 
of  its  clauses.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, I  might  weU  have  supposed  that 
its  adoption  by  your  Lordships  would 
have  been  unresisted ;  but  I  grieve  to 
find  that  this  is  not  so.  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  means  to  move  its  rejection,  and, 
whatever  may  be  the  issue  of  the  effort, 
I  cannot  but  think  it  had  been  better 
spared  in  the  interests  of  sound  policy 
and  the  promotion  of  that  kindly  feeling 
and  mutual  confidence  which  you  should 
strive  to  cultivate  between  the  English 
and  the  Irish  people.  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  not  countenance  an  oppo- 
sition so  unwise  in  its  conception,  and  so 
likely  to  be  disastrous  in  its  result.  Ton 
will  not  reject  a  Bill  which  is  recom- 
mended by  such  a  weight  of  authority, 
imless  there  be  coercive  reasons  for 
setting  at  nought  the  decision  of  the 
Government,  confirmed  by  the  sanction 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  applauded 
by  men  of  aU  parties  in  that  House,  as 
inaugurating  a  policy  of  justice  and  con- 
ciliation. But,  the  case  does  not  rest  on 
authority  merely.  If  there  had  been  no 
such  full  consideration  and  deliberate 
approval  of  the  measure,  I  would  appeal 
to  your  Lordships  confidently  to  adopt  it 
on  its  merits.  It  asks  that  you  should  deal 
equally  with  the  people  of  aUnited  King- 
dom which  will  find  its  connection  best 
consolidated  by  the  extension  of  common 
privileges  to  all  within  its  bounds.  And, 
for  that  great  purpose,  it  is  surely  impor- 
tant that  unwarrantable  distinctions  in 
the  powers  and  attributes  of  its  mu- 
nicipalities should  not  be  permitted  to 
exist.  To  nations,  such  municipalities 
have  always  been  the  kindliest  fosterers, 
and  the  surest  guards,  of  civil  liberty  and 
healthy  social  progress.  In  the  old 
Homan  times,  and  in  the  Middle  Age, 
and  equally  in  the  modem  world,  they 
have  proved  themselves  the  aptost  in- 
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stroments  of  Givilization — stimulating 
energy,  forming  and  training  opinion, 
teaching  self-respect  and  self-dBpend- 
ence,  and  making  men  recoenize  the 
sacredness  of  public  trust  and  tne  noble- 
ness of  spending  themselves  in  the  dis- 
charge of  public  duty.  But  I  shall  not 
waste  more  words  by  speaking  further 
in  the  abstract  of  such  a  subject.  I 
advert  to  it  at  all,  only  for  the  purpose 
of  saying  that  if  in  England,  who  rests 
so  largely,  for  her  greatness  and  her 
freedom,  on  the  old  feundations  of  her 
system  of  municipal  self-government,  it 
needs  to  be  maintained;  in  Ireland,  the 
wholesome  development  of  that  system 
is  not  less  desirable.  The  things  of 
which  I  have  spoken — the  creation  of  a 
sound  opinion,  the  nurturing  of  the  spirit 
of  self-dependence,  the  recognition  of 
the  seriousness  of  public  responsibility, 
sound  discipline  in  the  conduct  of  pub- 
lic affairs — these  things  are  of  vast  con- 
sequence to  Ireland,  and  to  aid  in  the 
achievement  of  them  aU,  her  municipal 
institutions  should  be  made  assistant  in 
the  spirit  of  a  large  and  liberal  states- 
manship. Whatever  may  have  been 
the  results  of  legislation  heretofore  in 
this  direction,  we  have  no  reason  to 
despair  of  their  improvement  in  the 
future  ;  and  that  improvement  will 
surely  be  promoted  by  a  change,  which, 
whilst  it  will  enlarge  power  and  increase 
responsibility,  will  also  knit  together 
more  closely  the  members  of  the  Empire, 
by  giving  them  a  greater  community  of 
action  and  of  interest.  Assimilation, 
my  Lords,  in  the  laws  and  customs  of 
these  Kingdoms  is  always  desirable, 
when  it  can  properly  be  attained.  Often, 
it  cannot  be.  And  regard  must  be  had 
to  the  varying  incidents  and  the  chang- 
ing phases  of  our  social  life,  when  we 
are  required  to  foUow  in  one  country 
the  example  of  another.  There  are 
differences  in  character,  and  circom- 
stance,  and  progress  which  need  to  be 
considered,  when  we  are  asked  to  as- 
similate; and  assimilation,  merely  for 
the  sake  of  assimilation,  would  some- 
times be  a  mischievous  mistake.  But 
primd  facte,  and  in  the  absence  of  strong 
reason  to  the  contrary,  it  is  plainly  de- 
sirable for  the  general  interest ;  and  in 
the  case  before  your  Lordships,  I  pray 
you  to  consider  that  there  really  is  no 
reason  at  all  for  meting  a  different  mea- 
sure to  England  and  to  Ireland.  What, 
in  this  regard,  is  good  for  the  one  ooun- 
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try  ought  to  be  good  for  the  other ;  and 
if  there  be  eround  for  denying  Ireland 
the  right  she  demands,  on  the  same 
nound  it  should  be  withdrawn  from 
England.  What  suggestion  has  there 
been,  reasonably  justifying  the  denial  ? 
There  was  none  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  there  was  none  before  the  Select 
Committee,  in  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesees  which,  on  the  contrary,  was  all 
fayourable  to  the  claim.  There  is  none 
in  the  Eeport  of  that  Committee.  There 
has  been  none  anywhere,  until  this 
moment.  The  Irish  corporations  exer- 
cise large  powers — large  powers  of 
taxation  and  large  powers  of  patronage. 
They  appoint  important  and  mghly-paid 
officials,  with  much  authority  and  con- 
trol over  affairs.  They  appoint  officers 
whose  election  clothes  them  even  with 
judicial  functions.  And  they  have  ap- 
pointed those  officers  fairly  and  well, 
and  with  a  proper  regard  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  public  service.  Why 
should  they  be  refused  the  right  of 
appointment  to  inferior  positions  ?  Why 
should  it  be  insultingly  asserted,  in  the 
absence  of  all  proof,  that  they  would 
misuse  that  right  and  pervert  it  to  pur- 
poses of  personal  advantage  or  public 
mischief?  What  ground  is  there  for  the 
slanderous  imputation  that,  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, uiey  would  act  with  less 
integrity  or  independence  than  their 
EngUsh  neighbours  ?  What  pretence 
is  there  for  believing,  that  powers 
which  have  been  exercised,  for  ages, 
without  complaint,  in  some  of  the 
smallest  boroughs  in  England,  cannot  be 
safely  entrusted  to  the  great  municipali- 
ties of  Dublin,  Cork,  or  Limerick  ?  And 
if  there  be  no  satisfactory  answers  to 
these  questions,  why  should  you  continue 
to  gall  a  proud  and  sensitive  people  by 
maintaining  an  inequality  which  brands 
them  as  inferior  to  their  fellowmen? 
My  Lords,  as  I  have  said,  I  have  sought 
in  vain  for  reasons  to  justify  such  a 
course  in  the  debates  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  the  deliberations  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  this  Bill.  I  have 
found  them  presented  only  in  three  or 
four  Petitions,  which  have  come  from 
citiasens  of  Dublin  and  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  Conservative  Associations 
in  Limerick  and  Cork.  The  Chambers 
are  private  establishments,  without  any 
representative  authority,  and  of  the 
Conservative  Associations  I  know 
nothing.    But,  the  reasons  they  allege 


seem  to  be  mainly  two.  They  say,  that 
a  sheriff  popularly  elected  may  harm  the 
administration  of  justice  in  executing 
writs  and  simimoning  juries  improperly, 
and  that  the  power  of  making  honorary 
freemen  may  be  used  for  fraudulent 
purposes  in  connection  with  the  corpo- 
ration. Now,  as  to  the  sheriffs — In  the 
first  place,  I  repudiate  the  gratuitous 
assimiption,  that  men  fit  for  the  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  the  shrievalty  would  not 
be  chosen  in  Ireland — men  quite  as  fit 
as  are  chosen  in  England  by  the 
corporations  of  small  communities 
having  no  sort  of  claim  to  superiority 
over  their  Irish  co-mates.  But  next,  so 
far  as  writs  and  executions  are  con- 
cerned, the  sheriff  can  do  no  evil  for 
which  he  is  not  answerable.  And, 
ftirther  still,  in  the  greater  number  of 
the  six  towns  with  which  only  the  Bill 
is  conversant,  the  evidence  before  the 
Select  Committee  clearly  shows,  that 
he  has  little  of  such  business  or  such 
responsibility — so  little,  indeed,  that  Mr. 
De  Moleyns,  a  Queen's  Counsel  of  the 
highest  character  and  largest  experi- 
ence— concurring  with  the  testimony  of 
Dr.  Hancock,  one  of  the  ablest  of  living 
statisticians— described  their  official  occu- 
pations as  '*  illusory."  Clearly,  on  this 
score,  there  is  no  good  ground  for  the  ob- 
jection. And  then,  as  to  the  summoning 
of  juries,  there  are  the  plainest  answers. 
If  by  any  chance  it  should  appear  that 
there  is  the  slightest  danger  of  a  mis- 
carriage in  any  criminal  trial  within  a 
limited  jurisdiction,  the  statute  law 
gives  to  the  public  prosecutor  absolute 
power  of  laying  the  venue  in  the  adjoin- 
ing county,  in  which  the  city  sheriff  is 
wholly  without  influence.  But,  further, 
under  an  Act  which  I  had  myself  the 
honour  of  introducing  to  your  Lordships, 
the  Irish  sheriffs  have  no  longer  any 
power  of  selecting  jurors ;  they  are  merely 
ministerial  officers,  and  they  cannot,  by 
possibility,  affect  the  constitution  of  the 
panel.  This  is  the  law ;  and  I  believe  it 
to  be  a  wise  and  a  beneficent  law,  which 
the  opinion  of  the  country  will  not  per- 
mit to  be  reversed.  I  know  the  violence 
of  opposition  which  that  salutary  Act 
evoked.  I  know  the  denimciations  and 
the  scoffings  and  the  fictions  which  were 
employed  to  discredit  it ;  but  I  believe 
its  principle  to  be  impregnable,  and,  until 
it  is  repealed,  the  main  argument  against 
this  Bill  has  no  colour  of  feasibility. 
Even  if  the  resolutions  of  the  Committee 
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on  that  statute — the  single  one  of  which, 
really  adverse  to  it,  was  carried  only  by  a 
casting  vote — should  be  acted  upon  by 
Parliament,  the  change  would  not  restore 
the  ancient  system  which  gave  official 
power  to  manufacture  juries  at  discre- 
tion, for  the  Report  declares  the  neces- 
sity of  securing  '*  absolute  imparti«dity" 
in  the  empanelling  of  juries,  and  re- 
commends the  use  of  the  Ballot,  in 
criminal  as  in  civil  cases.  Therefore, 
there  is  nothing  in  this  objection ;  and 
when  I  add  that  the  Bill  enables  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  supersede  the  sheriff 
if  fit  occasion  should  arise,  I  think  I 
have  abundantly  disposed  of  any  pre- 
tence which  can  be  urged,  in  the  appa- 
rent interest  of  the  administration  of 
justice.  As  to  the  power  of  making 
honorary  freemen,  the  objection  is  too 
idle  to  need  serious  reply.  The  clause 
was  inserted,  because  it  has  been  found 
unpleasant  that  Irish  corporations  should 
be  unable  to  compliment  persons  of 
high  reputation,  or  public  benefactors, 
as  they  are  complimented  in  Scotland 
and  England.  It  was  thought  too  bad 
that  the  Irish  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  could 
not  receive  in  his  native  land  the  dis- 
tinction bestowed  by  an  English  munici- 
pality, and  I  do  not  believe  that  your 
liOrdships  wiU  grudge  the  privilege 
which  would  have  enabled  his  compa- 
triots to  honour  him  and  gratify  them- 
solves.  The  suggestion  of  possible  fraud 
is  foolish,  and  the  whole  matter,  on 
tliis  branch  of  it,  is  too  trivial  to  warrant 
grave  discussion.  Indeed,  the  Bill 
claims  little,  and,  if  it  passes  into  a  law, 
will  not  accomplish  very  much.  But  it 
touches  equality  and  justice.  It  enables 
your  Lordships  to  do  a  graceful  and  a 
gracious  act.  It  tends  to  assimilate  and 
identify  the  institutions  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  and  so  to  consoli- 
date the  Union  you  desire  to  maintain. 
I  ask  you  to  pause  before  you  reject  this 
l^ill,  and  so  disappoint  expectations 
fairly  formed  and  strongly  encouraged 
by  the  past  action  of  Parliament.  You 
may  adopt  the  measure  with  perfect 
safety,  and  with  the  great  advantage  of 
demonstrating  a  kindly  feeling  and  a 
generous  contidence,  which  will  not  be 
without  appreciation  and  response.  You 
have  a  rare  opportunity  of  dignified 
conciliation  and  concession.  You  can 
conciliate  without  admission  of  weak- 
ness or  risk  of  injury,  and  conciliate 
without     compromise    of  principle    or 

Lord  O'Eagan 


honour.     I  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 

read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Lard  O'Eagan,) 

The  EATtT.  OF  BELMORE,  in  moring 
that  the   Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  three  months,  said,  he  shoiild 
endeavour  to  show — first,  that  it  was  in- 
expedient that  it  should  pass  at  all,  and 
secondly,  that  even  were  it  ever  so  de- 
sirable, that  that  was  not  the  proper 
time.    The  Bill  dealt  with  three  matten 
in  connection  with  the  counties  of  dtiee 
in  Ireland — namely,  with  the  sherifiEs,  the 
clerks  of  the  peace,  and  honorary  bur- 
gesses.   Of  these,  the  first  and  the  last 
were  the  most  important.     As  for  the 
clerks  of  the  peace,  had  they  only  been 
concerned,   probably   the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  would  not  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  bring  it  in,  and  if  they  had  done  so,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Belmore)  would  have  been 
very  unlikely  to  have  taken  up  their 
Lordships'  time  by  opposing  it.     With 
regard  to  the  sherifiBs,  the  Bill  proposed 
to  restore  a  state  of  things  wnicn  was 
done  away  with  by  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations Reform  Act,  1840.    By  that  Act 
the  sheriffs  of  counties  of  cities  were 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  sherifib 
of  the  counties  at  large,  who  were  nomi- 
nated by  the  Crown.    Prior  to  that  Act 
they  were  elected  by  the  corporations, 
and  this  was  the  power  which  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  sought  to  restore.   In 
1840,  the  reform  as  re^irded  the  sherifb 
was  made  by  an  Amendment  in  this 
House,  moved  by  Lord  Lyndhurst.    The 
question  of  municipal  reform  had  been 
before  the  House  several  times.     The 
noble  and  learned  |Lord  had  mentioned 
the  year  1 835.    He  (the  Earl  of  Belnuxre) 
had  not  gone  back  so  far  as  that,  but,  at 
any  rate,  there  was  an  annual  Bill  bom, 
1836  to  1840,  when  the  existing  Act  was 
passed.  In  1836  an  Amendment  appeared 
to  have  been  carried  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  taking  the  power  of  nominat- 
ing sheriffs  from  the  corporations,  and 
vesting  it  in  the  Crown.     The  GK)Yem- 
ment  seemed  to  have  adopted  this  Amend- 
ment in  that  year,  for  he  found  at  page 
1125  of   vol.   xxxii.    of   Eamard  (8rd 
series),  Viscount  Melbourne,  the  I^une 
Minister,  in  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  using  these  words : — 

*'The  Bill,  by  the  53rd  ClauBe,  inyestod  tlia 
Lord  Lieutenant  with  the  power  of  appoantiiig 
Sheriffs  in  the  cities  which  were  coon^iti  of 
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thcmBelres  who  were  elected  by  the  English  now  the  practice  with  respect  to  the  sherififs  of 

Corporation  Bill  by  the  to'^Ti-councillors.     It  coimtieB  throughout  Ireland,  in  the  Lord-Ueu- 

was  hardly  necessary  that  ho  should  explain  to  tenant." — [3  Hansard,  Iv.  191-2.] 

their  l^xiBWps,  it  woidd  bo  much  better  that  the  The  Amendment  was  agreed  to.     He 

^^r'^'^^Z^rf'i^rsSt  ^ad  thus  shown  that  Sie  House  of 
verted  in  the  Crown,  than  that  it  should  be  de-  Ijords  was  consistent  m  maintaining  the 
tennined  by  election."  principle  advocated  by  Lord  Lyndhurst. 

He  (the  Earl  of  Belmore)  thought  that  ^®  ^.^^^  ^"T^  ?^aw  their  Lordships' 

this    was    tolerably    strong    language.  ?ttention  to  the  importance  attached  to 

Passing  by  the  years  1837  and  1838,  in  i*  ^^  ^n  even  greater  man  than  Lord 

1839,  on  the  25th  of  July,  in  Committee  Lyndhurst,  one  who,  whatever  mdivi- 
on  the  Municipal  Corporations  Reform  ^^^Is  might  think  of  him,  was  certainly 
Bill,  he  found  Lord  Lyndhurst  using  the  °^*  ^  bigot.  Sir  Eobert  Peel  concluded 
following  language  — Lord  Melbourne  a  speech  on  the  8th  February  1837,  on 
having  meanwhile  apparently  changed  a  Motion  to  bnng  m  a  Municip^  Corpo- 
his  mmd : rations  Reform  Bill  into  the  House  of 

*  Commons  with  these  words — 

"  First,  with  respect  to  the  sheriffs.     The  ap-  ..  q  v                i              4.1           •  4.  4.        \.:^v.  t 

•^:«^«»J?^»  ^*  ♦!,«  -i^^^-o*-   •      *v             *•        r  **  Ihere  is  only  one  other  point  to  which  J 

pointments  of  the  shenns  in  the  counties  of  •  ^  *        j?         •'1        4.\.     \   \.          _j  x      *v« 

5u:<^  ««^  «^ *:«««*  4.^ -  -^  i^i„^^  -v     ^A  V  wish  to  refer,  and  as  the  best  reward  for  the 

cities  and  counties  of  towns  in  Ireland  should  be    ,„*• ,      -.v.*     .•  ^  *i      tj      ^  v>«„    \^^..  «,« 

«u^  «»^» :«  «.  »u  ^^^^r         •     ^       *•                 n  patience  with  which  the  House  has    done  me 

the  same  in  such  cases  as  m  counties  ffcnerall v.  ItT  v           *    i-  i.      *           t     -n        c           -^1* 

.  „^^. .    .1  .„  T,-„  .,                      J  * v  i.  *i   *  the  honour  to  listen  to  mo,  I  will  confine  mvself 

According  to  this  Bill  it  was  proposed  that  three    ♦.4.1    4.    ,    1      11        *v    ! *• t     .  „;' ;„«i 

^«--.-.«  Jv^  .1^   V.                      J   1   1      4.U     *  to  that,  and  ask  how  the  granting  of  municipal 

persons  should  be  recommended  by  the  town  r           -n  •  *  _c          -^.v  i.u      j    •   •  *    a-    \.£ 

5,  «^:i  „  J  •*  Av    T      1  T  •    A        /  V     1 1      i.  reform  viU  interfere  with  the  admmistration  of 

council,  and  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  not    •  ^-  ^  *     mv  .. a-^  *     u     ,    av« 

he  BatMed,  thm,  othore  should  be  8,-locted.    Ho  J"^'V«  '     ^^  cori>oratioi.8  are  to  have  the 

_.„, ,  .  ^  V        *v        •   •        *  Ai.    T     J  T  •     i.  appointment  of   the  shenffs,  and  consequently 

wished  to  lmvethoop.mon  of  tteUrdLiouten-  tfl-  ^.j^^.^  i„flu.,nce  in  the    administraSon    o^ 

the  town  councils  were  unhtted  to  porfonn  such  ^^^^^'  „f      ^^  ^    conoossion    in   the  present 

a  duty  as  was  dearod  to  ho  conferred  upon  them.  J^,^  ^  ^  ^^^^^  t^t^   j  j    1,^^  ,  ^^^  ^  will 

He  Aould  therefore  propose  that  the  appomt-  ^  jj^  ^^^^^^  „„  ^■^^^  minority,  but  to  deprive 

ment  of  shenffs  in  the  counties  of  cibes  and  ^^^^  „f  jj^j  ^^^  ^„j  independent  action  which 

counties  of  towns  should  take  place  in  the  same  j^  „ecessar>-  for  the  admiSstration  of  justice? 

manner  as  in  the  counties  of  Ireland  srenerallv.       iiij.  i        -xAVi.  xS        v 

w«M^     »o  u  I.  A^  wiuAviinvx  ^A^uuAu  guaii.iaxi,> .      ^j^^  j^^  ^^^  appcal  agaiu  to  that  same  Fox  who 

.  TA  1         J.    r  ±\.         1.1         J    warned  his  audience  ap:ainst  mistaking  paper 

An  earlier  Amendment  of  the  noble  and  regulations  for  practical  institutions— against 
learned  Lord  having  been  carried  by  a   attempting  to  establish  any   identity  of  insti- 

large  majority,  this  one  appeared  to  have  tutions  in  countries  of  different  habits  and 
been  accepted  without  a  division.  In  different  manners,  and  distracted  by  religious 
taAf\   xt.  '        -L'T-        T>*nj     T  ieulous>',  therebv  interfering  with  the  admims- 

1840,  tiie  year  in  which  a  Bill  dealing  Ution  of  justice  and  the  protection  of  equal 
with  the  subject  actually  became  law,  laws,  and  not  giving  that  justice  which  it  was 
rx>rd  Lyndhurst  referred  apparently  to  the  duty  of  every  legislature  to  give  to  the  mi- 
nority as  well  as  the  majority." — [3  Hansard^ 
xxxvi.  401.] 

He  (the  Earl  of  Belmore)  would  ask, 
were  there  now  no  differences?  It  was  true 
that  there  was  no  longer  any  question  of 
Protestant  ascendancy,  which  in  a  legal 
sense  had  ceased  to  exist,  but  were  there  no 
religious  jealousies  ?  was  there  no  party 
feeling  ?  It  was  notorious  that  in  the 
Dublin  Corporation,  party  feelings  ran 
high.  He  would  now  refer  to  the  Petitions 
against  the  Bill.  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons there  were  no  Petitions,  but  in 
this  House  there  were  some,   both  for 


what  had  passed  in  the  previous  year, 
although  Mansard  made  him  mention 
the  year  before  that,  when  he  (the  Earl  of 
Belmore)  did  not  hnd  that  the  point  about 
the  sheriffs  was  raised  in  this  House. 
Lord  Lyndhurst  said — 

**  That  Bill  had  been  amended  in  their  Lord- 
■hips*  House,  with  the  assent  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  he 
WBLW  the  same  reasons  for  proposing  an  Amend- 
ment similar  to  that  which  had  before  received 
the  assent  of  their  Ijordships,  of  which  reasons 
he  conceived  the  strongest  to  be,  that  as  the 
■herifTs  duty  was  magisterial  and  connected 
with  the  highest  department  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  withm  the  law,  that  office  ought  \  and  against  the  Bill,  which  showed,  he 
not  to  be  subjected  to  the  mere  choice  of  the  |  thought,  that  public  opinion  had  not 
person  compoiring  the  Con^^^  to  it  when  it  passed  the 

be  vested  in  the  hrst  magistrate  of  the  country.  I  j  i.  ",,  it_-i 

He  was  not  prepared  to  find  that  this  clause  of  j  second  reading  elsewhere  ;    and  which 
the  Bill  should,  after  the  discussion  which  had  .,  quite  justified  this  House  m  considering, 
taken  place  on  the  occasion  alluded  to,  be  re- 
stored   to  its  original  state.    He  should  now 

SS^^o'S.t'Sral.pm^nlo^L'rriff'o?   f^'f;,^'''  ''^^K'^'i'T?.'^  ^"^ 
corporations  in  the  cities,  boroughs,  and  towns  '  (Lord  U  Magan)    said,   that  the   oppo- 

of  counties  in  Ireland,  should  be  vested,  as  was  I  sition    to    the    Bill    "WQA    ioo^^,   ^xA 

VOL  CCXXJ.    [TsmD  aEBiEB.]         '         E 


and  him  in  asking  the  House  to  con- 
sider, if  the  Bill  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
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jurors  were  summoned,  of  whom  46  were 
required  for  fiscal  business,  and  the  re- 
maining 380  for  trials  of  which  there 
were  none  ;  in  Kilkenny  620  jurors  were 
summoned  to  try  an  average  of  two  pri- 
soners in  each  Court ;  and  at  Drogheda, 
632  for  an  average  of  1}  prisoners  in 
each  Court.  At  the  same  time  the  average 
number  of  records  were,  at  Caxrickfereofl 
none ;  at  Kilkenny,  one ;  and  Drogheda, 
two.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  said 
there  would  be  nothing  for  these  sherift 
to  do,  which  seemed  to  him  (the  Earl  of 
Belmore)  to  be  a  strong  reason  against 
the  Bill.  No  doubt  Dublin  was  a  large 
city,  and  he  did  not  object  to  its  having 
a  separate  jurisdiction,  but  he  thought 
that  tliese  other  small  jurisdictions  ought 
to  bo  abolished.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  r€*f erred  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  Juries.  It  was  true  that  bj 
a  recent  Act  passed  by  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  the  power  of  selecting  juries 
had  been  taken  from  the  sherifis,  and  an 
alphabetical  system  substituted ;  but 
that  arrangrement  had  worked  so  badly 
that  it  could  hardly  be  said  to  have 
worked  at  all.  The  Petitioners  affainst 
the  Bill  had  referred  to  a  poasibihty 
of  the  sheriff  having  again  to  select 
juries,  and  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  recommended  a 
return  to  the  old  system  with  certain 
modifications  for  securing  impartiality. 
He  ,tlie  Earl  of  Belmore)  thoueht  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Loid  had  uuled  to 
show  any  reason  why  this  retrogade 
rotiiiiriisi:  siuh  qiialirlrati-r.,  ami  to  u  Atcu-d  on  I  measure  should  pass,  and  he  concluded 

th.  To^-n  r..nn.  il  and  to  th.  ..ff..^  of  Mavor  to     ^^.^  ^^^^^.j^^  ^j^^^  j^  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^ 

that  dav  thrc'e  months. 


he  had  treated  the  Petitions  against 
it  lightly.  He  (the  Earl  of  Belmore) 
would  not  refer  to  those  which  came 
from  bodies  such  as  the  Dublin  Constitu- 
tional Club,  because  they  might  be  said  to 
be  of  a  mere  party  nature ;  but  were  such 
bodies  as  the  Dublin  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce or  the  similar  bodies  in  Limerick 
and  Cork  not  entitled  to  consideration  ? 
The  Dublin  Chamber  of  Commerce  said 
in  their  Petition,  a  copy  of  which  he 
held  in  his  hand — 

"  That  in  the  present  stato  of  this  Country  the 
]>roposed  tran^sfer  of  the  appointments  of  Sheriff8 
und  Clerks  of  the  Peace  from  the  Crown  would 
lie  a  most  dan^rous  exjw'riment,  and  highly 
detrimental  to  the  duf*  administration  of  Jus- 
tice. 

"  That  inasmuch  as  the  duty  of  executinjjf  the 
Writs  of  the  Crawn  and  the  judirments  of  the 
Courts  of  Law,  and,  it  may  be,  thv  whole  prac- 
tical workine  f»f  the  Jury  Systnn  will  devolve 
upon  the  Sheriff,  his  appuiutment  oueht  not  to  It* 
left  to  tilt-  rhani.-<  >  of  P;iriy  or  Politii*al  Eht- 
tions. 

"  That  in  the  le\'}-incr  of  Executions  for  deht 
in  Lirire  commen-inl  transactions,  u  vorv  heavy 
jicnniarj'  nsjKmsiliility  fn>i|uently  rests  on  the 
Sht  riff;  and  it  is  thenfon*  ne<'eMar\- that  onlv 
j^rsi'ns  K}i  estahlishid  >ocial  position  and 
J  r.-i  i-rty  should  Ik*  a]i}K>inted  to  the  office. 

••  111  at  it  is  ver\-  unliki'lv  this  result  will  lie 
retained  hy  a  pi  pular  elfcti»»n  surh  as  ]irop«">sed. 
«r  that  suitable  jh-i-sons  will  cons«-nt  under  such 
I  ir^'unistanci-s  to  bt*  jiut  in  numination  fur  this 
t»iKi'e.  M-ith  its  attendant  fXjH-nsts  and  respon- 
sibilities. 

"  Thi»t  the  provision  in  thi^  Bill  for  cnnferrine 
x'Ti  thf  Town  Couneils  thi*  fn^wrr  ot  makinjr  an 
unlimitt-d  number  of  H«»nor:ir\'  Bunjvsses  is 
hisrhly  i»bjeitiMnalile.  as  it  wtitild  enaVile  persons 
havin:;  no  r,ualii?i  ation  as  ratepay«rs  <»r  rtsi- 
df nts  to  K-  api\iintid   ti»  lorj^ 'rate  r-ilicis,  now 


thf  t  xclusiou  of  duly  qualiM»tl  liti/ens." 


An  Amendment  moved  to  leaye  out 
/•now"^  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months."^ — [TTie  Earl  of  Belmore,') 


As  repanled  the  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  it  appeared  that  that  of  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Dublin  was  nprood  to  by  a  bare 
quorum,  col  u  it  id  with  ditRiulty.  and 
aftor  waiting:  upwanls  of  an  hour,  whilst  j  The  Rvrl  of  LIMERICK  said*  he 
that  from  Curk  was  only  pas^td  by  sus-  •  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  support  the 
peudiup:  the  >!andin«ruRltii:.  ThonoMo  !  Amenilmt-nt.  The  reasons  put  forward 
and  hamed  L<»rd  had  rofi'rrod  to  the  ■  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Sflect  CoinmitToo  on  the  Bill  in  tlie  .  O'llajran'  in  favour  of  the  Bill  were  not 
Houst^  of  Commons.  Tlie  ovitli-nco  i  reasons  i»f  praaital  utility,  but  aenti- 
takon  before  thai  roi..u:i:toe  had  been  '.  mental  reasons.  The  difficulties  eon- 
i nmniunioatt  d  to  this  Rouse,  and  he  the  :  neotid  with  such  a  change  were  consider- 
Earl  of  Belmore'  had  read  it.  It  .  able.  Oni»  thing  imi>ortant  to  consider 
showed,  not  a  case  for  the  Bill,  but  how  was.  wlunher  the  same  state  of  feeling 
jrrt-at  an  anomaiv  there  was  in  mair.tain-  which  oxistinl  in  England  and  Scotland 
ing  thi-o  separate  jurisdiitiiais  at  all.  "  i:i  n-spci:  oi  municipal  institutions  and 
At  Carriikiergus.  wliiia  had.  for  some  pri>ilcgcs  o^i>tod  in  Ireland  also,  so  as 
reasun  of  whi^h  he  was  no:  aware,  ■  to  make  it  desirable  to  extend  to  Ireland 
dropped  out  of  the  Bill  in  the  Select  the  same  privileges  as  in  the  sister 
Committee,  i:  appeared  that  in  1  S7*J.  426  ,  Kingdoms  ?     "  ■ftht  it  plain  it  did 
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not.  ElectionB  would  be  often  decided 
on  political  and  reHeious  grounds  rather 
than  on  personal  ntness,  thus  aggra- 
vating the  dissentions  which  now  un- 
happuy  were  frequent.  It  was  true 
that  in  England  the  risht  of  electing 
their  shenJOPs  enjoyed  by  counties  of 
oitiea,  and  counties  of  towns  which 
possessed  that  right  before  the  Muni- 
oipal  Beform  Act,  had  not  been  taken 
away  by  that  Act,  while  the  right 
of  cities  and  towns  in  Ireland  similarly 
priTileged  was  taken  away  by  the  Irish 
Aet  in  1840,  yet  the  system  had  not  been 
extended  in  England ;  and  that  bethought 
was  an  arg^ument  against  restoring  it  to 
the  Irish  cities,  from  whom  it  had  been 
taken.  Petitions  very  influentially  signed, 
from  Limerick  and  other  cities,  had  been 
presented  against  the  Bill,  and  there  was 
no  strong  expression  of  public  feeling  in 
its  fayour.  He  believed  that  in  voting 
against  the  Bill  he  was  only  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  best  interests  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

liOBD  USGAB  was  for  equalizing  the 
institutions  of  both  countries  as  far  as 
possible;  but  he  doubted  very  much 
whether  the  appointment  of  Sheriffs  was 
a  privilege  which  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  any  municipal  body;  and  certainly  lie 
thought  that  in  Ireland  it  was  not  desira- 
ble to  entrust  the  municipal  corporations 
with  the  appointment  of  persons  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice. 
He  had  presented  a  Petition  from  citizens 
of  Dublin  against  the  Bill.  That  was 
not  a  party  Petition,  but  was,  as  he  was 
informed,  numerously  signed  by  men  of 
different  parties.  As  to  sentimental 
reasons  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  there  had 
been  of  late  too  much  sentiment  and  too 
much  sensational  legislation  in  reference 
to  Ireland.  Many  persons  in  Ireland 
viewed  this  Bill  with  more  alarm  than 
he  did  himself.  Very  competent  autho- 
rities had  given  it  as  their  opinion  that 
in  England  those  small  jurisdictions 
should  be  abolished;  but  no  Govern- 
ment had  been  powerful  enough  to 
abolish  them,  such  was  the  influence 
which  they  derived  from  their  local 
patronage.  But  if  they  could  not  abolish 
these  jurisdictions,  they  ought  not  to 
extend  them.  Take  the  case  of  one  of 
the  towns  included  in  this  Bill — Drog- 
heda.  It  had  14,000  inhabitants.  It 
had  a  Orand  Jury  and  a  Corporation, 
one  of  which  bodies  expended  JB4,000 
a  year  and  the  other  £3,000.  There  was 
H  Secretary  for  the  Orand  Jury  and  a 


Town  Clerk  for  the  Corporation.  In 
addition,  it  was  now  proposed  that  the 
Corporation  should  have  power  to  ap- 
point a  Sheriff  and  a  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 
On  the  whole,  he  thought  the  subject 
was  one  which  the  Oovemment  would 
do  well  to  take  into  their  own  hands. 
If,  however,  this  was  not  done,  and  the 
Bill  passed  the  second  reading,  he  would 
suggest  that  it  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  in  order  that  the  subject 
might  be  considered  in  all  its  bearings, 
widi  some  reference  to  the  course  in- 
tended to  be  taken  in  regard  to  the  Jury 
Laws  in  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  BANDON  opposed  the 
Bill,  remarking  that  he  had  presented  a 
Petition  from  Cork — one  of  the  cities 
that  were  counties  in  themselves,  and 
which  consequently  was  immediately 
interested  in  the  question — against  the 
Bill.  The  Irish  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions exercised  the  power  they  already 
possessed  before  proposing  to  extend 
them.  The  propossd  now  under  their 
Lordships'  consideration  was  introduced 
in  the  other  House  by  the  leader 
of  the  Home  Eule  party,  a  party  who 
were  anxious  to  pass  any  measure 
which  would  give  increased  power  to  the 
Municipal  Corporations  of  Ireland  ;  and 
he  ventured  to  suggest  that  before 
passing  this  Bill  they  would  do  well  to 
inquire  how  these  Corporations  had  ex- 
ercised the  powers  which  they  tad  pos- 
sessed for  the  last  35  years.  What 
Ireland  required  was  not  a  continuance 
of  sensational  legislation,  but,  rather, 
sober  measures  calculated  to  increase 
the  material  prosperity  of  the  country 
and  add  to  the  happiness  of  the  people. 

Eael  OEANVILLE  said,  that  their 
Lordships  were  entitled  to  know  before 
voting  on  this  Bill,  whether  or  not  it 
had  the  approval  of  the  Oovemment, 
for  he  held  that  whenever  measures 
affecting  the  administration  of  justice 
were  brought  forward  the  opinion  of  the 
Oovemment  ought  to  be  clearly  stated. 
The  necessity  for  such  a  course  was  the 
stronger  on  tiie  present  occasion,  because 
this  was  one  of  several  similar  Bills 
which  had  been  introduced,  and  with 
regard  to  which  the  Oovemment  had 
taken  different  lines  of  action  He 
thought  that  both  in  that  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  they  should 
be  anxious  to  remove  all  unnecessary 
differences  between  the  two  countries, 
and  he  thought  that  a  good  p^rmd  Jacxe 
case  had  been  made  out,  "b-j  \na  Ti<e!<^<b 
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and  learned  Friend  (Lord  O'Hagan)  in 
favour  of  this  Bill,  but  he  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  say  distinctly  what 
was  their  view.  Nothing  could  be  more 
unsatisfactory  than  that  the  Government 
should  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
assent  to  a  Bill  of  a  popular  character 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  then  leave 
their  Lordships  in  the  invidious  position 
of  rejecting  the  measure  in  the  absence 
of  either  support  or  opposition  from  the 
Government. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
did  not  think  Her   Majesty's   Govern- 
ment  deserved    the    rebuke    they  had 
just  received  from  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Grranville),  inasmuch  as  it  was  not  un- 
natural that  he  should  have  refrained 
from   addressing  the  House  until  their 
Lordships  had  had  the  opportunity  of 
hearing  what  were  the  opinions  of  those 
noble  Lords  who  were  more  intimately 
connected  with  Ireland  on  the  subject. 
The  noble  Earl  might,  too,  he  thought, 
have  seen  that  he  was  about  to  address 
their  Lordships  when  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville)  himself  rose,  and  that 
he  gave  way  to  him.     Ho  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Earl — and  the  argument 
was  a  plausible  one — that  in  regard  to 
municipal  corporations  in  Ireland  there 
should  be  granted  such  privileges  as, 
under  present  circumstances,  were  pos- 
sessed by  the    municipal    corporations 
in   England.    But  a  circumstance  had 
occurred  which  had  somewhat  altered 
their   position    towards    the    measure, 
and  as  it  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance,  ho  wished   for  a  moment  to 
direct  their  Lordships'   attention  to  it. 
He  alluded  to  the  Report  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
reference    to  the  duty  of  empanelling 
jurors  for  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  criminal  Courts,  and  which  was 
one  of  the  main  funrtions  appertaining 
to  the  office  of  Sheriff.    It  was  proposed 
in  the   Bill  to  give  to  six  counties  of 
towns  —  Dublin,  Cork,   Limerick,  Kil- 
kenny, Waterford,  and  Drogheda — the 
right  of   electing    their    own    Sheriffs. 
Now,    he    believed    he    was    right   in 
saying  that  the   jurisdiction  exorcised 
within   the  ambit  of  these   towns  was 
very    large,    if    not    the    largest   por- 
tion of  the  criminal  jurisdiction  of  Ire- 
land :  —  so    that   the    consideraticm    of 
how    far    thev  should    modifv  the  svs- 
tern     of    summoning   jurors    in   those ' 
places  became  an  important  one.   Now, . 
there  was  no  question   which  excited  I 
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greater  interest  in  Ireland  than   that 
which   related   to    the    summoning  of 
jurors.    It  was  a  mistake  to   suppose 
that  the  Bills  of  1838  and   1840  pnh 
posed  to  confer  upon  corporate  towns 
the  choice  of  the  Sheriffs.     On  the  con- 
trary, the  provision  made  was  that  thej 
should  submit  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
the  names  of  three  burgesses  whom  they 
might  consider  fit  and  proper  persons  to 
serve  the  office  of  Sheriff,  out  of  whicli 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to  select  one. 
If  the  Lord  Lieutenant  rejected  all,  thej 
were  to  submit  the  names  of  three  other 
persons;   and    in    the   event    of  these 
.  being  all  rejected,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
I  was  to  appoint  persons  of  his  own  selec- 
tion.   That  proposal  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
;  was  not  approved  by  their  Lordshipe' 
;  House,  and  the  arrangement  that  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  nominate  the 
Sheriffs  was  adopted.     To  revert  to  the 
question  of  the  summoning  of  juron. 
Of  course,  under  the  then  existing  sys- 
tem the  Sheriff  had  exercised  consider- 
able discretion  in  constituting  the  jozy 
panel,  and  had  continued  to  do  so  unS 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  O'Hagan)  became  law.  After  that 
time,  what  was  called  a  dictionary  ar- 
rangement was  made,  the  names  of  the 
jurors  being  taken  in  alphabetical  order 
— the  office  of  the  Sheriff  becoming  in 
that  respect  little  more  than  ministerial 
It  was,  be^'ond  question,  most  important 
that  in  all  cases  of  a  political  kind  the 
jurors   should  be  summoned  as  indif- 
ferently as  possible.    Now,  he  wished  to 
speak  of  corporate  bodies — to  whom  the 
power  and  duty  in  question  was  practi- 
cally transferred — with  all  possible  re- 
spect ;  but  their  Lordships  could  not  but 
be  aware  that  in  no  place  were  political 
subjects  more  keenly  discussed  than  in 
those  corporations,  and  that  those  sub- 
jects might  become  and  did  become  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  crimi- 
nal justice  in  those  cases  which  over 
and  over  again  occurred  in  Ireland.    In 
order  therefore   to   guard  against  the 
possibility  of  a  Sheriff  being  influenced 
bv    anv    bias    of    that    kind,    it   had 
become    desirable    that    some    change 
should  be  made  in  the  method  of  sum- 
moning jurors,    and  the  question  waa 
in  wliat  direction  that  change   afapuld 
be   made.     A    number  of   suggestions 
had  been  made  bv  a  Select  Committee 
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sidered and  reported  upon  the  jurjs^ 
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tern  in  Ireland.  They  stated  unani- 
mously that  it  was  indispensable  to  the 
due  administration  of  justice  that  the 
system  of  providing  juries  should  be 
Buch  as  to  secure  perfect  impartiality  in 
respect  of  the  jury  panels,  and — with 
three  dissentients — they  added  that  the 
system  of  summoning  by  the  ''  diction- 
ary "  process  had  not  worked  well  and 
required  alteration.  They  also  stated 
as  their  opinion  that  the  distinction  be- 
tween the  jury  lists  for  counties  and 
counties  of  towns  ought  to  be  abolished. 
If  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  were 
passed,  he  thought  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House  to 
consider  those  suggestions ;  and  he  asked 
whether  it  was  likely  they  could  expect 
a  Beport  upon  the  subject  during  the 
present  Session  ? 

Lord  CAEUNGFOED  said,  that  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
yemment  was  tantamount  to  moving 
that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months.  The  mea- 
sure had  a  singular  Parliamentary  his- 
tory. It  obtained  the  decided  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  especially 
of  the  Irish  Government,  in  the  other 
House ;  it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, presided  over  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  and  on  its  coming 
back  to  the  House  it  was  approved  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  was 
passed  with  the  favour  of  both  sides  of 
the  House.  It  was,  he  thought,  rather 
extraordinary  that  a  measure  which  had 
received  the  support  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
when  it  was  before  the  Honse  of  Com- 
mons should  have  received  such  hard 
treatment  from  the  Lord  Chancellor 
when  it  came  up  to  their  Lordships' 
House.  No  doubt,  since  the  measure  was 
read  a  third  time  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons a  Conmiittee  had  reported  on  the 
present  Jury  Laws  of  Ireland,  and  in 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment their  Beport  had  changed  the 
whole  situation,  and,  having  supported 
th€t  Bill  in  one  House,  the  Government 
were  determined  to  oppose  it  in  the 
other.  As  far  as  he  could  see,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Keport  of  that  Committee 
which  could  help  their  Lordships  to  de- 
cide the  question  whether  it  was  safe  to 
give  the  power  of  electing  their  Sheriffs 
to  the  corporate  bodies  of  these  six  Irish 


towns — and  since  no  doubt  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  Attorney  General  must 
have  had  the  jury  question  in  their 
minds  when  they  expressed  their  ap- 
proval of  the  Bill,  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  their  Lordships  should  not  read  it 
a  second  time  at  once.  He  protested 
against  the  assumption  that  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  last  two  years  with  regard  to 
Irish  juries  was  to  be  reversed,  and  he 
warned  the  Government  that  they  were 
running  the  risk  of  inflating  a  very 
small  matter  into  one  of  great  import- 
ance as  regarded  the  feelings  of  the 
Irish  people. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  their  Lordships 
divided : — Contents,  46  ;  Not-Contents, 
56 :  Majority  10. 

Resolved  in  the  Negative  ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  2'  thie  day  three  monthe. 
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AGKl  CULTURAL    TENANTS    IMrROATC- 
MENTS  BILL— (No.  149). 
{T/iv  Marquetsft  of  Huntly.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Marquess  of  HL^TLY,  in 
moving  tliat  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  he  admitted  that 
leg^islation  was  not  so  much  required  for 
the  protection  of  tenants  of  large  landed 
estates  in  the  hands  of  individual  owners, 
as  for  those  of  estates  held  by  corporate 
bodies  and  trustees.  These  wore  neither 
fow  in  number  nor  small  in  extent,  and 
in  respoct  of  the.«e  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  would  bo  most  beneficial.  In  the 
case  of  those  held  by  corporations,  there 
were  generally  no  funds  by  which  the 
necossarv  improvements  could  be  effected ; 
and  in  the  case  of  land  held  in  trust, 
there  were  ob^'ious  piaidential  reasons 
why  the  trustees  were  unwilling  or  un- 
able to  do  so.  lie  thought,  therefore, 
that  anv  lejijislation  bv  which  the  tenants 
fihould  be  enabled  to  make  the  improve- 
ments themselves,  without  the  risk  of 
Insiny:  their  monev,  could  not  but  be  of 
public  advantage.  The  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  was  most  injunous. 
He  knew  a  case  of  an  estate  in  one  of 
the  Midland  Counties  which  was  devised 
bv  will  to  a  tenant  for  life,  and  then  to 
tru:^tees  for  21  years.  The  consequence 
was  that  nothing  had  been  done  for 
voars ;  the  buildiujj:s  wore  in  a  ruinous 
condition,  and  the  laud  was  utterly  un- 
improved.    He  had  obtained  some  in- 


formation with  respect  to  the  estates  held 
by  corporations  in  Scotland,  and  as  the 
result  of  his  inquiries  ho  found  that  in 
the  county  of  Aberdeen,  out  of  a  rental 
of  £267,000,  no  loss  than  £160,000  was 
held  by  trustees  or  corporate  bodies. 
Again,  in  Edinburgh,  out  of  estates  the 
rentals  of  which  amounted  to  £580,000 
a-year,  property  to  the  value  of  £  163,000 
a-year  was  held  by  corporations;  and 
with  respect  to  Eenfrewshire,  the  pro- 
portion was  as  £560,000  to  £112,000.  If, 
therefore,  that  was  the  case  with  respect 
to  two  or  three  Scotch  counties,  they 
might  judge  of  the  value  of  the  land 
held  by  corporate  bodies  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Kingdom.  The  object  of 
the  present  Bill  was  to  secure  for  a|;ri- 
cultiLral  tenants  the  value  of  any  im- 
provements which  they  made  during 
their  occupancy,  whether  permanent  or 
temporary,  on  a  scale  proportioned  to 
the  durability  of  the  improvements.  He 
had  tried  to  keep  two  things  in  view- 
non-interference  with  legal  customs  and 
freedom  of  contract.  From  all  that  he 
had  heard,  there  was  not  the  slightest 
chance  of  success  in  endeayouring  to 
import  any  new  custom  into  a  part  of 
the  country  in  which  it  did  not  pre- 
viously exist.  All  attempts  that  nad 
been  made  hitherto  in  that  direction  had 
completely  failed.  He  had,  therefore, 
inserted  in  the  Bill  a  clause  to  the  effect 
that  there  should  be  no  compensation  for 
any  improvement  made  under  Act  or 
custom.  The  next  point  which  he  had 
in  view  was  the  maintenance  of  freedom 
of  contract.  He  had  been  told  that  he 
had  not  attained  that  object  in  the  Bill; 
but  it  was  certainly  intended  to  secure 
it,  and  if  it  did  not  in  its  present  shape, 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  a  clause  inserted 
which  would  do  so.  He  admitted  that 
there  wore  great  difficulties  in  framing  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  so  as  to  avoid 
making  it  too  free  on  the  one  hand  and 
too  restricted  on  the  other.  What  he 
proposed  was,  that  when  a  contract  was 
silent  upon  those  improvements  which 
were  mentioned  in  the  Schedides  to  the 
Bill,  it  shoidd  come  into  operation.  The 
4th  clause  provided  that — 

'*  This  Art  shall  not  apply  to  anything  u  an 
iniprin'CTiient  whicli  a  tcDant  is  by  a  contract  of 
tfn;incy  takinp  rffcrt  before  the  commencemeDt 
of  this  Act  expn^sly  or  by  necessary  impIicatioD 
bouud  or  forbidden  to  do.** 

He  proposed  to  insert  in  the  clause  the 
words,   ''  in  respect  to  which  any  oon- 


109       Agricultural  TenanU         (July  16,  1874)        Improvements  Bill, 


110 


tract  of  tenancy  makes  no  express  pro- 
fision" — this  would  avoid  all  appearance 
of  interfering  with  contract.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  with  him  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  a  state  of  law  under 
which  there  should  be  a  constant  im- 
pToyement  on  the  land,  and  any  measure 
which  would  effect  that  object  would  be 
a  g^at  boon  to  all  classes.  He  had 
divided  the  improvements  contemplated 
by  this  Act  into  two  classes — permanent 
improvements,  which  went  to  benefit  the 
owner  of  the  land — such  as  drainage, 
building,  reclamation  of  waste  land, 
fencing,  roads,  cottages,  farm  buildings, 
and  the  introduction  of  water  or  steam- 
power  to  farm  buildings — and  temporary 
improvements,  such  as  sub- soiling,  re- 
moving of  stones,  surface  draining, 
manuring  by  phosphates  amounting  to 
at  least  10  cwt.  of  bones  per  acre,  or  the 
equivalent  thereof  in  phosphate  of  lime, 
Uming,  laying  down  permanent  grass, 
&c.,  and  so  on,  which  should  be  done 
within  seven  years  before  the  termi- 
nation of  tenancy.  He  proposed  that 
where  any  differences  arose  between 
landlord  and  tenant  with  respect  to  the 
value  of  the  improvement,  or  its  dura- 
tion, that  it  should  be  decided  by  an 
arbitrator  appointed  by  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners.  He  was  told  that  the 
weak  part  of  the  Bill  was  that  which 
made  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  the 
authority  under  the  Bill.  He  preferred 
them  because  they  were  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  the  matter,  and  had  the 
management  of  the  Land  Improvement 
Act.  The  award  of  thu  arbitrator  so 
appointed  would  be  conclusive.  A  tenant 
proposing  to  make  a  permanent  improve- 
ment would  serve  a  notice  upon  his  land- 
lord, and  upon  the  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners. If  no  objection  were  made  he 
would  be  allowed  to  proceed,  subject  to 
inspection,  and  when  the  work  was 
finished  he  would  receive  a  certificate 
from  the  Inclosure  Commissioners,  and 
upon  receiving  the  certificate  would  be 
entitled  to  receive  on  the  expiring  of  his 
tenancy  compensation  in  respect  of  the 
value  of  the  imexhausted  benefit.  In 
respect  of  temporary  improvements  he 
would  also  be  entitled  to  compensation, 
but  only  to  the  annual  average  value  of 
the  fertilizers  or  com  mentioned  in  the 
Schedule.  The  compensation  would  be 
subject  to  deductions  for  dilapidation, 
and  the  tenant  would  be  obliged  to  hand 
over   the  works  in  tcnantable  repair. 


The  landlord  would  also  be  allowed  to 
charge  the  holding  with  an  annuity  upon 
certain  terms  and  conditions.  The  mat- 
ter was  not  new  to  their  Lordships.  In 
the  Sessions  of  1849,  1850,  and  1851,  a 
Bill  had  been  introduced  which  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  In  1 848 
Mr.  Pusey's  Committee  reported  in 
favour  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  as  being 
likely  to  extend  employment  and  improve 
agriculture.  The  Prime  Minister,  the 
other  night,  expressed  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  general  principle,  and  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  had  passed  re- 
solutions in  favour  of  giving  the  tenant- 
farmers  compensation  for  unexhausted 
improvements.  He  had,  therefore, 
brought  forward  the  present  Bill,  be- 
lieving that  the  matter  could  not  be 
discussed  by  their  Lordships  without 
benefit  to  the  interests  of  agriculture  in 
Great  Britain. 

Moved, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Marquess  ofSuntly,) 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  said,  he 
could  not  but  think  the  noble  Marquess 
would  have  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
if  he  had  abstained  from  laying  upon 
their  Lordships'  Table  this  crude  and 
ill-considered  Bill,  the  more  especially 
as  it  was  his  impression  that  he  had 
neither  the  wish  nor  the  expectation 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  a  second  read- 
ing ;  because  the  noble  Marquess  must 
be  perfectly  aware  that  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  it  was  impossible  for  this 
measure,  dealing  with  so  large  a  subject 
and  involving  such  important  interests, 
to  pass  into  law  during  the  short  re- 
mainder of  the  Session.  It  was,  indeed, 
a  most  objectionable  practice,  and  one 
which  he  strongly  deprecated,  to  bring 
in  Bills  without  either  the  hope  or  ex- 
pectation of  carrying  them.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
have  done  better  if  he  had  reduced  his 
views  into  the  form  of  a  pamphlet,  or  if 
he  had  called  a  meeting  of  his  friends 
and  tenantry  in  Aberdeenshire  and  enun- 
ciated views  which  possibly  might  not 
have  been  unpalatable  to  some  of  his 
friends  in  that  part  of  the  country.  He 
objected,  however,  to  bringing  in  a  Bill 
without  the  least  intention  of  carrying 
it,  because  it  would  give  rise  to  hopes 
and  expectations  out-of-doors  the  realiza- 
tion of  which  there  was  no  possibility  of 
fulfilling.  He  thought,  moreover,  that 
questions  of  this  kind  should  be  dealt 
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with  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  and  with  a  fair  prospect 
on  their  part  of  carrying  a  Bill  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue.  With  regard  to  the  measure 
itself,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  kind  of  ex- 
aggerated Irish  Land  Act.  The  most 
arbitrary  tenant-right  which  had  ever 
been  introduced  was  milk-and-water 
compared  with  this  measure.  Surely 
the  landlords  of  Great  Britain  had  done 
nothing  to  their  tenantry  which  war- 
ranted any  attempt  at  dealing  with  them 
in  the  manner  in  which  they  would  be 
if  this  Bill  passed  into  law.  He  was  not 
going  to  be  drawn  into  a  discussion  on 
the  subject  of  tenant-right,  nor  did  he 
think  this  a  fitting  occasion  on  which  to 
enter  on  a  discussion  of  that  matter, 
further  than  it  was  affected  by  the  Bill 
now  under  consideration.  The  noble 
Marquess  himself  stated  that  this  mea- 
sure was  not  required  for  the  vast  ma- 
lorityof  the  lauded  estates  in  this  country, 
but  to  certain  lands  hold  by  corporations. 
Why.  then,  if  it  was  not  required  for 
landed  property  generally  should  it  be 
forced  upon  the  attention  of  Parliament 
at  all  ?  The  noble  Marquess  said  that, 
from  some  information  he  had  received 
from  Scotland,  it  was  required  for  the 
pui-pose  of  enabling  the  tenants  to  obtain 
compensation  from  certain  bodies  of  trus- 
tees. Ho  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  it  was ;  but  if  so,  surely  the  better 
course  for  the  noble  Marquess  to  have 
pursued  would  have  been  to  introduce 
some  Bill  to  relieve  those  particular 
tenants  from  the  disabilities  under  which 
he  conceived  them  to  labour,  and  to  as- 
similate their  condition  to  that  of  other 
tenants.  The  noble  Marquess  told  them 
that  the  Bill  did  not  interfere  with  cus- 
toms. Why,  it  interfered  with  eveiy 
custom  that  existed  in  the  countrv  from 
Land's  End  to  John  o'  Groat's.  The  noble 
Marquess  also  said  it  did  not  interfere 
with  the  riglits  of  property  and  the  free- 
<lom  of  contract.  Tiiat  was  the  very 
thing  it  did  interfere  with,  for  if  it  did 
not  the  Bill  would  not  be  worth  the 
paper  on  which  it  was  printed.  It  not 
only  dealt  with  property  and  freedom  of 
contract,  but,  in  point  of  fact,  it  put  an 
end  altogether  to  freedom  of  contract. 
The  noble  ^farquess  admitted  tliat  the 
4th  clause  was  obscure,  and  that  it  would 
require  the  insertion  of  words  to  make  it 
clearer.  He  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
did  not  think  that  anv  words  ho  mijrht 
put  in  would  make  it  sufficiently  clear  to 
prevent  its  bfing  considered  an  inter- 
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ference  with  the  rights  of  propei^. 
What  did  the  noble  Marquess  do  ?  He 
handed  over  the  whole  property  of  the 
country  to  the  tenants,  and  took  it  en- 
tirely out  of  the  hands  of  the  land- 
owners; or  rather,  he  might  say,  he 
took  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  landownen 
and  placed  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Indo- 
sure  Commissioners.  Now,  one  of  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners  he  knew  to  be 
an  excellent  practical  farmer,  and  against 
the  other  two  he  knew  nothing  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  objected  to  hand  over 
his  property  to  these  three  gentlemen, 
because — without  any  undue  vanity  on 
his  part — he  thought  that  he  himself 
was  equally  as  competent  to  manaffe  it 
as  any  three  gentlemen  who  could  be 
selected  by  the  noble  Marquess.  He 
should  also  Hke  to  know  whether  the 
noble  Marquess  had  consulted  the  Indo- 
sure  Commissioners,  and  whether  they 
were  prepared,  in  addition  to  their  pre- 
sent duties  and  in  consideration  of  their 
present  salaries,  to  undertake  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  whole  of  the  property  of 
Great  Britain.  Just  look  what  it  would 
amount  to.  Suppose  a  tenant  in  Caith- 
ness considered  nimself  aggrieved,  and 
wished  to  make  a  permanent  or  tempo- 
rary improvement,  he  must  come  to 
London,  or  write  to  the  Commissioners 
to  send  down  n  competent  person  to  in- 
spect his  farm,  to  see  whether  he  was  not 
justified  in  making  such  an  improvement. 
The  consequence  would  be  that  the  In- 
closure Commissioners  would  have  the 
whole  of  their  time  occupied  in  inspect- 
ing farms  and  deciding  whether  all  the 
fanciful  improvements  projected  by  te- 
nants ought  or  ought  not  to  be  carried 
out.  Surely  if  the  noble  Marquess  had 
looked  into  the  subject  with  the  least 
consideration,  he  could  never  have  pro- 
duced a  measure  of  this  extraordinaij 
character.  He  must  know  that,  aooord- 
ing  to  the  customs  of  the  country,  various 
matters  affecting  agriculture  varied  and 
differed  as  much  as  anything  possiUy 
could.  The  noble  Marquess  said,  that 
the  Bill  would  not  affect  free  contracts. 
According  to  him  it  would  not  affect  ten- 
ants holding  land  under  contracts  of  ten- 
ancy, but  it  would  affect  tenants  from 
year  to  year,  or  holding  under  ordinary 
leases,  and  yet  the  end  of  the  4th  danso 
contained  a  provision  that  the  Act — 

"sh>iil(l  havo  full  operation  in  rolaiioa  to 
cver>-  iiiii)ri»vrmrnt  to  which  the  Act  apiplied« 
notwithstniidins:  anypxpress  stipulation  or  oUur 
matter  to  tho  coutran*  contained  in  or  fdnning 
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part  of  a  contract  of  tenancy  taking  efifect  after 
the  commencement  of  the  Act." 

That  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
superseding  all    contracts    which    took 

glace  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and 
e  defied  the  noble  Marquess  to  put  any 
other  construction  upon  the  Bill ;  and  he 
said  that  it  did  interfere,  and  interfere 
most  seriously,  with  freedom  of  contract. 
His  rthe  Duke  of  Eichmond's)  property 
was  let  on  19  years'  leases,  and  agree- 
ments between  landlord  and  tenant  spe- 
cified the  manner  of  culture,  and  various 
other  matters  connected  with  the  tenure 
of  the  land.  Under  this  Bill  not  one  of 
these  contracts  between  him  and  his 
tenants  would  be  binding,  but  the  te- 
ant,  if  he  were  so  minded,  might  call  in 
the  Inclosure  Commissioners.  The  land- 
lord, under  this  Bill,  was  the  last  man 
thought  of.  The  tenant  might  suddenly 
make  up  his  mind  that  he  wanted  to 
execute  on  his  holding  what  was  called 
a  "permanent  improvement ; "  the  land- 
lord might  not  give  his  assent,  but  the 
improvement  would  go  on,  unless  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners  expressly  ob- 
jected. Next  year  the  tenant — who  might 
only  be  a  tenant  from  year  to  year — 
might  go  out,  and  the  landlord,  having 
paid  for  those  buildings,  might  find  his 
farm  overbuilt,  and  have  considerable 
difficulty  in  getting  another  tenant,  be- 
cause there  was  far  too  large  a  steading 
on  the  farm.  Surely  this  was  an  in- 
tolerable interference  with  property.  If 
the  arbitration  was  not  to  be  invalidated 
by  the  non-observance  of  any  technical 
roles,  it  might  be  decided  practically  by 
hearsay  evidence;  and  that  a  distress 
warrant  for  the  amount  of  the  award 
should  be  issued  in  seven  days  was  a 
preposterous  proposition.  Altogether,  the 
Bill  proposed  a  most  novel  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  subject.  If  the  Commis- 
sioners mieht,  from  time  to  time,  alter 
the  roles  of  procedure,  they  would  prac- 
tically have  the  power  of  drawing  up  a 
code;  and  if  what  was  prescribed  by 
them  was  to  have  the  same  force  as 
if  prescribed  by  the  Act,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  virtually  be  entrusted  with 
legislative  powers.  The  result  might  be 
that  the  owner  of  a  farm  of  400  acres, 
on  returning  to  it  after  an  absence  of  19 
years,  might  find  it  divided  into  400 
jforms  of  one  acre,  or  so  changed  that  he 
oould  sot  recognize  it.  Their  Lordships 
took  great  interest  in  the  management 
of  their  ^voperty ;  would  they  continue 
to  do  00  if  it  wor»  ''er  to  the 


tender  mercies  of  the  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners ?  They  could  not  lay  down  any 
distinct  line  as  to  temporary  improve- 
ments in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Bill ;  for  manure  that  might  remain  on 
some  land  for  seven  years  might  be  ex- 
hausted on  other  land  in  one  or  two 
years. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  ex- 
plained that  the  BiU  did  not  lay  down  a 
rule,  but  fixed  a  maximum. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  :  Well,  it 
classed  among  temporary  improvements 
what  might  be  no  improvement  at  all ; 
for  a  man  might  have  a  horse  in  his 
stable,  and  yet  it  might  contribute  no- 
thing to  the  land,  and  yet  this  was  to  be 
considered  a  temporary  improvement. 
The  Bill  was  so  extraordinary,  on  the 
whole,  that  he  should  not  be  justified  if 
he  failed  to  give  it  his  decided  opposi- 
tion. 

The  Earl  of  AIELIE,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months,  said,  his  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  President  had  left  him  little  to 
say,  he  had  discussed  it  so  thoroughly. 
No  measure  so  sweeping  had  ever  been 
passed,  if  ever  one  so  sweeping  had 
been  introduced.  It  made  important 
changes  in  existing  tenancies,  but  still 
more  important  in  future  tenancies.  The 
Bill  would  tg.ke  the  management  of  every 
estate  in  the  country  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  owner  who  had  a  permanent  interest 
in  it,  and  place  it  partly  in  the  hands  of 
the  tenant  who  had  a  temporary  interest, 
and  partly  in  the  hands  of  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners  who  had  no  interest  at 
all.  It  would  establish  compulsory 
tenant-right  throughout  the  country, 
and  do  away  with  contracts — for  while 
under  the  Irish  Act  a  tenant  who  occu- 
pied a  farm  at  more  than  £50  a-year 
might  contract  himself  out  of  the  Act, 
under  this  Bill  a  tenant  coiild  not  do  so, 
whether  he  paid  £500  or  £5,000.  The 
permanent  improvements  which  a  tenant 
might  make  if  he  could  only  obtain  the 
assent  of  the  Commissioners  were  also  a 
serious  matter.  A  landowner  might  have 
acquired  farms  from  different  proprietors, 
and  arrangements  that  might  be  very 
good  in  themselves  for  a  group  of  farms 
might  be  very  different  when  considered 
in  reference  to  each  farm  singly.  In 
such  a  case  the  landlord  might  desire  to 
expend  only  as  large  an  amount  as  would 
be  necessary  in  order  to  put  the  fatrLv 
buildings  in  a  pro]^oi  «)\.a\.e  \v\\  \.o  ^^ 
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011(1  of  the  lease.  Such  an  arrangement 
would,  however,  be  impossible  under 
the  Bill  of  his  noble  Friend;  because 
every  one  of  the  tenants  might,  with  the 
assent  of  the  Inclosuro  Commissioners, 
put  up  buildings  in  spite  of  the  land- 
owners, and  render  it  impossible  for  the 
landowners  to  carry  out  their  own  plans, 
or  to  cariy  out  their  improvements  gra- 
dually. Last  year  a  Bill  on  this  subject 
was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Commons 
by  Mr.  Howard,  the  then  Member  for 
l^edford,  and  Mr.  Eead,  now  a  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  these  gentlemen 
were  not  honestly  desirous  to  do  justice  to 
the  landlords,  but  still  they,  not  un- 
naturally, looked  at  the  matter  from  the 
tenants'  point  of  view.  Notwithstanding 
this  fact,  there  was  the  essential  diffe- 
rence between  their  Bill  and  that  of  the 
noble  Marquess  that  they  did  not  pro- 
pose to  allow  the  tenants  compensation 
for  permanent  improvements,  except  in 
the  shape  of  drainage  and  the  improve- 
ment of  water-courses,  unless  before 
making  them  tlioy  obtained  the  written 
consent  of  their  landlords.  Both  in  the 
Irish  Land  Act ,  and  in  the  Bill  to  which 
he  had  just  alluded,  it  was  provided 
further  that  improvements  for  which 
compensation  was  to  be  given  should  be 
such  as  would  add  to  the  letting  value 
of  the  land.  There  was  no  such  proposal 
in  the  present  Bill.  The  Bill  of  ^[r. 
Howard  proposed  that  the  assent  of  the 
landlord  should  be  necessary'  before  a  te- 
nant should  have  i)ower  to  claim  compen- 
sation for  the  reclamation  of  waste  land ; 
but  in  the  13111  before  the  House  there 
was  no  definitioi> either  of  reclamation  or 
of  waste  land.  There  might  be  circum- 
stances in  which  it  would  be  very  pro- 
fitable to  reclaim  land  and  grow  com 
upon  it  when  corn  was  at  a  high  price, 
but  it  would  not  benefit  the  landlord  if 
these  crops  wore  produced  by  over- 
stimulating  the  land  to  such  an  extent 
that  at  the  expiry  of  the  lease  it  would 
come  back  into  the  hands  of  the  land- 
lord in  a  more  or  less  exhausted  state. 
There  were  other  things,  such  as  drain- 
age, which  would  add  to  the  value  of 
the  land ;  but  tenants  ought  not  to  pos- 
sess unlimited  power  to  make  and  claim 
compensation  for  drainage  works  because 
cases  might  arise— close  to  towns,  for 
instance,  where  it  would  be  unwise  to 
spend  large  sums  of  money  in  draining 
land  for  agiicultural  uses  which  might 
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speedily  be  required  for  boildixig  pur- 
poses.   Then  there  were  set  forth  in  the 
Bill   temporary    improyements    which 
tenants  might  make,  and,  with  the  as- 
sent of  the  Liclosure  Comxnissionen, 
compel  their  landlords  to  pay  for ;  but 
this  was  a  question  very  dimcult  to  deal 
with,  and  one  upon  which  there  ought 
to  be  the  clearest  possible  definitionfl. 
The  question  of  compensation  for  unex- 
hausted manures,   again,   was  one  of 
very  great  difficulty,  and  one  which  had 
engaged  the  attention  of  very  high  au- 
thorities.   He  admitted  that  the  preaent 
state  of  things  was  not  satisfaotoxy  to 
tenants  in  all  cases — it  sometimes  worked 
them    great    hardship.     On    the  other 
hand  was  the  great  difficulty  of  ascer- 
taining the  value  of  unexhausted  ma- 
nures— the  value  of  what  was  left  in  the 
ground — the  receipts  and  expenditure  of 
the  tenants  would  not  necessarily  show  it 
Li  the  year  1851,  Mr.  Caird,  at  the  requeat 
of  the  proprietors  of  The  2Sme$,  made 
a  tour  through  the  various  oountiee  of 
England  in  order  to  report   upon  the 
best  course  to  be  adopted  with  regard 
to  the  holding  of  land.    Mr.  Caird  came 
to    his  work  with  a  prepossession  in 
favour  of  tenant  right,  but,  as  he  pro- 
ceeded, he  became  more  and  more  im- 
pressed with   the  disadvantage  of  the 
custom,  and  in  the  end  gave  it  up  alto- 
gether.   Mr.  Caird  stated  that  the  sys- 
tem that  the  noble  Marquess  now  advo- 
cated encouraged  obsolete  methods  of 
husbandry,  that  it  was,  in  many  cases, 
injurious    to  the  incoming  tenant,  by 
forcing  him  to  pay  large  sums  for  so- 
called  improvements  in  which  he  had 
had  no  voice,  and  thereby  absorbing  a 
large  amount  of  his  capital  ;  that  in 
many  parts   of  the    country   not  only 
the  landlords,  but  the  tenants  disliked 
it,   and  that  in  parts  of  the  country 
where  tenant-right  did  prevail  the  hus- 
bandry was  not  only  not  better,  but  was 
not  so  good  as  it  was  in  districts  where 
it  did  not  exist.    That,  however,  was 
the    custom    which  his    noble    Friend 
wished  to  see  made  compulsory  through- 
out the  country.    It  might,  however,  be 
said  that  it  was  a  long  time  since  that 
inquiry  was  made.     Well,  the  subject 
had  been  recently  introduced  and  dis- 
cussed in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
every  hon.  Member,  with  one  ezoep- 
tion,  who  took  part  in  the  debate  mh 
tested  in  the  strongest  terms  agMBit 
the  imposition  of  any  such  ooston  hf 
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compulsion,  and  also  oeainst  any  in- 
terference with  freedom  of  contract 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  He  was 
not  insensiblo  to  the  fact  that  agriculture 
in  England  was  not  all  that  it  ought  to 
be — there  was  room  for  improvement ; 
but  if  they  looked  at  the  position  of 
England  as  a  producer  of  agricultural 
wealth,  and  compared  it  with  the  other 
oonntriea  of  the  world,  no  one  could 
deny  that  with  the  single  exception  of 
Belgium  no  country  coiud  compare  with 
Ennand  as  to  its  production  per  acre ; 
Mid  Belgium  was  not  a  case  in  point 
as  T^arded  the  present  queBtion,  as  in 
that  country,  while  there  were  many 
small  holdings  and  many  short  leases, 
the  tenant-right  system — that  was  to  say, 
the  liability  to  make  compensation  for 
improveroenta — did  not  prevail.  The 
Bubject  under  discussion  was  important, 
and  might  well,  he  thought,  be  remitted 
to  the  consideration  of  a  strongly-consti- 
tuted Boyal  Commission,  which  during 
the  Beceas  could  obtain  much  usoful  and 
valuable  information.  No  case  had  been 
made  out  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  and  as 
his  (the  Earl  of  Airlie's)  bolief  was  that 
such  legislation  would  introduce  nothing 
but  mischief  and  confusion  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  he  be^ed  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

An  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("now,")  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months.")— (7a<  Earl  of  Air  lit.) 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Retohed  in  the 
Iftgatitt :  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  tkit  day 
tAret  mtmtht. 

House  tuij  aumed  at  half  paai  FAght 

oVlock,  "tiU  To-mOTTow, 

half  paat  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
TkuTiday,  leihJul}/,  1874. 
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(Ka  S\*  [SOO];    Police   Force   Expenacs* 
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Steond  Btading — Aldomey  Hm-lxmr  *  [20S}. 

Committee — SuprcmO  Court  of  Judicature  Act 
(1B73)  AraendmeDt*  [1791— H.r.;  Valuation 
(Ireland)  Act  Amendment*  [134]— r.p. 

CoMmittct— Report— V\i\>\ia  Health  (Ireland)  • 
[161-210];  Local  Govomment  Boaid'a  Provi- 
Hional  Ordera  ConfinnBtion  (No.  1)'  [194j; 
IntfjTiational  Copjiight*  [197];  Elementary- 
Education  I'roviiiional  Order  Confirmation 
•(No.  a)*  [192]:  Attorneys  and  Solidtora* 
[75]  ;  Legal  Ptactitioncra  •  [24]. 

Coiitidcred  ai  imuHilid — Convoyancing  and  Land 
Transfec  (Scotland)  •  [136]  ;  Infanticide  • 
[200]. 

Third  Xeadi ug^^anitary  Laws  Amendment" 
[202]  ;  Powers  Law  Amendment  •  [177]  ; 
Morsoy  Channels*  [199],  and paiteil. 

miMra«->t~Viomaa'a    DiBiibilitica    Removal* 

tU] ;  I'arliamantary  Elections  (Rutuminf- 
Ifficers)  (rf.eoi,,m.)  •  j;204]  ;  Banters  Boots 
Evidence"  [166];  Spirituous  Liquors  (Scot- 
land) (t*(-«wini.)  •  [186] ;  Public  Worship 
Faeilitiea"  [27];  Mvmicipal  Frauchiso  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2)  "  [l35]. 

PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULATION  BILL. 

OBSEKVATIONS. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  have  to 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I 
make  a  short  statement  with  reference 
to  the  Besolutions  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice  on  the  Public  Worship  Regula- 
tion Bill,  and  I  think  it  may  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
now  make  it.  Since  I  gave  Notice  of 
those  Besolutions  the  House  has  passed 
the  Second  Beading  of  that  measure. 
Various  important  Notices  of  a  hostile 
character  have  been  given;  but,  not- 
withstanding those  Notices,  and,  indeed, 
with  the  acquiescence  and  concurrence  of 
the  Members  who  bad  given  them,  the 
House  has  thought  fit  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  without  a  Division.  I  can- 
not in  fairness  do  otherwise  than  accept 
that  decision  as  an  expression  of  the  de- 
sire of  tbe  House  that  we  should  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee without  raising  any  of  those 
broad  questions  relating  to  the  groimds 
and  proper  limits  of  legislation  on  eccle- 
siastical subjects  which  undoubtedly  are 
raised  in  the  Besolutions  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice.  I  have  also  to  consider 
that  Notice  has  been  given  of  important 
Amendments,  which  would,  in  my  view, 
tend  greatly  to  the  improvement  of  this 
Bill,  but  which  are  of  a  character  such  as 
I  think  need  not  arouse  any  angry  con- 
troversy. On  the  contrary,  it  is  possible 
that  they  will  meet  with  general  favour 
&om  the  House.  I  think  that  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  Amendments  wonld  be 
seriously  prejudiced  if  we  w«r«  ta  «&- 
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gago  in  a  liostilo  controversy,  before  go- 
ing into  Committor,  with  reference  to 
Hosolutions  which  would  be  interpreted, 
and  liavo  alroady  boon  interpreted,  as 
opposed  to  K'gishition  generally  on  the 
8ubjiK*t  of  the  Bill.  Under  these  circum- 
stancos,  as  my  desire  is  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  should  receive  the 
very  best  form  of  which  they  are  capable, 
T  do  not  intend  to  move  the  Resolutions 
of  which  1  liave  given  Notice. 

Afterwanls — 

^[k.  HORSMAN  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Public  Worship  Regulation 
Bill,  of  which  ho  had  given  him  private 
Ni)tice.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  yesteiilay  that  it  was  highly  desira- 
ble the  Bill  should  pass  into  Law  during 
the  present  Session;  and  therefore  he 
wished  to  ask,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  any  arrangements 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  with  the 
learned  Reoonler  so  as  to  g^ve  assistance 
and  facilities  for  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
as  to  which  there  wei^e  nearly  100 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  ?  Ho  wished 
also  to  ask — ii'ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  sutHiientlv  eonsideivd  the  matter — 
whether  the  Bill  would  alter  to-morrow 
be  pr«>>ceeded  with  early  and  continu- 
ously ?  I:  would  be  vorv  cimvenieut  to 
many  hon.  Members  to  know  what 
course  i:  was  intended  to  take,  as  it 
would  enable  them  to  make  their 
ar ra :i ;;o v.; er. :  s  ;u  C; n'di n gl v . 
^  Mi\  inSKAEIJ  :  Sir!  the  right  hon. 
G  0  :i :  1  em  a  n  m  u  ^:  !V  ■.  1 1  iuit .  in  at  tempt  ing 
:o  airan^re  liw  courso  of  Public  Business, 
:  h  e  V  :r«>' u m  s:  a Tioe  s  wi: h  wh ich  w e  h  a ve  to 
■It  al  varv.  and  varv  vvrv  liuicklv.  Wo 
h;;vi-  alreaviv  had  a  v-w  i:iirv»r:ai::  an- 
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Removal  Bill  should  be  discharged.  He 
wished  to  say  that  he  intended,  at  the 
earliest  possible  period  next  Session,  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  the  same  efPect. 

Order  discharged :  Bill  tcithdrawn. 


CHELSEA   BRIDGE  AND  BATTEBSEA 
PARK.— QUESTION. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  the  subject  of  freeing  from  toll 
the  Government  bridge  leading  to  Bat- 
tersea  Park  is  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Office  of  Works,  either  as  standing 
bv  itself  or  in  connection  with  any  scheme 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  for  freeing 
other  metropolitan  bridges  ;  ani^ 
whether  the  promise  of  the  Office  of 
Works  to  plant  the  vacant  space  within 
Battersea  Park,  on  the  west  side  of  that 
park,  is  to  be  carried  out  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX:  Sir,  my 
attention  has  been  called  by  mj  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid-Surrey  (Sir 
Henr}'  Peek)  to  the  desirability  of  freeing 
Chelsea  Bridge  from  toll.  The  question 
is  a  difficult  one,  but  I  hope  the  difficulty 
may  not  prove  insuperable.  I  have  had 
no  communication  on  this  subject  from 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ;  but 
I  shall  be  happy  to  consider  any  proposal 
which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Chairman  "Sir  James  Hogg)  may  feel 
himst^lf  in  a  position  to  make  on  this 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
turns  to  the  Estimates  of  this  year  he 
will  dnd  that  I  have  caused  provision  to 
be  made  in  the  Tote  for  Royal  Parks, 
&c..  for  the  present  year  for  f oiming  and 
planting  the  empty  space  of  ground  on 
the  west  boundarv  of  Battersea  Parkbe- 
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mv  '  Lixiire.      The  work  is  in  hand  as  far  as 
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ani  :be  planting  will  be  commenced  in 
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.U"1V;FS    of    TVLY    srPKEME    COURTS 

>[k.  l.YON  FL-VYFAIK  asked  the 
Lrr^i  Adv^vato.  ^\'hf;i:vr,  as  die  Coozt 
::  JuIica:uro  ^Irtl&ni  Bill  proposes  to 
::::rr:Aic'  :he  sjudkrivs  c:  cie-rtaia  Irish 
JuiiTfs.  hr  rr:TO"j<s  :o  introduce  a  Bill 
:o  carry  cu:  :'-►  'j^az. ::::ous  neoommenda- 
:ion  c:  :h«»  E.T-il  Cozzmis^on  on  the 
Co;ir:5  .*:    Law  iz.   S:ciUnd.   tliat  the 
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Bslaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Courts  in  Scotland  should  be  increased  ? 
The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  It  is  in- 
tended to  give  eflfect  to  many  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Royal  Commission 
next  Session,  and  the  matter  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Courts  will  be  submitted 
for  consideration. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS— BOSTON 
ELECTION  PETITTION.— QUESTION. 

SiK  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  proceedings  at 
Boston  (in  the  matter  oi  the  Petition 
against  the  return  of  the  then  sitting 
Members)  and  to  the  questions  submitted 
to  the  Court  of  Conmion  Pleas  by  Mr. 
Justice  Grove,  and  to  the  decision 
thereon  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  877 
Voters  were  reported  as  having  received 
gifts  of  coal  without  any  legal  proof  to 
that  effect  as  respects  the  alleged  reci- 
pients, and  that  353  Voters  were  struck 
off,  so  as  to  seat  the  Petitioner,  John 
Wingfield  Malcolm,  esquire,  without 
hearing  such  Voters,  or  ascertaining  for 
whom  such  353  persons  actually  voted  ; 
and  whether,  thereby  it  becomes  pro- 
bable that  the  Petitioner  has  been  seated 
by  the  process  of  striking  off  votes  given 
for  himself? 

The  attorney  GENERAL:  In 
answer.  Sir,  to  the  first  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings at  Boston,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Petition  against  the  return  of  the  then 
sitting  Members,  and  to  the  questions 
submitted  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
by  Mr.  Justice  Grove,  and  to  the  decision 
thereon.  The  second  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  in  the  terms  in  which  it 
is  expressed,  involves  a  very  grave  charge 
against  the  learned  Judge — namely,  that 
of  having  arrived  at  a  decision  in  the 
absence  of  any  legal  evidence  to  support 
it.  If  it  is  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  suggest  such  a  charge,  which 
from  what  he  has  just  said  I  conclude  it 
is  not,  I  should  have  ventured  to  submit 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  whe- 
ther it  is  a  convenient  practice  for  the 
Attorney  General  to  be  called  upon  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  propriety  of 
a  Judge's  decision,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion put  by  an  hon.  Member,  and  at  a 
time  when  the  usage  of  the  House  would 


not  permit  of  the  Attorney  General  en- 
tering into  any  sufficient  explanation  of 
the  conclusions  at  which  he  had  arrived ; 
nor  of  any  other  hon.  Members,  whose 
opinions  are  of  at  least  equal  value  with 
those  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  who 
may  differ  from  his  conclusions,  enter- 
ing into  any  discussion  upon  the  subject. 
The  inconvenience  of  such  a  practice 
would  be,  perhaps,  more  particularly 
apparent  in  a  case  like  the  present,  in 
which,  by  law,  the  decision  of  the  learned 
Judge  is  final,  whatever  doubts  the  Law 
Officers  may  entertain  as  to  its  correct- 
ness. I  by  no  means  suggest  that  such 
questions  should  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  raised ;  but  that,  if  raised, 
it  should  be  at  a  time  and  in  a  manner 
which  would  admit  of  their  being  fairly 
considered.  I  am  disposed,  however,  to 
think,  from  the  terms  in  which  the  hon. 
Member's  third  Question  is  expressed, 
that  he  is  under  a  misapprehension  as  to 
the  actual  state  of  the  law  as  it  affects 
the  votes  given  in  favour  of  any  candi- 
date who  has  been  proved  guilty,  by 
himself  or  his  agents,  of  bribery,  treat- 
ing, or  undue  influence.  By  the  25th 
section  of  the  Ballot  Act  it  is  provided 
that  in  such  a  case  there  shall  be  struck 
off,  from  the  number  of  votes  appearing 
to  have  been  given  to  such  candidate, 
one  vote  for  every  person  who  voted  at 
such  election  and  is  proved  to  have  been 
80  bribed,  treated,  or  unduly  influenced. 
At  the  inquiry  before  Mr.  Justice  Grove 
it  was  established  to  his  satisfaction  that 
upwards  of  850  voters  had  been  bribed 
by  the  agents  of  Mr.  Parry,  and,  that 
being  so,  all  that  remained  to  be  done 
was  to  ascertain  that  a  number  exceed- 
ing the  majority  of  Mr.  PaiTy  over  the 
Petitioner  had  voted  at  the  election  ;  it 
was  quite  immaterial  for  whom  they  had 
voted.  The  provision  to  which  I  have 
referred  was  inserted  in  the  Ballot  Act 
for  the  express  purpose  of  obviating  the 
necessity  of  ascertaining  how  the  bribed 
voters  had  voted. 


IRELAND— ISLAND  OF  ACHH,. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  Seejeant  SHERLOCK  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
in  this  day's  **  Times"  from  the  Reverend 
T.  Stanley  Treanor,  Rector  of  AchU,  in 
reference  to  the  destitution  in  that  dis- 


123  Peace  Preservation  {Ireland)    (COMMONS)  Acts  1856  and  1870.         124 

the  other  day ;  for,  thougli  the  ooroner^s 
inquiry  had  terminated,  no  Seport  had 
yet  been  made  to  him  of  the  result  of 
the  inquiry.  In  his  opinion,  however, 
he  should  state  that  matters  of  that  kind 
should  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  magistrates  who  licensed  places 
where  exhibitions  of  this  kind  took 
place  habitually ;  and  if  such  exhibitions 
occurred  there  constantly  he  thought  it 
should  be  a  question  with  the  magis- 
states  whether  they  should  continue  to 
licence  them. 

PEACE   PRESERVATION    (IRELAXD) 
ACTS  1856  AND  1870.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  K  he  would  explain  to 
the  House  for  what  reason  the  county  of 
Cavan  has  not  yet  been  relieved  from 
proclamation  under  the  Peace  Preserva- 
tion (Ireland)  Acts  1856  and  1870,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  for  the  past 
three  years  the  judges  attending  the 
assizes  have  congratulated  the  grand 
jury  on  the  immunity  enjoyed  by  the 
county  from  agrarian  outrage  or  crimes 
ascribable  to  secret  societies  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
reply,  said,  a  portion  of  the  county  of 
Cavan  bordering  on  County  Meath  was 
specially  proclaimed  in  1870  on  account 
of  its  disturbed  state.  He  would  make 
inquiries  and  see  whether  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  had  altered,  and 
whether  it  was  possible  to  revoke  that 
special  proclamation.  But  the  rest  of 
the  county  was  proclaimed,  in  the  ordi- 
nary sense  of  the  term,  in  common  with 
a  great  part  of  Ireland,  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  he  did  not  think  it  wise  to 
revoke  that  pro<.4amation.  The  county 
was  one  of  those  border  counties  in  which 
there  was  a  great  rivalry  of  spirit  be- 
tween the  two  great  factions  into  which 
Ireland  was  divided.  One  of  the  effects 
of  the  ordiuaiy  proclamation  was  to 
make  it  necessary  to  obtain  licences  in 
order  to  have  or  carry  arms,  and  so  long 
as  x^arty  feeling  ran  as  high-  as  at  pre- 
sent, veiy  mischievous  consequences 
might  ensue  if  that  power  were  not 
retained  in  the  hands  of  the  Gt>veni- 
ment.  He  might  also  state  that  within 
the  last  few  days  only,  the  Bomon 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Cavan  had  called  the 
attention  of  his  flock  to  the  fact  of  the 
great  spread  of  secret  societiea  in  the 
county,  which  he  condemned, 


trict,  in  which  the  Beverend  gentleman 
writes: — 

"  Sinco  Christmas  last,  the  proplc — I  speak  of 
tho  Protestant  small  farmers  especially — have 
lived  on  Indian  meal  purchased  on  credit,  and 
nt  last  in  many  cases  even  credit  is  exhausted. 
Debt,  starvation,  or  tho  workhouse  threatens 
us,  and  until  the  new  potatoes  come  in,  I  dread 
a  pressure  approaching  in  severity  that  of 
1848;" 

and,  whether  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  extend  that  practical  and  gene- 
rous sympathy,  by  which  the  effects  of 
the  famine  were  to  a  great  extent  averted 
in  India,  to  the  poor  of  this  remote  dis- 
trict in  Ireland  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH, 
in  |reply,  said,  that  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  letter  to  which  the 
Questiofi  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber referred ;  and  although  he  had  not 
had  time  to  make  fiiU  inquiry  into  the 
subject,  yet,  from  the  best  information 
which  he  had  been  able  to  obtain,  he 
might  say  that  there  was  no  very  ex- 
ceptional state  of  distress  at  present  in 
the  Island  of  Achil.  It  was  not  unfre- 
quent  in  the  West  of  Ireland  for  persons 
in  the  condition  of  life  of  those  referred 
to  in  this  letter  to  subsist  between  the 
two  potato  crops  upon  Indian  meal  pur- 
chased on  credit.  If,  however,  there  were 
any  exceptional  state  of  distress,  there 
was  ample  provision  in  the  Poor  Law  to 
meet  it,  because  there  was  in  the  Island 
a  resident  Relieving  Officer,  whose  duty 
it  would  be  to  provide  food,  lodging,  and 
medical  relief  in  cases  where  those 
necessaries  might  seem  to  be  required. 
Therefore,  the  case  did  not  seem  to  him 
to  be  parallel  with  that  of  the  Indian 
famine,  or  to  require  any  exceptional 
action  on  the  i)art  of  the  Gfovemnient. 

FATAL  FALL  FROM  A  BALLOON. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  GOEDON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tho  Home  Department, 
AVh(»thor  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  accident  which  befell  the  so  called 
Flying  Man  in  his  attempt  to  descend 
from  a  balloon  in  the  parish  of  Chelsea 
on  Thursday  last,  and  particularly  as  to 
the  circumstances  which  attended  the 
catastrophe ;  and,  whether  measures  can 
not  be  taken  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  such  exhibitions  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  coidd  not  give  any  further  An- 
swer to  this  question  than  he  had  given 
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T  OF  WASHINGTON— THE  LATE 
CXED  CLAIMS  CX)MMISSION. 
QUE8TI09. 

HENRY  DRUMMOXD  WOLFF 
lir.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
icr  Her  Majesty's  Government 
Hue  to  the  determination  to  follow 
leedent  established  by  the  Act  18 
Ic  c.  77,  and  are  abont  to  bring 
31  enabling  the  Treasmy  to  dis- 
the  sum  payable  to  Her  Ma- 
GoTemment,  by  the  United 
under  the  final  award  of  the  late 
Claims  Commission  ? 
CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
I,  in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  not 
sred  necessary  to  pass  an  Act  on 
abject.  The  greater  portion  of 
laims  would  hare  to  be  paid  in 
•ft — in  Washington — between  the 
I  of  October  and  December,  and 
I  were  not  satisfied  by  December 
be    subsequently    paid  in   this 

r- 


JfATIOX  ACTS— THE  BANBURY 
D  OF  or ARDIAXS.— QUESTION. 

3  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Bot  Board,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
ly  Board  of  Guardians  passed  a 
tion,  on  the  6th  day  of  November, 

this  Board  do  not  in  future  direct 
itions  against  those  persons  who 
U>  hare  their  children  vaocinated ; " 
r  it  is  true  that  an  outbreak  of 
pox  took  place  lately  in  that  town  ? 

8CLATER-B00tH,  in  reply, 
fc  was  a  fact  that  in  November  last 
abury  Board  of  Guardians  passed 
.  reeolution  as  that  referred  to  in 
lesdon  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
i  was  brought  under  the  notice  of 
cal  Government  Board,  who  im- 
gky  pointed  out  to  the  Guardians 
le  resolution  could  have  no  legal 
r  effect,  because  it  was  in  defiance 

pEOTisions  of  the  law.  It  was 
ne  that  in  the  spring  of  this  year 
;break  of  small-pox  occurred  in 
inbury  district :  and  the  Local 
mmt  Board  thereupon  called  the 
OB  of  the  Guardians  to  the  serious 
nbiHty  which  they  would  incur 
tminiig  to  neglect  putting  in  force 
m  vpon  the  subject  and  providing 
es  for  vaccination  and  le-vaccina- 


tion.  It  did  not  appear  that  the  Guar- 
dians had  rescinded  their  resolution, 
and  the  question  arose  what  course 
should  be  pursued  in  order  to  enforce 
obedience  to  the  law.  There  was  some 
difficulty  in  the  matter  in  consequence  of 
a  doubt  as  to  the  proper  course  to  pursue. 
The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  had 
advised  the  Local  Grovemment  Board 
that  the  vaccination  officers  were  bound 
to  carry  out  the  requirements  of  the  law. 
even  in  the  face  of  such  a  resolution  of 
their  Guardians  as  that  referred  to. 
This  seemed  to  be  a  position  in  which 
the  vaccination  officers  ought  not  to  be 
placed,  and  a  short  Bill  had  been  pre- 
pared and  submitted  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  which  would  set  all 
doubts  aside  for  the  future.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  when  that  Bill  came  down  to 
that  House  it  would  be  speedily  passed 
into  law,  and  the  difficulty  would  thus 
be  got  over. 


FRENCH    SUGAR   RKFLNERIES. 
QUEsnox. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  will  state  the  date  of  the  last  com- 
mimication  received  from  the  French 
Government  relating  to  the  introduction 
of  the  system  of  refining  in  bond  into 
French  sugar  refineries;  and,  whether, 
seeing  the  great  importance  to  English 
sugar  refiners  of  the  introduction  of  this 
system.  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
continue  to  urge  its  speedy  adoption  on 
the  French  Government  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Sir.  this  matter  has 
formed  the  subject  of  discussions  in  the 
Mixed  Commii^on  at  Paris,  and  a  state- 
ment was  made  there  by  the  representa- 
tive of  the  French  Government  on  the 
10th  instant,  to  the  effect  that  a  draft 
of  Regulations  had  been  prepared  by 
the  ^finistry  of  Finance,  under  which  it 
is  proposed  that  the  system  of  refining 
in  bond  shall  be  applied  to  French  sugar 
refiners.  This  draft  of  Regulations 
will  be  submitted  to  a  Committee  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
and  afterwards  to  the  Council  of  State. 
Nothing  further  can  be  done  until  these 
bodies  have  approved  the  Regulations, 
which  have  not  yet  been  communicated 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
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REPORTS  OF  THE  INSPECTORS  OF 
MTNi:S.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Mines  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
before  the  close  of  the  Session ;  and, 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  exact  from 
the  Inspectors  their  Reports  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session  in  the  future  ? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  a  commimication  from  the 
Home  Office  was  forwarded  to  the  In- 
spectors of  Mines,  requesting  them  to 
send  in  their  Returns.  They  did  bo 
before  the  end  of  April,  and  the  subse- 
quent delay  had  arisen  from  the  print- 
ing, and  the  sending  of  the  proofs  to 
the  Inspectors  for  correction.  An  appli- 
ration  had  been  recently  made  for  the 
corrected  proofs,  and  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  lay  the  Returns  on  the  Table 
before  the  end  of  the  Session.  For  the 
future  it  was  intended  to  require  the 
production  of  these  Returns  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  year. 

IRELAND— OKAXGE  DEMONSTUA- 
TIONS.-- QUESTION. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  he 
has  received  a  Letter  from  the  parish 
priest  of  Hollywood,  County  Down,  com- 
plaining of  the  erection  of  arches  deco- 
rated with  Urange  emblems  over  the 
streets  loading  to  his  chapel,  so  that  the 
R«mian  Catholic  inhabitants  were  obliged 
to  pass  under  them  when  going  to  mass ; 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  this  year, 
as  also  on  other  occasions,  divine  ser- 
vice was  <liscontinued  in  consequence; 
whether  he  has  received  a  similar  com- 
munication from  Portrush,  stating  that 
one  of  the  arches  was  inscribed  with  the 
words  "No  PoporA';''  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  matter,  and,  in  ease  persons 
holding  oifices  of  trust  and  favour  under 
the  Crown  .<j]iall  be  found  to  be  implicated 
in  the  perpetuation  of  these  insulting  cus- 
toms, tlie  Government  will  recommend 
that  such  per.«^'jns  sliall  be  visited  with 
tlie  marked  censure  of  tlie  Crown  ':* 

Sir  :i[lCUAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
reply,  said,  that  as  tliere  was  no  allu- 
sion in  the  Question,  of  which  Notice 
had  been    given,    to    anything    which 


occurred  at  Portrush,  he  could  gzTB 
the  hon.  Member  no  inforzDAtion  on 
the  subj  ect .  With  regard  to  Hollywood, 
it  was  a  fact  that  this  year,  as  well  ai 
last  year,  the  Irish  Government  did  re- 
ceive a  remonstrance  from  the  pariih 
priest  of  the  village,  objecting  to  the 
erection  of  arches  over  the  streets.  Last 
year  the  remonstrance  was,  in  a  pro- 
phetic spirit,  addressed  to  the  Duke  of 
Abercom.  The  reply  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment saw  no  reason  to  interfere,  and 
the  same  Answer  would  be  given  this 
year.  Since  the  repeal  of  the  Party 
Processions  Act  the  Irish  Oovemment 
could  not  act  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
nor  could  the  magistrates  or  police, 
except  on  the  sworn  information  that 
there  was  likely  to  be  a  breach  of  the 
peace.  He  believed  Divine  Service  had 
been  interrupted  at  Hollywood  ;  hut  he 
was  informed  it  would  have  been  per- 
fectly possible  for  the  Boman  Catholic 
inhabitants  to  have  gone  to  their  chapel 
by  another  route.  In  his  opinion,  it 
was  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  so  much 
importance  should  be  attached  in  Ire- 
land to  the  colour  of  these  emblems.  He 
could  remember  the  time  when  on  the 
occasion  of  an  election  for  a  borough  in 
his  own  county  the  streets  were  covered 
alternately  with  the  colours  of  the  two 
political  parties,  and  he  never  heard  of 
anybody  objecting  to  walk  under  the 
flags.  He  should  bo  glad  if  a  little  of 
the  English  indifference  on  this  subject 
could  be  extended  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  ]VI1TCHELI.  HENKY  gave 
Notice  that  early  next  Session  he  would 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
some  facts  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  enlightening  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
mind  as  to  the  meaning  of  these  emblenii, 
which  were  very  different  from  ordinazy 
party  emblems. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— THE  REa- 
rUOClTY.  TREATY.— QUE8TI0K'. 

Mr.  EIPLEY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  Stat^  for  Foreign  Affaiiii 
\Miether  negotiations  have  recently  been 
conducted  between  the  American  Go- 
vernment, Sir  Edw.  Thornton,  as  repre- 
senting this  Country,  and  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Canadian  Government,  for  a 
renewal  of  the  reciprocity  Treaty  betweoi 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada ;  whether  sadi 
Treaty  has  been  submitted  to  the  Am^ 
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rican  Senate ;  and,  whether  a  Copy  of 
the  proposed  Treaty  may  be  at  once  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mk.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  negotiations 
have  been  undertaken  at  the  desire  of 
the  Canadian  Government  by  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  and  Mr.  Brown,  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  of  the  Dominion,  for  the 
object  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers. 
A  draft  Treaty  was  submitted  by  the 
Gbvemment  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Senate  shortly  before  the  close  of  the 
last  Session  of  Congress,  and  its  consi- 
deration has  been  postponed  until  the 
next  Session.  Papers  on  the  subject 
will  shortly  be  laid  before  the  House, 
with  the  draft  Treaty. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— ADMIS- 
SION OF  VISITORS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  BEEESFORD,  who  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing Order — 

**  Metropolitan  Police  Office, 

"  10th  July,  1874. 
"  Police  Orders. 
**  Parliament,  Houses  of. — No  strangers  are  to 
be  admitted  to  view  the  Palace  at  Westminster, 
unless  accompanied  by  Peers  or  Members  of 
Parliament,  or  imless  they  arc  provided  with 
one  of  the  Lord  Chamberlain's  orders  or  with  an 
order  in  writing  from  the  Usher  of  the  Black 
Bod  for  the  House  of  Lords,  or  with  one  in 
writing  from  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  for  the 
Home  of  Commons. 

"E.  Y.  W.  Hendebson." 

and,  if  he  wonld  inform  the  House  on 
whose  authority  Colonel  Henderson  has 
isfiued  this  document,  which  takes  away 
a  privilege  enjoyed  ifbr  so  many  years 
past  by  me  public  ? — said,  he  had  been 
requested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  postpone  his  Question  until  Monday 
next,  but  as  he  could  not  attend  the 
House  on  Monday,  he  wished  in  a  few 
words  to  offer  some  explanation  for 
having  put  his  Question  on  the  Paper. 
About  three  weeks  ago  he  applied  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  for  leave  for  a  body  of  men 
belonging  to  a  club  in  Southwark  to  see 
that  House  and  be  shown  over  the  Clock 
Tower.  The  noble  Lord,  with  the  cour- 
tesy for  which  he  was  distinguished,  at 
onoe  granted  that  leave,  and  a  portion 
of  the  dub  came  there  and  saw  all  they 
wished  to  see.  When,  however,  on  the 
following  Saturday,  the  second  batch 
presented   themselves,  they  were    pe- 

yOL.  OCXXL    [i^      ►  atLoa.] 


remptorily  refused  to  be  shown  anything 
at  aU.  He  considered  the  order  of  which 
he  complained  to  be  a  great  Breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  that  House,  and  he 
submitted  that  it  should  be  canceUed,  at 
least  so  far  as  that  portion  of  the  Palace 
of  Westminster  was  concerned. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
was  soriy  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  brought  the  subject  forward  that 
evening,  because  before  answering  the 
Question  he  wished  to  put  himself  in 
communication  with  the  Lord  Great 
Chamberlain,  who  was  out  of  town,  and 
he  had  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  him. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— CONVICT  LABOUR- 
MAT  MAKING.- QUESTION. 

Colonel  BERESFOED  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, How  soon  any  relief  will  be 
afforded  to  the  Mat  Makers  throughout 
the  country,  who  are  in  a  state  of  semi- 
starvation  owing  to  the  ruined  state  of 
the  trade  from  the  concentration  of 
piison  labour  to  a  large  extent  upon 
their  particular  trade ;  if  the  present 
state  of  the  Mat  Making  Department  at 
Pentonville  and  Millbank  is  not  such 
that  the  prison  authorities  are  supplying 
the  masters  in  the  trade  with  Mats  and 
Matting  at  a  cost  hardly  more  than  the 
cost  of  the  raw  material ;  and,  if  those 
prisons  are  not  now  overstocked  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  it  was  very  hard 
upon  the  mat-making  trade  that  that 
particular  trade  had  been  singled  out  in 
a  great  number  of  prisons,  and  that  so 
many  mats  should  be  made  as  practically 
to  compete  with  the  trade  of  mat-making 
as  carried  on  by  poor  mat-makers  at 
home.  It  was  certainly  desirable  to 
ascertain  whether  some  other  trade  could 
not  be  substituted  for  mat-making,  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  the  Visiting  Jus- 
tices of  gaols  could  see  their  way  to 
some  change  in  that  respect.  He  was 
in  communication  with  the  Visiting  Jus- 
tices on  the  subject.  With  regard  to 
the  other  part  of  the  Question,  he  might 
state  that  at  Millbank  very  few  mats 
were  made  this  year,  because  there  was 
a  considerable  stock  on  hand  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  year.  At  Pentonville 
and  Millbank  steps  were  being  taken  for 
employing  prisoners  in  other  ^ades.  Aa 
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to  the  profits  made,  the  average  cost  of 
the  raw  material  was  5i.,  and  the  price 
received  was  from  7Je^.  to  Tfrf. 


CHILDREN  OF  BOATMEN,  &c.— 
A  ROYAL  COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  the  deplorable  condition  of  the  children 
belonging  to  boatmen  and  others,  that 
may  be  called  *'our  floating  population," 
has  been  brought  under  his  attention, 
and  if  he  intends  to  recommend  to  Her 
Majesty  the  desirability  of  appointing  a 
!Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
social  habits  and  the  educational  condi- 
tion of  that  portion  of  the  community  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  attention  had  been  directed 
to  what  was  called  *'our  floating  popu- 
lation"—  people  employed  in  barges 
throughout  the  country.  At  the  last 
Census,  in  1871,  the  number  of  such  per- 
sons was  returned  as  29,500,  and  of  that 
number  10,576  were  actually  on  board 
the  barges  on  the  day  when  the  Census 
was  takdn.  It  had  been  found  very 
difficult  to  get  hold  of  the  children  be- 
longing to  those  persons  to  send  them  to 
school.  He  had,  however,  put  himseK 
in  communication  with  the  Education 
Department  on  the  matter.  The  London 
School  Board  were  prosecuting  an  in- 
quiry, and  endeavouring  to  find  some 
means  by  which  the  children  might  be 
readied,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
would  bo  unwise  to  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission  until  the  result  of  that  in- 
quiry was  known. 


SANITARY  ACTS.— WATER  SUrPLY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY"  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Govommont  Board, "Whether, 
while  awaiting  fui-thor  legislation  in  re- 
spect of  sanitaiy  improvement,  he  will 
issue  oflinnl  instructions  pointing  out 
the  moans  already  available  by  sanitary 
authorities  for  obtaining  where  needed 
a  better  supply  of  water  without  the  ne- 
cessity of  a  special  application  to  Parlia- 
ment ? 

Mr.  SCLATEE  BOOTH  :  Sir,  I  may 
remind  the  hon.  l^remberthat  in  the  Di- 
gest of  Sanitary  Laws  recently  issTied  to 
all  urban  and  ruml  authorities,  their  ex- 
isting powers  in  regard  to  water  supply 
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were  clearly  pointed  out.  When  the  Bin 
now  passing  through  Parliament  becomes 
Law  the  further  facilities  which  will  be 
thereby  afforded  will  also  be  explained 
by  Circular.  Moreover,  in  connection 
with  the  Circular  on  water  supply  re- 
cently issued,  I  have  caused  more  de- 
tailed suggestions  as  to  the  means  of  ob- 
taining and  storing  water  to  be  prepared, 
and  these  are  now  under  consideration 
with  a  view  to  their  circulation. 

ROYAL  com:mirsion  on  UNSEAWOB. 

THY  SHIPS.— LEGISLATION. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  FE  ANCIS  CON  YNGHAM  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  legislate,  this  Session,  on 
the  Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Commission  on 
TJnseaworthy  Ships  ? 

Sir  CH  AELES  ADDERLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  it  would  he  utterly  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  legislate  this  Session 
upon  the  able  and  full  Eeport  which  had 
only  just  been  made,  but  that  Eeport 
was  receiving  their  most  serious  attention. 

PARLIA^rENTARY  ELECTIONS  (RK- 

TTTRNING  OFFICERS)   BILL. 

WITHDRAWAL  OF  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Macartney, 
Sir  HENEY  JAMES  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  proceed  further  with  the 
Bill  this  Session.  The  Bill  had  been  re- 
ported in  a  shape  which,  he  hoped,  would 
receive  at  a  future  time  the  approval  of 
the  House ;  but  the  state  of  the  Public 
Business  rendered  it  impossible  to  cany 
the  measure  into  Law  this  Session.  Next 
Session,  however,  he  would  endeavourto 
get  it  passed.  He  would  move  now  that 
the  Order  for  re-committing  the  BQl  be 
discharged. 

Order  discharged :  Bill  iciihdrawn. . 

SANITARY  LAWS  A^IENDMENT  BILL.- 
{Mr.  Sclatci'-Booth,   Jfr,   Clare  £ead.) 

[Bill  202].     thibd  beadino. 

Order  for  Third  Eeading  read. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  asked  whether  the  Bill 
was  to  extend  to  Scotland  ?  The  whole 
tenor  of  the  measure  seemed  to  show 
that  it  wa«  intended  exdusivelj  for  Eng- 
land, and  he  thought  there  should  be  an 
express  exclusion  of  Scotland  from  the 
Bill. 
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Me.  80LATER.B00TH  said,  he  would 
take  oare  that  the  matter  should  be  con- 
oideredy  if  necessary,  in  ''another  place." 

Queen's  Consent  signified :  Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPREME    COURT   OF   JUDICATURE 
ACT  (1873)  AMENDMENT  BILL.    [Lords.] 

[Bill  179.] 

(Jfr.  Attorney  Getieral.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Attorney  General.) 

Sib  GEOEGE  BOWYEE,  in  rising 
to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  said,  he  was  not  in  Par- 
liament last   year,   and  therefore   was 
unable  to  say  how  an  Act  involving  such 
an  important  subject  as  the  AppeUate 
Jurisdiction  could  have  passed,  he  would 
not  say  in  haste,  but  at  least  not  with 
that  degree  of  consideration  which  the 
constitutional  importance  of  the  question 
demanded.     At  all  events,  he  intended 
to  propose  that  the  matter  should  be  re- 
considered, and  he  did  so  on  the  ground 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
last  year  opposed  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  which    dealt  with    the    Appellate 
Jurisdiction;  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  opposed  it,  the  present  Lord 
Advocate  opposed  it,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  not  then,  or  now,  en- 
thusiastic for  the  change.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  too  great  a  consti- 
tutional statesman  not  to  see  the  import 
of  the  transfer  of  the  Appellate  Juris- 
diction, and  the   serious    consequences 
which  might  flow  from  it.     Ho  believed 
he  might  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  were  now  on   the  Treasury 
Bench  and  opposed  the  change  last  year, 
were  not  more   favourable  to  it  now, 
though  circumstances  compelled  them  to 
support  it.     The  bench,  the  bar,  and  the 
solicitors  in  Scotland  were  opposed  to  the 
change,   and  the  same  might  be  said 
in  regard  to  Ireland ;  while  with  regard 
to  England,  a  short  time  ago  a  Petition 
was  presented,  signed  by  almost  every 
gentleman  in  large  practice  at  the  bar  of 
England,  expressing  regret  at  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lonls,  as  they  considered  that 
juzisdiction  ought  not  to  have  been  abo- 
lished unless  a  better  Court  could  be 


devised.    He  was  prepared  to  show  that 
a  better  Court  had  not  been  devised. 
This  Bill  provided  that  the  Court  should 
be  called  an  Imperial  Court  of  Appeal 
instead  of  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Ap- 
peal.     He  could  only  conjecture    the 
cause  of  that  change  of  name.    It  was 
probably  because  in  the  Acts  of  Union 
with  Scotland  and  Ireland,  there  were 
stipulations  that  appeals  from  those  two 
countries  should  not  come  to  an  English 
Court,  but  to  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
was  a  Court  common  to  the  Three  King- 
doms.    By  calling  it  an  Imperial  Court, 
that  difficulty  was  attempted  to  be  got 
rid  of;  but  there  was  not  much  in  a 
name,  for  it  could  never  make  the  new 
Court  stand  in  the  position  of  the  House 
of  Lords.     That  new  Court  was  to  super- 
sede the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.     No  Court  of  Appeal  had  given 
so  much  satisfaction  as  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  and  he  re- 
gretted it  was  now  to  be  superseded  by  a 
Court  composed  of  a  miscellaneous  body 
of  Judges,  who  would  know  nothing  of 
the   different  laws  which   prevailed  in 
India  and  our  Colonies.    With  regard  to 
the  more  important  subject — the  Court 
of  Appeal  constituted  by  tliis  Bill — he 
objected  to  the  provision  which  made 
one  of  the  two  or  more  Divisions  a  Court 
of  Appeal  to  the  other  as  altogether  ano- 
malous in  the  English  law.     The  First 
Divisional    Court  of  Imperial    Appeal 
was  to  consist  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  two  other  ex  officio  Judges — namely, 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  and 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  England  for 
the  first  two  years,  and  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
and  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  England  for  the  next  two  years, 
and  80  on  in  rotation  every  succeeding 
two  years.     That   would  give  them   a 
shifting  and  sandy  tribunal ;  whereas  the 
Court  of  Ultimate  Appeal  in  England 
ought  to  be  a  steady  tribunal,  having  a 
jurisprudence  of  its  own.    Those  ex  officio 
Judges  ought  to  be  sitting  in  their  own 
Courts,  where  they  had  important  duties 
to  discharge,  and  not  be  taken  away  to 
be  made  a  Court  of  Appeal.    It  might 
be  said  that  similar  changes  took  place 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  it  consisted 
of  a  small  body  of  experienced  Judges 
of  high  standing,  and  the  jurisprudence 
of  that  tribunal  had,  on  the  whole,  been 
kept  remarkably  steady.     Lord  Mon- 
crieff,  a  competent  authority  on.  the  «^m\^* 
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ject,  spoke  of  the  great  pains  and  labour 
which  the  House  of  Lords  bestowed  upon 
Scotch  appeals,  and  said  that  although 
the  law  of  the  two  countries  was  diffe- 
rent, yet  the  people  and  the  Judges  of 
Scotland   had  great  confidence    in   the 
House  of  Lords,  and  would  not  have  the 
same  confidence  in  any  other  Court  of 
Appeal.      By   Clause    5    Her   Majesty 
might  appoint  three  additional  Judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  but  they  were  to 
be   appointed,    not  by   Letters  Patent 
under  the  Great  Seal — the  usual  prac- 
tice of  the  Constitution — but  by  warrant ; 
and  those  three  Judges  were  to  sit  for 
three    years   only,    after   which    three 
others  were  to  be  appointed  for  a  like 
period.     If  a  vacancy  occuiTod  in  the 
Supreme  Court   of  Appeal,    the    Lord 
Chancellor  was  to  have  power  to  fill  it 
up.     Such  a  Court  would  not  command 
the  confidence  of  the  country,  because  it 
would  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.     Ho  could  not  con- 
ceive a  course  which  it  would  be  more  un- 
safe to  pursue,  and  the  matter  was  one 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  worthy  of  the 
most   serious  attention  of   the   House. 
The  tendency  of  the  present  Bill,  as  well 
as  of  the  Bill  of  last  year,  was,  ho  might 
add,  to  give   enormous    power   to   the 
Lord  Chancellor  with  regard  to  making 
what  were  called  **  arrangements  " — a 
power  which  he  thought  was  extremely 
unconstitutional.     In   the    Bill  of  last 
year,  also,  one  of  the  most  important 
provisions  was  that  there  should  be  only 
one  step  in  appeals,  and  had  he  been  in 
Parliament  when  it  passed   he   should 
have  opposed  that  principle  with  all  the 
influence  which  ho  could  command.     It 
was  a  principle  which  was  unknown  in 
any  country  in  the  world,  and  which  was 
altogether  foroijj^n  to  the  Constitution  of 
this  country.     If  there  were  an  interme- 
diate   Court   of   Appeal  only  the  most 
important  cases  would  go  to  the  ultimate 
Court,  and  the  effect  would  be  that  the 
Supreme  Court  would  not  have  too  mucli 
to  do,  and  that  it  would  bo  able  to  give 
sufficient  time  to  tiie  cases  which  came 
before  it — the  result  being  tliat  those 
cases  would  be  satisfactorily  adjudicated, 
as    in   the  instance  of   appeals  to   the 
House   of   Lords,    while    Judges  over- 
worked, or   working  at  high   pressure, 
could  not  get  through   the  business  be- 
fore thtui  us  well  as  they  might   other- 
wise do.  Ho  stated,  during  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  of  last  year  through  Parlia- 

S$r  Georpe  Bowyer 


ment,  that  he  was  quite  sore  that  the 
result  of  having  only  one  step  of  appeal 
would  be  to  overwhelm  the  Supreme 
Court  with  work — an  opinion  which,  he 
found,  was  shared  by  men  of  g^at  ex- 
perience in  the  legal  profession.  Well, 
the  principle  of  having  only  one  step  of 
appeal  had  to  be  given  up  this  year. 
There  was  to  be  no  appeal  except  in 
two  cases — either  where  the  Judges  were 
not  unanimous,  or  where  the  decision  of 
the  divisional  Court  reversed  any  ques- 
tion of  law  material  to  the  judgment  of 
the  case.  The  Judges,  althougn  unani- 
mous, might  yet  be  wrong.  This  pro- 
vision deprived  the  subject  of  the  power 
of  appeal  to  the  higher  tribunal,  and 
so  far  it  was  a  provision  which  had 
never  previously  existed.  With  regard 
to  the  second  point,  if  the  Court  decided 
one  way,  and  on  appeal  that  decision 
was  confirmed,  the  subject  would  be  de- 
prived of  any  power  to  bring^  his  case 
before  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  for 
ulti mate  adj  udication.  That  was  neither 
reasonable  nor  constitutional,  and  had 
hitherto  been  altogether  unknown  in 
tho  law  of  England.  The  right  of  ap- 
peal was  a  right  emanating  from  the 
duty  of  the  Crown  to  administer  justice 
towards  a  subject;  and,  although  the 
second  Court  might  agree  with  the  first, 
he  maintained  that  the  subject  had  a 
right  to  go  to  the  ultimate  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, in  order  to  ascei*tain  whether  those 
two  Courts  were  right  or  wrong.  He 
objected  to  this  provision,  and  urged 
that  the  Court  of  Appeal  constituted  by 
this  Amendment  Act  was  not  a  satis- 
factory Court,  and  was  not  worthy  to 
supersede  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  He  now  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  abolishing  that  jurisdiction. 
Great  weight  ought,  he  thought,  to  be 
given  to  the  connection  which  had  existed 
between  it  and  the  Crown  and  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  ought  not,  he  contended,  to 
be  abolished,  except  on  very  concluaiTe 
groimds,  and  without  substituting  for  it 
something  better,  because  if  something 
only  equally  good  were  offered  no  suffi- 
cient ground  for  change  would  have  been 
established.  The  House  of  Lords  was 
one  of  the  greatest  Courts  of  Appeal 
which  the  world  had  ever  seen,  and  the 
most  august.  It  had  been  connected 
with  the  history  of  the  country  from  the 
earliest  times;  it  was  coeval  with  the 
monarchy,  and  formed  a  part  of  tho 
privileges  of  Parliament  taken  as  a  col- 
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lective  body.  The  House  ought,  there- 
fore, to  look  with  jealousy  on  any 
change  of  so  ancient,  so  g^eat,  and  so 
historic  an  institution.  It  might,  indeed, 
be  said  that  the  House  of  Lords  itself 
had  given  up  its  Prerogative  in  regard 
to  appeals ;  but,  even  so,  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  was  a  co-ordinate 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  was  not  bound 
to  acquiesce  in  that  decision.  Every 
man  had  a  right  to  give  up  what  be- 
longed to  himself,  but  no  man  had  a 
right  to  give  up  what  belonged  to  him- 
self and  others ;  and  the  country  had  a 
right  to  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  House 
of  Lords  if  it  was  a  good  one,  or  the 
best  which  could  be  formed  under  the 
circumstances.  In  considering  this  sub- 
ject, the  House  of  Commons  must  cast 
aside  the  fact  of  the  House  of  Lords 
having  given  a  decision  upon  it,  and 
ought  not  to  be  satisfied  with  register- 
ing their  Lordships'  decree.  The  Lords 
agreed  to  give  up  their  jurisdiction  under 
circumstances  which  did  not  now  exist, 
and  when  there  was  to  be  only  one  step 
of  appeal.  He  should  be  told  the  thing 
had  been  settled,  and  ought  not  to  be 
re-opened ;  but  they  were  fortunate  in 
having  the  opportunity  of  reconsidering 
their  decision,  and  if  they  had  made  a 
mistake  it  would  be  a  greater  mistake 
to  persevere  in  it ;  they  ought  rather  to 
be  thankful  of  the  opportunity  of  cor- 
recting it.  It  was  determined  that  the 
House  of  Lords  should  no  longer  be  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeal ;  because,  as 
there  was  to  be  only  one,  it  was  con- 
sidered the  mass  of  business  would 
be  so  ereat  they  would  not  have  the 
strength  to  do  it.  This  was  no  longer 
the  case,  for  under  the  name  of  a  re- 
hearing there  was  to  be  a  second  step 
of  appeal,  so  that  the  circumstances  were 
totally  changed,  and  no  one  could  say 
the  Lords  would  be  unequal  to  dealing 
with  the  appeals.  It  was  said  the  House 
of  Lords  sat  only  while  Parliament  was 
sitting ;  but  that  was  six  months  of  the 
year,  and  the  judicial  year  was  eight 
months,  so  that  it  was  only  a  question 
of  two  months.  Nor  was  there  any 
reason  why  the  House  of  Lords  should 
not  continue  to  sit  for  judicial  purposes 
after  Parliament  was  up.  On  that  point, 
he  would  refer  to  the  authority  of  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Hale,  who,  in  bis  Jurisdie- 
iian  of  the  Home  of  Lords,  said,  there 
was  nothing  unconstitutional  in  that 
House  sitting  for  the  transaction  of  ju- 


dicial business  when  Parliament  was  not 
sitting,  and  there  were  precedents  which 
fully  supported  this  view.  It  had  been 
established  that  an  impeachment  did  not 
abate  by  Prorogation  or  Dissolution. 
This  Session  four  or  five  ex-Chancellors 
had  been  sitting  regularly  from  day  to 
day,  and  they  had  been  aided  by  a  Scotch 
Judge  recently  deceased.  These  Judges 
constituted  such  a  Court  as  might  be 
envied  by  any  country  in  the  world. 
There  was  no  difficulty  in  strengthening 
the  House  of  Lords  as  much  as  might 
be  necessary.  He  regretted  that  the 
proposal  to  introduce  life  Peers  broke 
down ;  but  the  House  of  Lords  had  the 
power  of  calling  in  the  assistance  of  the 
Judges,  and  Sir  Launcelot  Shad  well  and 
others  had  sat  as  Lord  Speaker  of  the 
House  without  having  been  made  Peers. 
There  was  no  reason  at  all  why  assis- 
tants should  not  be  associated  with  the 
Lords  in  the  hearing  of  appeals ;  and 
by  adopting  this  expedient  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  giving  the  Lords  from 
time  to  time  whatever  strength  they  re- 
quired. If  the  House  of  Lords  required 
strengthening  in  its  judicial  capacity  it 
would  be  easy  to  supply  the  additional 
strength.  But  generally  there  was,  as 
at  present,  a  sufficient  number  of  Law 
Lords  for  the  discharge  of  the  judi- 
cial duties.  There  was  also  this  to 
be  taken  into  account,  that  the  number 
of  appeals  to  the  House  of  Lords  if  this 
Bill  were  passed — supposing  that  House 
to  continue  to  exercise  its  judicial  func- 
tions— would  be  less  than  it  had  been 
hitherto,  because  the  greater  part  of  the 
appeals  would  be  disposed  of  by  the  First 
Court  of  Appeal.  Still,  we  should  have 
a  great  independent  constitutional  Court 
for  ultimate  appeal  in  important  cases 
instead  of  this  mushroom  Court  insti- 
tuted in  defiance  of  constitutional  prin- 
ciples, and  the  principles  on  which  Courts 
of  Appeal  ought  to  be  constructed.  He 
called  upon  the  Government,  as  a  Con- 
servative Government,  to  consider  this 
constitutional  question.  A  more  revo- 
lutionary proposal  than  that  of  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  had  never  been  brought 
before  Parliament,  and  it  was  surprising 
to  find  it  supported  by  a  party  calling 
itself  Conservative.  He  knew  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Attorney  General  was  the 
same  as  his.  [The  Attorxey  General 
dissented.]  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
I  tleman  shook  his  heady  but  he  kne^ 
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it  was  so.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  was  of  the  same  opinion.  The 
judicial  character  of  the  1  louse  of  Lords 
was  interwoven  with  its  history,  was  a 
necessaiy  part  of  its  constitution,  and 
was  the  ver}-  spirit  of  its  existence.  By 
taking  away  that  character  a  great 
wound  would  bo  inflicted  upon  it,  and 
a  step  would  be  taken  that  would  lead 
to  the  downfall  of  the  House.  He  had 
heard  it  argued  that  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal in  the  House  of  Lords  was  not  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  merely  a  council 
of  Law  Lords.  That  was  no  argument 
against  the  authority  of  the  House,  for 
the  appeals  were  decided  by  order  of 
the  House.  Tho  House  deferred  to  the 
opinion  of  those  who  were  best  qualified 
among  its  Members.  J^ut  that  did  not 
derogate  from  the  autliority  of  tho  House 
as  a  Supreme  Court.  He  would  appeal  to 
tlio  Prime  Minister  to  consider  what  the 
effect  of  this  measure  must  be  from  a 
constitutional  point  of  view.  Tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have  bo- 
taken  liimself  to  the  tranquillity  of 
slumber.  [Mr.  Disraeli  dissented.] 
Well,  ho  was  glad  that  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  heard  him,  and  he  was 
sure  ho  would  give  the  question  his  best 
consideration.  Was  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  of  Lords  as  a  Court  of  Final 
Appeal  to  bo  abolislicd  in  favour  of  this 
new  musliroom  Court,  which  had  nothing 
to  recommend  it  but  its  novelt}",  Jiaving 
no  history,  no  dignity,  and  no  status  in 
the  countrv ;  or  was  it  to  remain  with 
tho  House  of  Lords,  where  it  had  been 
from  the  earliest  times,  and  which  had 
always  ]u*oved  satisfactory  to  the  country 
and  to  the  bar?  Tho  hon.  and  learned 
J3:ir(»nct  concluded  by  moving  his  Re- 
solution. 

Aim-ndment  proposed, 

To  h'avo  (»ut  from  tin*  word  **Th:it"  to  tho 
mil  of  till'  (2'i'">ti«'".  in  t»nkT  to  a<l(l  tin*  woimIs 
**a>it  is  sifliiiitti-'l  th;il  th«'  lloiisr  »»f  Loi-ils  is 
lirrl'rrn-tl  liy  In  l:iu«l  aii'l  Si-'itlainl  as  tlu'ir  linal 
ciurl  I'l"  a[>jii  :il  to  any  otlii  r  tliat  has  ln'cn  i)ro- 
imsfil,  ami  a**  a  >.itistavlMry  ciurt  of  aiipi-al  has 
not  yrt  li  ■«  n  »'^t  ihli>lu'(l  nor  ]>r<i])os(Ml  I'ur  Enp:- 
laml,  it  will  lie  i^xpi'iliint,  instead  ot'  prucoi'dinfif 
t«»  cri-ati'  :i  n.w  «-iiiiil  fur  all  the  thriy.'kinirdnnis, 
that  t':i«'  ]»r<'vi>iiins  «.>t  the  Suiircmo  Cnurt  of 
Judi'-atun*  Art  of  lant  Sr.-?.si«in  which  ])r()hihit 
a;ii>"nl  tti  th«'  Ilnn.-"- of  Lurds  ho  roiH-alnl,  and 
that  tiuio  bo  tlur-liy  allow*  il  for  lh<'  adoption  of 
such  in)pr.)v«Tnt'nts  in  tluM'on^titiition  and  jirac- 
tices  of  the  llous(^  of  l.onis  in  the  disdiarp-  of 
its  iuilii-ial  fun»tions  a<  mav  n-niovo  the  ohjcc- 
tions  which  liave  In-,  n  tak»-n  to  it  as  a  court  of 
iudioaturt*,"'-  -'S'/r  fnon/t  //i/'"/?// 

— inst'dd  thereof. 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  woids 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

Mr.  CHAELEY  said,  that  consider- 
ing the  position  which  he  took  up  last 
year,  it  would  be  ungenerous  if  he  left 
the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir 
Georgo  Bowyer)  to  fight  this  question 
alone.  If  ho  erred  in  supporting  tbe 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet, 
ho  erred  with  all  the  Conservative 
lawyers  who  spoke  on  this  question  last 
year.  On  tho  broad  ground  taken  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Frome 
(Mr.  Lopes),  whom  he  regarded  as  a 
Constitutional  authority,  he  contended 
tliat  to  abolish  tho  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  was  unconstitn- 
tional.  That  High  Court  in  the  dis- 
charge of  its  duty  claimed  the  support 
and  confidence  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  respectfully  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  reconsider  this 
subject.  Of  all  the  arguments  that  had 
been  advanced  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  tho  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  he  thought  the  weakest 
was  that  the  House  of  Lords  had  sur- 
rendered its  jurisdiction.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  justly  condemned 
that  argument.  He  entirely  endorsed 
what  had  been  said  last  year  by  the 
Attoimey  General  for  Ireland,  that  this 
jurisdiction  was — 

"  a  triLst — a  duty  cant  upon  it  by  the  Goniti- 
tution.  and  tho  will  of  the  people  of  "R^giawH 
thruuj^h  that  Constitution.  That  House  had 
no  rii^iit  to  abandon  a  sacred  trust  and  a  duty." 
[3  llamard,  ccx\-i.  892.] 

Of  the  House  of  Lords  the  following 
words  had  been  used  with  great  truth : 
— Bi  antiquitatem  species  est  vetustitnwu, 
fii  dignitatem  est  honoraiissima,  ti  juris' 
dictionem  est  capacissima.  He  would  say 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  that 
this  question  could  be  better  raised 
upon  tho  10th  clause  of  the  Bill  than 
upon  going  into  Committee.  The  best 
course,  therefore,  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  to  pursue  would  be  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  10th  danse, 
which  directly  raised  this  question.  This 
Bill  repealed  the  20th  section  of  the 
Judicature  Act  of  last  Session,  the  effect 
of  which  was  to  do  away  with  the  Ap- 
pellate Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  if  a  portion  of  the  9th,  the 
10th,  and  tho  22nd  sections  were  omitted, 
the  result  would  bo  that  the  Appellata 
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Jurisdiction   of    the    House  of  Lords 
would  remain. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  said,  the 
real  answer  to  the  hou.  and  learned 
Baronet's  Besolution  was  that  it  came 
too  late.  The  House  discussed  this  ques- 
tion very  fully  twelve  months  ago,  and 
by  a  very  large  majority  the  House  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  ought 
to  be  abolished.  The  conclusion,  he  be- 
lieved, was  arrived  at  upon  the  ground 
that  there  were  certain  inherent  defects 
in  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords 
which  no  legislation  could  remedy  and 
which  made  that  House  an  unsatisfactory 
tribunal  for  the  hearing  of  appeals.  The 
great  defect  in  the  constitution  of  that 
body  had  been  and  necessarily  must  be 
the  difficulty  of  procuring  anything  like 
a  certain  attendance  of  Members  to  hear 
appeals.  The  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons  by  a  very  large  majority  that 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords  should  be  abolished  had  been 
endorsed  by  the  general  approbation  of  the 
country.  He  could  say  for  his  own  profes- 
sion that  the  decision  the  House  arrived 
at  last  year  had  their  almost  unanimous 
approval.  For  himself,  he  regretted  that 
the  question  of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
for  the  Three  Kingdoms  had  not  been 
dealt  with  at  one  and  tlie  same  time, 
seeing  that  such  a  course  would  have 
been  preferable  to  piecemeal  legislation  ; 
but  havingput  an  end  to  the  jurisdiction 
as  far  as  Ikigland  was  concerned,  they 
were  bound  to  do  the  same  for  Scotland 
and  Ireland. 

Mb.  GREGOEY  said,  that  the  Bill 
was  simply  a  completion  of  the  one 
passed  last  Session,  and  it  ought,  con- 
sequently, to  be  passed,  although  he 
quite  admitted  that  cei*tain  of  the  ob- 
jections which  had  been  urged  by  the 
non.  and  learned  Baronet  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords  possessed  considerable  weight ; 
but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  this 
was  primarily  a  question  for  that  House 
itself  to  consider.  If  the  House  of  Lords 
had  seen  fit  to  abolish  their  own  jurisdic- 
tion he  could  not  see  how  the  House  of 
Commons  could  thrust  it  back  upon  them 
by  refusing  to  entertain  the  present  Bill. 
Thereibre,  it  was  almost  superfluous  to 
consider  the  Motion  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet.  He  (Mr. 
Gregory)  considered  the  Appellate  Juris- 
diction of  the  House  of  Lords  not  so 


much  a  matter  of  obligation  as  of  Pre- 
rogative; it  was  a  Privilege,  not  matter 
of  statute,  nor  hardly  of  common  law. 
It  would  be  most  dangerous  to  force  the 
administration  of  the  law  upon  unwil- 
ling Judges.  There  were  undoubtedly 
things  in  the  present  Bill  susceptible 
of  improvement,  but  these  might  be 
remedied  in  Committee. 

Mr.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  while  concur- 
ring very  largely  in  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet,  that  it  was 
really  too  late  to  attempt  to  save  the 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords.      Universal  regret  was  felt  by 
members  of  the  legal  profession  at  the 
abandonment  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords.     There  had  been  a  very 
natural  reticence  on  the  part  of  the  legal 
profession  to  give  a  real,  honest  opinion 
upon  the  subject  either  in  the  House  or 
in  public ;  and  the  question  had  pre- 
sented itself  to  him  several  times  whe- 
ther they  ought  to  speak  out  the  honest 
truth  about  it  or  whether  they  ought  to 
be  governed  by  the  rules  of  good  taste 
and  propriety,  considering  their  position 
as  practising  barristers  in  Court.     He 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  a  very 
general,  if  not  a  universal,  feeling  of 
regret  by  the  members  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords  as  a  final  Court  of  Appeal  had 
been  abolished.     It  was,  however,  too 
late    to    recur    to    that    question  now. 
Years  ago  the  House  of  Lords  had  an 
opportunity  of  retaining  that  jurisdic- 
tion, but  they  neglected  it,  and  declined 
to  receive  those  moderate  reforms  which 
would  have  made  their  jurisdiction  ac- 
ceptable to  the  country.     He  could  not 
help  feeling  that  they — the  House  of 
Commons — gave  way  rather  to  popular 
sentiment  and  popular  feeling  in  aban- 
doning the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords  rather  than  facing  the  thing  ac- 
cording to   its  merits,    and    consented 
rather   hastily    to    its    abolition.     The 
House  of  Lords  as  a  Final  Court  of 
Appeal  had  undoubtedly  conducted  its 
proceedings  with  the  greatest  solemnity, 
and  had  given  the  closest  attention  to  all 
the  arguments  brought  under  its  notice. 
Counsel  and  suitors  were  heard  fairly 
and    patiently    without    stint  of  time. 
With  respect  to  the  Exchequer  Chamber, 
or    the    Lords    Justices    in    Chancery, 
suitors  did  not  receive  such  justice,  so 
much  so  that  nothing  was  commoner, 
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when  a  case  was  adjourned  in  either  of 
these  Courts,  than  to  hear  the  remark, 
*'  the  Court  will  be  heard    again  to- 
morrow."    No  doubt,  there  were  com- 
plaints against  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  propagated  over  the 
country,    and  which    aroused    popular 
feeling  against  the  jurisdiction;  and  the 
House  of  Lords  in  an  unfortunate  mo- 
ment consented  to  give  up  that  jurisdic- 
tion.    Now  it  was  too  late,  as  they  had 
chosen  to  give  it  up,  to  go  back  to  that 
jurisdiction.     A    memorial,    signed    by 
almost  every  member  of  the  Common 
Law  bar,  had  been  forwarded  within  the 
last  month  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  ex- 
pressing their  regret  that  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  had  been  abo- 
lished without  a  sufficient  substitute  for 
that    tribunal     being    provided.      The 
members  of  the  legal  profession,  so  far 
from  desiring  to  impede  the  Act,  were 
most  anxious  that  it  should  come  into 
operation  without  delay ;  but  they  felt 
a  particular  anxiety  to  see  the  Rules  and 
Orders  of  the  Court,   which  were  to  be 
framed  by  the  Judges  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  order  to 
judge  whether  they  were  drawn  in  a 
spirit  calculated  to  carry  out  the  Judica- 
ture Act  ofiectually.     Great  misgivings 
had  been  created  in  the  minds  of  the 
Profession  on  account  of  the  long  delay 
which  had  occurred  in  preparing  the 
Rules,  and  the  apparent  reluctance   to 
lay  thorn  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
On  the  21st  of  April,  he  put  a  Question 
to  the  Attorney  General  on  the  subject, 
and  the  answer  was  unsatisfactory.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  promised 
that  they  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  by 
the  Ist  of  June;  it  was  now  the  16th  of 
July  and  tlioy  had  not  yet  been  produced. 
But  these  Rules  were  the  very  backbone, 
nay,  the  flesh  and  blood,  of  the  measure, 
and  therefore   the   utmost  anxiety  was 
felt  to  know  what  they  were.     Even  now 
groat  anxiety  prevailed  lest  the  Judges 
might  have  gone  further  than  was  ex- 
pected, for  up  to  the  present  moment  the 
profession  at  large  had  not  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  the  Rules.     After 
great  exertion  he  and  some  others  had 
succeeded  in   obtaining  copies    of  the  i 
Rules,  and  he  must  candidly  say  they 
were,  in  his  judgment,  admirably  framed, 
though  it  was  impossible  that  any  Rules  ; 
carrying  out  such  enormous  changes,  and 
travelling  over  such  avast  surface,  should 
not  be  here  and  there  defective.     There  j 
was,    however,    something    about   the ! 
J/r.  Watkin  JFilliami 


Rules  which  would  demand  the  attention 
of  the  House  before  parting  with  the 
subject,  and  that  was  an  attempt  which 
was  being  made  to  interfere  with  trial 
by  jury.  He  should  deplore  the  day 
when  we  should  part  with  trial  by  jury, 
even  in  exchange  for  some  more  scientific 
system.  But  those  who  were  behind 
the  scenes  had  reason  to  know  that 
attempts  were  made  by  means  of  these 
Rules  to  do  away  with  trial  by  jury; 
and  if  hon.  Members  had  not  been  in- 
formed that  those  attempts  had  been 
abandoned,  far  stronger  opposition  would 
be  given  to  the  Bill.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Taunton 
(Sir  Henry  James)  would  move  an 
Amendment  to  secure  that  when  the 
Rules  should  come  into  operation  next 
November,  trial  by  lury  should  be  saved 
from  being,  if  not  altogether,  at  least  in 
a  great  measure,  superseded,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  support  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend. 

The    attorney    GENERAL    de- 
clined to  enter  in  detail  into  the  various 
matters  referred  to  by  the  two  hon.  and 
learned  Members  who  alone   spoke  in 
supportof  the  Amendment.  That  Amend- 
ment, if  successful,  would  be  the  most 
effectual    means  of  defeating   the   end 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
in  view ;  for  the  result  would  be  that 
while  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  abolished  for 
England,  it  would  remain  for  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  which  would  thus  have  a  dif- 
ferent Court  of  Appeal  from  this  country. 
The  whole  of  the  arguments  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  addressed 
to  the  House  had  reference  more  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill  than  to  the  general 
question,  and  ought  properly  to  be  raised 
in  Committee.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  had    referred   to  observations 
which  he  (the  Attorney  General)    had 
made  last  year ;    but  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  did  not  then  go  the  length  of 
saying  that  the  House  of  Lords  oueht  to 
be  retained  as  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  all 
time,  but  only  until  it  should  be  seen 
whether  the  Act  of  last  year  would  in 
other  respects  work  satisiactorily.     But 
the  opinion  of  Parliament,  as  expressed 
in  the  last  Session,  was  not  in  favour  of 
that  view ;  and,  whatever  might  be  his 
own    opinion   upon   the   point,   he   ac- 
cepted the  decision  of  Parliament  as  con- 
clusive.    The  only  question  now  before 
them  was,  whether  the  House  was  pre- 
pared to  give  effect  to  the  Bill  which 
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had    oome  down  from   the    House  of 
Lords,  and  to  afford  the  same  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  for  Scotland  and   Ireland 
which  England  possessed  ?    One  ground 
of  his  original  objection  to  the  abolition 
of   the    Appellate    Jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  removed  by  the 
provision    in    the    present   Bill,  under 
which  there  would  be  a  second  appeal  in 
certain  cases  where  it  was  desirable.   He 
submitted  that   the  hon.   and  learned 
Baronet,  having  now  expressed  his  views, 
and    having  a   further   opportunity  of 
taking  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  the 
points  he  had  raised  when  they  got  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  had  obtained  his 
object,  and  should  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment.   With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the    Denbigh    Boroughs  (Mr.   Watkin 
Williams),  as  to  the  course  of  proceeding 
before  the  Lords  Justices  in  Chancery, 
and  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  he  him- 
self had  no  experience  of  the  way  in 
which  justice  was  administered  in  the 
latter  tribunal ;  but  he  had  had  as  large 
or  larger  experience  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  the  former,  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  there  were  any  Judges  in 
this  country  who  more  anxiously  en- 
deavoured to  ascertain  all  the  facts  of 
the  cases  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
decide,  and  to  arrive  at  a  right  conclu- 
sion,  than  the  two  Lords  Justices.    If 
any  fault  at  all  could  be  found  with 
them,  it  was  that,  in  their  desire  fully  to 
ascertain  all  the  facts  of  the  cases  which 
came  before  them,  they  sometimes  talked 
a  little  too  much,  in  the  opinion  of  some 
of  those  who  practised   before   them; 
but,  however  this  might  be,  all  that  they 
said  was  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  the 
truth.    [Mr.  Watkin  Williams:  That 
is  all  that  I  said.]    He  accepted  the 
explanation  of   his    hon.   and    learned 
Fnend,  but  had  certainly  imderstood  his 
observations  as    made    in    a    different 
sense.    With  respect  to  the  Bules  under 
the  Judicature  Act   of  last    year,  the 
several  portions  of  those  Bules  were  in 
print  at  the  time  he  had  stated  on  a 
previous  occasion.     They  were  before 
the  Judges  on  the   Ist   of  June,   and 
discussed  and  finally  decided  upon  by 
them  on  the  1st  of  July ;  and  the  only 
reason  why  they  were  not  now  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  was,  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  should  be  first  passed,  and  become 
a  portion  of  the  law  of  the  land  in  con- 


junction with  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
oecause  the  Bules  were  intended  to  be 
Bules  under  the  two  Acts,  and  not 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session  only. 

Sir  EABDLEY  WILMOT  expressed 
his  intention  to  support  any  proposal  for 
the  maintenance  of  trial  by  jury,  if  it 
appeared  that  the  new  Bules  prepared 
in  accordance  with  this  Act  in  any  way 
interfered  with  that  institution.  As  to 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  he  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  they  might  be  released  from  their 
labours  in  that  respect ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  new  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal,  he 
feared  it  was  one  not  quite  worthy  of 
the  wants  of  the  country.  He  hoped 
the  Bill  would  be  allowed  to  go  into 
Committee,  and  that  the  various  details 
of  the  Bill  would  then  be  thoroughly 
sifted. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  having  last  year 
objected  to  abolishing  the  ultimate 
decision  of  appeals  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  having  advocated  the  reten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords  as  the 
Supreme  Appellate  Tribunal  for  the  en- 
tire Empire,  wished  now  to  state  why 
he  was  unable  to  support  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  county  of  Wexford  (Sir 
George  Bowyer).  A  great  opportunity 
was  lost  last  year  of  surrounding  the 
ultimate  tribunal  with  the  traditional 
authority  and  power  which  the  long  ser- 
vices of  the  House  of  Lords  in  rela- 
tion to  the  jurisprudence  of  the  coun- 
try gave  to  its  judgments  ;  but  while 
he  felt  this  strongly,  he  could  not  but 
also  feel  that  if  they  were  every  year 
to  review  their  legislative  decisions, 
and  if  what  was  solemnly  enacted  last 
year  was  to  be  reversed  in  the  present,  a 
still  greater  evil  than  even  the  abolition 
of  the  House  of  Lords  as  their  ultimate 
tribunal  would  be  introduced — namely, 
a  total  confusion  and  uncertainty  as  to 
the  proceedings  of  Parliament.  There- 
fore, although  he  thought  it  was  an 
error  to  abolish  the  Appellate  Jurisdic- 
tion of  a  body  which  had  been  distin- 
guished for  taking  a  much  larger  and 
more  expansive  view  of  the  law  than  the 
inferior  Courts,  whose  judgments  it  had 
to  review,  still  he  was  not  prepared  to 

fo  back  and  imdo  the  legislation  of  last 
ession.  Moreover,  the  present  Bill  in- 
troduced some  valuable  improvements 
which  he  and  others  strove  in  vain  to  get 
inserted  in  the  measure  oi\afi^^^«x. 


147 


Supreme  Court  of 


(COMMONS}      Judicature  Act,  ^c.  Bill.      148 


Mr.  butt  said,  even  alio  wing  that  they 
were  to  have  a  new  Supremo  Court  of 
Appeal  for  England,  he  could  not  admit 
that  it  was  now  too  late  to  consider 
whether  they  ought  not  to  retain  the 
House  of  Lords  as  the  Ultimate  Court  of 
Appeal  for  Ireland.  He  believed  that 
England  had  been  surprised  into  assent- 
ing to  the  abolition  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  that  if  the 
opinion  of  both  branches  of  the  profes- 
sion was  taken  they  would  declare  that  a 
mistake  had  been  made. 

Mr.  C.  E.  lewis  expressed  his  re- 
gret that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbigh  Boroughs  (Mr.  Watkin 
Williams)  did  not  appear  to  know  his  own 
mind  last  Session  ;  for  if  he  and  other 
learned  Gentlemen  who  thought  as  he  did 
now  had  known  their  own  minds,  the  le- 
gislation of  which  they  complained  might 
not  have  been  carried  into  effect.  The 
fact  was  that  when  he  himself  «uid  some 
30  or  40  other  Members  who  took  an  in- 
terest in  the  subject  had  spent  hour  after 
hour  in  discussing  the  present  Act,  they 
found  themselves  quite  overborne  when- 
ever they  challenged  a  division  by  some 
150  or  200  Members  who  had  never 
heard  a  word  of  the  arguments  which 
had  been  advanced  on  either  side.  His 
opinion,  then,  was  that  the  course  which 
it  would  be  most  desirable  to  take  would 
be  to  create  a  strong  Intermediate  Court 
of  Appeal,  so  that  tlie  strain  on  the 
House  of  Lords  might  bo  rendered  less 
and  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  making 
it  a  perfectly  satisfactory  Final  Court  of 
Appeal  diminished.  But  a  different 
course  had  been  taken,  and  he  now  felt 
bound  to  vote  against  the  Resolution  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  IMember  for  Wex- 
ford (Sir  George  Bowyer)  simply  because 
he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  bo  useless 
to  vote  for  it,  and  that  if  earned  it  would 
lead  to  a  great  deal  of  confusion.  Before 
he  sat  down  he  must  protest  against  the 
delay  which  had  occurred  in  laying  the 
new  Rules  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
It  was  in  the  highest  degree  unsatisfac- 
tory, he  thought,  that  they  should  be 
produced  only  just  as  the  Hoiise  was  on 
the  point  of  breaking  iip  for  the  Recess, 
when  there  would  be  no  adequate 
opportunity  of  considering  them,  especi- 
ally as  they  were  to  come  into  operation 
80  early  as  November.  All  he  could  say 
was  that  he  hoped  they  would  not  be 
found  to  be  worse  than  the  Bill,  which 
he  had  not  much  expectation  of  being 


able  to  amend,  seeing  that  it  was  the 
measure  of  a  strong  Government  which 
while  it  gave  way  to  its  opponents  some- 
times sat  upon  its  friends.  On  this  occa- 
sion they  were  sitting  upon  the  coimtiy 
in  the  form  of  the  new  Judicature  Act, 
and  insisting  on  bringing  it  into  faioe 
while  the  country  was  ignorant  of  the 
new  system.  

Mr.  Serjeant  SHERLOCK  was  op- 
posed to  the  transference  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords,  of  which  the 
country  knew  a  great  deal,  to  a  tribunal 
of  which  it  knew  nothing.  It  had  been 
stated  that  the  present  intermediate 
Courts  of  Appeal  were  in  an  unsatisfiBC- 
tory  condition,  but  this  was  surely  no 
reason  for  interfering  with  the  highest 
Court.  Moreover,  why  should  it  be  pro- 
posed to  extend  to  Scotland  and  Ireland 
a  measure  which  had  not  yet  come  into 
operation  in  England  and  the  probaUe 
working  of  which  was  necessarily  doubt- 
ful ?  With  regard  to  the  delay  which 
had  occurred  in  placing  on  the  Table  the 
new  Rules  which  had  to  be  drawn  up 
under  the  Act  of  last  year,  he  quite  con- 
curred in  the  protest  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  C.  E.  Lewis.) 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  saxd» 
he  was  afraid  after  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Den- 
bigh Boroughs  (Mr.  Watkin  Williams) 
would  tend  to  confirm  the  vulvar  be- 
lief that  lawyers  were  not  on  all  occa- 
sions disposed  to  speak  the  truth.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  obseired 
that  the  time  to  speak  the  truth  had  now 
come. 

Mr.  watkin  WILLIAMS  ex- 
plained that  he  had  spoken  not  with 
reference  to  politics  and  parties,  but  to 
his  position  as  a  barrister  practising  be- 
fore Courts  to  whose  functions  he 
naturally  felt  a  delicacy  in  referring. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  last  year  he  expressed  the  opinion 
that  if  there  was  to  be  a  Second  Court  of 
Appeal  for  English  Appeals,  the  House 
of  Lords  would  serve  the  purpose  well. 
He  did  not  now  shrink  from  that  opinion; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  opposed  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Wexford,  on  the  ground  that  the 
time  for  discussing  the  matter  had  gone 
by.  They  were  prevented  by  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Lords  itself  from  raising 
the  question.  He  was  aware  it  had  been 
said  that  the  House  of  Lords,  being  in 
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tbe  position  of  trustees  or  quoii  trustees, 
was  not  at  liberty  to  surrender  a  jurisdic- 
tion which  it  held  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  He  listened  with  intense  ad- 
miration to  such  sentiments ;  but  he  con-v 
fessed  they  did  not  overwhelm  him,  for 
whether  the  House  of  Lords  had  a  right 
to  surrender  the  jurisdiction  or  not,  as  a 
matter  of  fact  it  had  done  it,  and  done 
it  by  a  very  considerable  majority.  It 
would  bo  no  use  to  go  to  the  House  of 
Lords  and  ask  it  to  preserve  a  jurisdic- 
tion which  it  had  deliberately  given  up. 
The  rejection  of  this  Bill  would  only 
leave  the  Act  of  last  year  incomplete. 
With  regard  to  the  new  Rules,  he  denied 
that  the  Government  had  failed  to  act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Section 
68  of  the  Act  of  last  year ;  and  he  men- 
tioned that,  although  the  Hules  had  not 
been  officially  issued  by  the  Judges,  yet 
they  were  already  in  the  hands  of  many 
Members  of  the  House. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  that  his 
experience  of  the  whole  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion had  made  him  almost  shrink  from 
attempting  to  join  in  any  discussion  on 
a  legal  Bill,  because  the  great  majority 
of  hon.  Members  did  not  ^attend  to  the 
arguments  or  take  any  interest  in  them. 
He  did  not  mean  to  reproach  the  present 
Government,  because  they  were  only 
following  the  precedent  set  by  the  late 
Government.  He  did  not  blame  the 
Government  so  much  as  the  lay  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  who,  when  a  legal 
question  was  under  discussion,  paid  no 
attention  to  it,  and  were  content  to 
follow  the  direction  of  the  Government 
whip.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
before  them,  he  confessed  that  when 
the  question  of  the  abolition  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  was 
under  consideration  on  a  former  occasion 
he  was  in  favour  of  that  abolition,  be- 
cause the  House  of  Lords  did  not,  in 
fact,  deliver  judgments,  but  left  them 
to  be  delivered  by  two  or  three  Peers 
only,  whose  attendance  was  uncei*tain. 
Its  constitution  was  of  a  very  poor  de- 
scription, and  by  no  means  such  as  to 
command  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
A  suggestion  had  been  thrown  out  that 
that  Court  might  be  amended  and  im- 
proved by  the  creation  of  life  Peers,  and 
i^pointing  Judges  to  sit  there  for  purely 
judicial  purposes  ;  but  if  that  were  done 
it  would  be  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords;  and  if  they 
to  have  a  newly-constituted  Court 


of  Appeal  such  as  that,  they  might  as 
well  have  an  entirely  new  one  outside 
that  House  and  independent  of  it.  He 
did  not  believe  that  parting  with  their 
jurisdiction  would  weaken  the  prestige 
or  authority  of  the  House  of  Lords  m 
their  legislative  capacity.  He  thought 
the  House  of  Lords  as  a  Legislative 
Assembly  would  command  the  respect  of 
the  country  far  more  by  the  readiness 
with  which  it  had  parted  with  its  juris- 
diction than  if  it  had  attempted  to  retain 
it.  He  regretted  the  course  taken  last 
Session  with  regard  to  the  matter,  be- 
cause it  showed  how  easy  it  was  to  pull 
down  and  how  difficult  it  was  to  build 
up.  They  had  attempted  to  build  up  a 
new  tribunal,  and  had  failed  in  the 
attempt.  He  feared  that  this  new  Court 
of  Appeal  would  not  be  a  success.  It 
would  not  sit  in  its  entirety  to  judge 
upon  legal  questions,  but  was  to  be  spUt 
into  divisions  of  three  Judges  here,  and 
three  there,  to  take  different  questions 
from  different  parts  of  the  Empire. 
This  would  be  a  defective  system  as 
compared  with  the  present.  The  re- 
moval of  the  jurisdiction  from  the 
House  of  Lords  would  deprive  the  sub- 
ject of  the  right  of  a  second  appeal, 
which  he  had  always  enjoyed  at  common 
law.  He  objected  to  the  phrase  **  re- 
hearing" in  lieu  of  **  appeal."  Ee- 
hearing  was  an  equity  phrase  and  it 
usu£dly  meant  a  re-hearing  of  the  case 
before  the  same  Judge.  But  a  suitor 
should  be  entitled  to  have  his  case  re- 
heard,  not  before  the  same  Judge,  but 
before  another  and  a  higher  Court. 
After,  however,  what  had  taken  place, 
he  did  not  think  it  desirable  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  should  press 
his  Amendment.  If  carried,  it  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  restoring  the  Ap- 
pellate Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords ;  but  if  he  could  see  his  way  to 
a  reconsideration  of  the  abandonment 
of  that  jurisdiction  he  should  be  dis- 
posed to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mk.  MORGAN  LLOYD  said,  that  if 
he  had  been  a  Member  of  the  House 
when  the  last  Judicature  Act  was  in- 
troduced, he  certainly  should  have  voted 
against  the  proposal  to  do  away  with 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords ;  but  he  was  afraid  it  was  now 
too  late  for  them  to  retrace  their  steps. 
Indeed  nothing  ever  surprised  him  more 
than  to  see  the  heads  of  the  legal  profes- 
sion,   who    represented   both   political 
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parties,  agreeing  to  give  up  so  ancient 
an  institution  without  a  demand  for  its 
abolition  being  made  from  below.  The 
public  were  satisfied  with  the  House  of 
Lords  as  the  ultimate  tribunal ;  and,  so 
far  as  they  had  given  any  expression  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  he  believed  they 
were  averse  to  any  change.  It  would  have 
been  very  easy,  as  had  been  suggested, 
to  create  life  Peers,  supposing  there  were 
not  already  a  sufficient  number  of  Peers 
qualified  to  hear  appeal  cases,  and  there 
would  have  been  no  difficultv  in  consoli- 
dating  the  Privy  Coimcil  and  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  result  woidd  have  been 
a  Court  of  Appeal  which  would  be 
respected  by  everj'  colony  of  this  Empire. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  mistake  to 
interfere  with  that  Appellate  Court. 
There  ought  to  be  a  supreme  Court  of 
final  resort  to  decide  cases  of  real  im- 
portance, and  to  make  the  law  uniform. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  have  a  sort  of  in- 
termediate Court  of  Appeal,  but  such  a 
Court  had  no  prototype  in  this  country. 
In  regard  to  tried  by  jury  he  was  afraid 
there  was  a  tendency  towards  doing 
away  with  that  institution,  but  if  such 
an  attempt  should  be  made,  let  the  ques- 
tion be  decided  by  a  vote  of  that  House 
after  ample  discussion.  With  respect 
to  the  number  of  Judges,  ho  thought  it 
would  be  the  worst  economy  to  limit  the 
number  too  strictly.  The  present  system 
was  a  tax  upon  suitors,  jurymen,  and 
witnesses,  and  tended  to  create  dissatis- 
faction with  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  this  countrj'.  It  was  better  that 
Judges  should  wait  for  work  than  that 
suitors  should  wait  to  have  their  cases 
heard.  He  had  been  told  by  a  merchant 
in  the  City  that  if  they  could  not  other- 
wise get  a  sufficient  number  of  Judges, 
the  City  merchants  would  willingly  sub- 
sciibe  to  pay  the  expense  of  such  addi- 
tional Judges  as  might  be  necessary  out 
of  their  own  pockets. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  if 
there  was  one  thing  more  technical  than 
another  in  this  matter,  it  was  the  Hules 
framed  by  the  Judges  to  give  effect  to 
the  Judicature  Act.  That  Act  provided 
that  those  Bules  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  within  40  days  after  being 
made,  and  if  Parliament  was  not  sitting 
at  the  time,  then  within  40  days  after  it 
had  assembled.  The  object  was  that 
Parliament  should  have  full  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Bules,  for  it 
was  never  intended  Uiat  they  should  be 
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kept  back  nntil  within  three  or  four 
days  of  the  Prorogation.  Laymen  had 
been  blamed  for  not  having  taken  part 
in  these  technical  debates ;  but  it  was 
only  now  that  they  heard  from  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  who  had  seen  the 
Bules  that  trial  by  jury  was  endan- 
gered. A  more  startling  announcement 
could  not  have  been  made.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  subject.  But,  suppose, 
like  other  hon.  and  learned  Qentiemen, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Taunton  had  remained  silent,  these 
Bules  might  have  come  into  operation 
without  the  lay  Members  of  the  House 
seeing  them,  and  trial  by  jury  might 
have  been  done  away.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted the  change  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction;  it 
was  unpopular  in  Ireland,  and  when 
understood  would,  he  believed,  be  un- 
popular in  England  also.  Access  to  the 
House  of  Lords  had  hitherto  been  made 
easy;  but  when  this  Bill  became  law 
that  access  to  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
had  been  one  of  the  greatest  safeguards 
of  the  Constitution,  would  be  done  away. 
Mr.  HOPWOOD  denied  that  the 
House  of  Lords,  as  a  Court  of  Appeal, 
was  a  satisfactory  tribunal.  From  first  to 
last,  it  was,  as  a  judicial  Court,  a  fiction. 
Any  one  who  wandered  formerly  into  the 
House  of  Lords  when  sitting  as  a  Court 
of  Appeal,  might  see  the  Lord  Chancel* 
lor  sitting  with  perhaps  a  lay  Lord  here, 
and  a  Bishop  there,  deciding  what  was  to 
be  the  law  for  all  time,  or  imtil  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  should  ag^ree  to 
alter  it.  The  Lord  Chancellor,  it  was 
true,  had  the  power  in  certain  difficult 
cases  to  call  upon  the  Common  Law 
Judges  for  their  assistance ;  but  the  re- 
sult was  that  in  such  cases  the  judgment 
delivered  was  practically  not  that  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  of  the  Common 
Law  Judges,  whose  opinions  were  gene- 
rally followed  by  the  Lord  Chancelfor  in 
delivering  his  judgment,  which  was  mis- 
called that  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
Frequently.it  happened  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  been  counsel  in  the  cause 
brought  up  on  appeal,  and  was  therefore 
unable  to  preside  in  the  House.  In  some 
instances  Chancellors  had  sat  upon  ap- 
peal from  their  own  judgments  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  In  some  a  Chancel* 
lor  sitting  alone  had  reversed  the  jud^ 
ments  of  men  as  capable  as  himself^  wim 
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passing  of  the  Act  of  last  year — to  many 
clauses  of  which  he  had  a  strong  objec- 
tion —  especially  if  important  interests 
should  agitate  for  a  right  of  appeal, 
which  was  now  denied  them.  He  might 
observe  incidentally  that  it  was  only 
through  the  connivance  of  the  Courts, 
and  through  the  agreement  of  the  parties 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  been  able 
to  hear  and  determine,  in  the  Mersey 
Docks  case,  the  most  important  question 
of  rating  that  had  been  raised  for  a  long 
period.  If,  therefore,  a  right  of  appeal 
were  given  in  such  matters  as  that,  the 
increase  of  business  would  be  so  great 
that  it  was  imperative  that  a  new  tribu- 
nal should  be  erected  to  transact  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Hopwood)  was  quite  wrong  when 
he  stated  that  the  House  always  followed 
the  opinions  of  the  learned  Judges  who 
were  called  in  to  assist  them.  They 
gave  due  weight  to  those  opinions  ;  but, 
having  sifted  them  with  much  care  and 
industry',  their  Lordships  delivered  inde- 
pendent judgments,  which  in  some  cases 
were  opposed  to  the  majority  of  those 
opinions. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYEE  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  **That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to  (Short  titles  and  con- 
struction with  36  &  37  Vict.  c.  66). 

Clause  2  (Commencement  of  Act). 

Mr.  BUTT  expressed  his  belief  that 
the  opinion  of  the  country  was  decidedly 
against  the  Act  of  last  year  by  which 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords 
was  transferred,  and  that  an  opportunity 
ought  to  be  afforded  to  both  the  House 
and  the  country  for  reconsideration.  It 
had  been  too  much  the  practice  of  late 
years  to  delegate  the  functions  of  Par- 
liament to  the  Judges,  and  in  this  in- 
stance, though  the  Act  of  last  Session 
provided  that  the  Rules  to  be  framed 
and  to  be  adopted  by  the  Judges  should 
be  laid  before  Parliament  40  days  before 
they  came  into  operation,  they  were  to 
come  into  operation  absolutely  on  the 
2nd  of  November  next.  These  Rules 
were  of  far  too  great  an  importance  to 
be  either  framed  or  adopted  in  haste, 


this  great  public  disadvantaee — that  a 
decision  in  the  House  of  Lords  was  law 
irreversible,  except  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. If  greater  mischiefs  had  not  re- 
sulted from  the  House  of  Lords  sitting 
as  a  Court  of  Appeal,  it  was  through 
tiie  lucky  accident  that  the  men  who 
presided  over  it  possessed  rare  good 
sense  and  much  learning. 

Sir  JOHN  KARSLAKE  defended 
the  House  of  Lords  from  the  injustice 
done  to  it  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  addressed  the 
House.  No  doubt  some  abuses  had 
occurred.  It  was  a  misfortune  when  a 
Lord  Chancellor  sat  alone  to  confirm 
his  own  judgments.  It  was  also  a  mis- 
fortune when  a  learned  counsel,  having 
been  raised  to  the  Bench,  sat  in  judg- 
ment upon  cases  upon  which  he  had 
been  employed  professionally.  But 
whatever  might  be  done  to  establish  a 
ffreat  Appeal  Court  for  the  country,  he 
Delieved  they  would  look  in  vain  for 
any  Court  whose  judgments  would  be 
treated  with  such  profound  respect  as 
those  of  the  House  of  Lords  during  the 
last  50  years.  The  recorded  judgments 
of  the  House  of  Lords  delivered  during 
the  last  century  would  always  be  looked 
upon  as  containing  a  body  of  law  of  the 
utmost  value,  and  as  being  decisions 
that  would  rule  and  govern  any  Court 
of  Appeal  that  might  hereafter  be  estab- 
lished. He  must  bear  his  testimony  to 
the  great  learning,  the  great  attention, 
and  the  great  courtesy  that  had  ever  dis- 
tineuished  that  tribunal,  and  it  was 
witn  the  greatest  reluctance  that  he  had 
convinced  himself  that  the  time  had 
come  when,  at  their  own  request,  and  at 
their  own  desire,  the  Appellate  Jurisdic- 
tion of  their  Lordships  must  be  abo- 
lished, inasmuch  as  the  work  that 
would  have  to  be  done  would  exceed  the 
power  of  their  staff  to  perform  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir  George 
Bowyer)  had  urged  that  whereas  the 
other  Courts  sat  eight  months  inthe  year, 
the  House  of  Lords  sat  to  hear  appeals 
only  six  months  in  the  year;  but  he 
forgot  that  even  during  the  period  when 
the  House  sat,  it  only  heard  appeals  dur- 
ing four  days  in  the  week,  and  even  then 
with  frequent  interruptions,  owing  to  the 
House  having  to  sit  as  a  Committee  for 
PriTileges.  It  would  be  impossible, 
under  these  circumstances,  for  the  House 
of  Lords  to  get  through  the  vast  influx 
of  Imiiness  that  would  result  from  the 
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and  it  would  be  far  better  to  proceed  in 
such  a  matter  as  this  with  delay  than 
without  sufficient  deliberation.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  an  Amendment,  the 
eflfect  of  which  would  be  to  postpone  the 
time  at  which  the  Act  would  come  into 
operation  till  the  1st  of  November,  1875. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  14,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
**Act,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "  and  the  Supremo  Court  of 
Judicature  Act  shall  come  into  operation  on  the 
first  day  of  November,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  seventy-five,  and  not  sooner,  except  as 
to  any  provision  of  either  Act  which  is  declared 
to  take  cflfect  before  its  commencement,'* — 
{Mr.  Butt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  op- 
posed the  Amendment,  the  substance  of 
which,  he  said,  was  identical  with  that 
of  a  new  clause  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  also  given  No- 
tice. With  regard  to  the  Rules  that 
were  in  course  of  preparation  for  giving 
effect  to  the  Act  of  last  Session,  it  was 
directed  by  the  Act  itself  that,  after 
having  been  prepared  by  the  Jiidges, 
they  should  be  laid  before  each  House 
of  Parliament  within  40  days  thereafter, 
if  Parliament  should  be  then  sitting,  or 
failing  that,  within  40  days  after  the 
next  meeting  of  Parliament.  All  that 
the  Act  provided  with  regard  to  time 
was  that  the  Rules  should  be  ready 
before  the  2nd  of  November,  1874. 
They  had  been  under  tlie  consideration 
of  the  Judges,  and  he  hoped  to  bo  able 
to  lay  them  before  l^arliament  previous 
to  its  Prorogation  ;  but  even  if  he  were 
unable  to  do  so  that  was  no  reason  why 
their  coming  into  operation  should  be 
retarded.  Tlie  preparation  of  the  Rules 
was  as  far,  if  not  further,  advanced  at 
the  present  moment  than  the  Act  had 
contemplated.  He  could  not  assent  to 
the  argument  that  it  was  desirable  to 
afford  an  opportunity  of  considering 
whether  the  legislation  of  last  Session 
ought  not  to  be  repealed.  The  country 
had  resolved  that  there  ought  be  be  a 
change  in  the  system  of  judicature,  and 
was,  he  believed,  satisfied  with  the  new 
arrangements.  The  Government  desired 
to  keep  faith  with  Parliament  in  regard 
to  the  Rules,  as  well  as  in  regard  to  the 
measure  itself,  and,  as  he  did  not  believe 
there  was  any  general  wish  to  take  a 
retrograde  step  in  the  matter,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr,  Butt 


Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  also  op- 
posed the  Amendment,  and  expressed  a 
hope  that  this  great  measure,  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Act,  would  come 
into  operation  at  the  appointed  time,  the 
2nd  of  November.  With  respect  to  the 
Rules,  there  could  be  no  doubt  cona- 
dering  the  great  changes  they  woold 
make,  that  great  difficulty  and  confusion 
would  ensue ;  but  if  t)ie  Judges  worked 
the  Rules  loyally,  and  the  professsion  en- 
deavoured to  support  them  in  canyine 
the  Rules  out,  we  should  be  as  well 
prepared  for  the  measure  coming  into 
effect  at  next  Michaelmas  as  ever  we 
should  be. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  thought  the 
Attorney  General  had  not  answered  the 
objections  taken  to  the  clause  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt).  He  (Mr.  Sjnan) 
held  that  the  Act,  by  fixing  a  distant 
date  for  its  taking  effect,  contemplated 
that  there  would  be  abundant  time  given 
to  all  persons  concerned  to  study  the 
Rules  by  which  the  practice  of  the  new 
Courts  was  to  be  guided.  Even  if  the 
Rules  were  to  be  issued  now,  it  seemed 
to  him  the  time  left  for  that  purpose 
would  be  insufficient. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SHERLOCK  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  was  ftilly 
justified  in  proposing  this  Amendment 
The  Attorney  General  seemed  to  think 
the  Rules  would  be  issued  in  time  even 
if  they  did  not  appear  till  the  31st  of 
October.  If  that  should  happen,  the 
result  would  be,  not  a  fusion  of  Law 
and  Equity,  but  the  greatest  possible 
confusion. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said» 
that  in  Scotland  very  great  interest  was 
felt  in  the  question  of  the  Rules  being 
framed  in  due  time  before  the  Act  came 
into  operation.  By  Clause  20  there 
were  some  ver}'  largo  powers  conferred 
upon  the  Judges  oif  the  inferior  Court 
of  Appeal  conjointly  witli  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident of  the  Court  of  Session  and  the 
Lord  Justice  Clerk.  His  attention  had 
been  drawn  to  the  terms  in  which  these 
Rules  were  to  be  framed,  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  raise  an  apprehension  that 
they  might  regulate  the  proceedings  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal  in  too  stringent  a 
manner.  Now,  without  raising  any 
question  with  regard  to  their  terms,  he 
should  to  like  to  ask  the  learned  Attor- 
ney General  or  his  learned  Friend  the 
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Lord  Advocate  whether  he  felt  complete 
confidence  that  these  Eules  woiild  be 
framed  in  such  time  as  would  permit  of 
their  being  amply  considered  before  this 
Act  came  into  operation.  The  time  was 
very  short.  It  was  possible  that  his 
learned  Friend  might  have  these  Eules 
in  his  pocket  to  table  them  before  the 
Act  passed ;  but  in  any  case  he  (Sir 
Edward  Colebrooke)  thought  that  some 
explanation  was  necessary  in  order  that 
the  profession  might  be  completely  satis- 
fied that  there  would  be  ample  time  for 
the  consideration  of  these  Eules  before 
the  Act  came  into  operation. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
so  far  as  regarded  Scotland  there  were 
Eules  appended  to  the  Bill  which  would 
regulate  the  matters  connected  with 
Appeals,  and  it  was  not  contemplated 
that  there  would  be  any  further  Eules 
until  there  had  been  experience  of  the 
manner  in  which  these  Eules  worked. 
Therefore,  his  hon.  Friend  need  be  under 
no  apprehension  in  reference  to  that 
matter.  Then  in  regard  to  England,  he 
had  just  been  looking  into  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  and  he 
found  that  in  the  68th  section  it  was 
provided  that — 

"  All  Rules  of  Court  mado  in  puwuana*  of 
this  section  shall  bo  laid  ])(>foro  l)ot)i  IIouhoh  of 
Parliament  ^dthin  forty  dny»  next  after  the 
tisane  are  made,  if  Purliament  is  then  sittin<r,  or 
if  not,  within  forty  d;iys  after  the  then  next 
meeting  of  Parliament." 

So  that  it  was  contemplated  that  there 
might  be  Eules  made  while  Parliament 
was  not  sitting  and  after  Prorogation. 
But  then  the  provision  was  made  that 
these  Eules  should  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament within  40  days  after  the  meeting 
of  Parliament,  and  then  an  opportunity 
would  be  given  to  Parliament  for  consi- 
dering them.  So  that  he  thought  it  was 
contemplated,  not  that  the  Eules  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  Parliament 
waa  prorogued,  but  that  they  might  be 
laid  on  the  Table  during  the  Vacation. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENEY  suggested 
that  the  Bill  when  passed  should  not 
come  into  operation  until  after  the  Eules 
had  been  published.  Ho  hoped  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

Mb.  Serjea>t  SPINKS  said,  that  in 
common  justice  to  the  profession  and  all 
parties  interested,  the  Eules  should  not 
only  be  laid  on  the  Table,  but  in  the 
hands  of  the  public  a  reasonable  time 
before  the  Act  came  into  operation.  The 


Government  might  yield  a  little  by  post- 
poning its  operation  until  Hilary  Term, 
1875. 

Mr.  MOEGAN  LLOYD  considered 
that  the  Eules  ought  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  before  the  third  reading  of  this 
Bill. 

TnE  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Dr.  Ball),  observed  that 
this  clause  only  said  that  the  Bill  should 
come  into  operation  at  the  same  time  as 
the  original  Act.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  given  Notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  Act  should  not  come  into 
operation  till  the  Ist  of  November,  1875. 
Surely  it  was  unnecessary  to  discuss  that 
question  twice  ? 

Mr.  BUTT  said,  he  thought  the  ques- 
tion might  very  conveniently  be  de- 
cided now. 

Mr.  C.  E.  LEWIS  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  «uid  learned  Gentleman  would 
proceed  to  a  division.  If  the  new 
system  was  to  come  into  operation  in 
November  next,  why  should  they  have 
to  wait  till  October  before  they  got  the 
code  of  Eules  bv  which  it  was  to  bo 
governed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  KAESLAKE  said,  it  had 
been  expressly  provided  by  Clause  68  of 
the  former  Act  that  in  the  event  of  the 
Eules  not  being  ready  when  Parliament 
was  sitting,  they  should  nevertheless 
come  into  operation,  subject  only  to  this 
proviso,  that  they  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  when  Parliament  met.  The  power 
of  making  these  Eules  was  limited  by 
the  68th  section,  and  the  learned  Judge 
would,  no  doubt,  keep  strictly  within 
that  power.  There  was  no  doubt  any 
lawyer  or  solicitor  who  had  to  consider 
the  Eules  would,  without  difficulty,  un- 
derstand them  before  the  time  they 
were  to  come  into  operation,  and  be  able 
to  advise  his  client  upon  them.  The 
rules  had  been  prepared  with  the  utmost 
care  by  the  learned  Judges,  and  with 
the  one  sole  object  of  carrying  out  the 
Act  as  effectually  as  thev  could. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  said,  the 
Eules  had  been  in  his  chambers  for 
nearly  a  week,  and  he  had  not  yet  been 
able  to  form  an  opinion  upon  them. 
They  constituted  a  thick  volume,  and 
were  as  much  a  part  of  the  Act  as  any 
of  its  provisions.  Unless  a  promise 
was  given  that  they  should  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  at  least  a  fortnight  before  the 
Prorogation  of  Parliament  he  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 
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The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  denied 
that  he  had  acted  otherwise  than  with 
perfect  openness  in  this  matter.  He 
certainly  drew  attention  to  the  68th 
clause,  but  in  almost  the  same  breath 
he  stated  that  the  only  reason  why  the 
Rules  were  not  on  the  Table  was  that 
this  Bill  was  pending,  and  that  they 
would  be  produced  the  moment  the  Act 
was  passed.  A  variety  of  suggestions 
had  been  made  as  to  the  time  when  the 
Act  should  come  into  operation  ;  but  he 
believed  the  Ist  of  November  was  pre- 
ferable to  Hilary  or  any  other  Term  that 
had  been  named.  He  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Huntingdon  (Sir 
John  Karslake)  that  a  very  few  days 
would  be  ample  time  for  any  legal  prac- 
titioner to  become  acquainted  with  the 
Rules.  He  had  not  got  so  low  an  opi- 
nion of  either  branch  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession as  to  think  that,  if  their  attention 
was  directed  to  the  Rules,  48  hours 
would  not  be  sufEcient  for  understanding 
them. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  that  as  soon  as 
the  Rules  were  framed  the  learned 
Judge  who  had  special  charge  of  the 
matter  communicated  them  to  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society,  of  which  ho  was  a 
member ;  and  he  was  glad  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  acknowledging  his  cour- 
tesy and  consideration  in  doing  so. 
A  committee  of  the  Society  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  Rules,  and 
suggestions  had  been  made  by  them, 
many  of  which  the  learned  Judge  had 
adopted,  and  all  had  received  his  serious 
attention.  The  Rules  were  brought  into 
a  workable  shape,  and  as  soon  as  they 
had  been  put  into  that  shape  they  were 
again  submitted  to  members  of  liis  pro- 
fession, including  himself,  and  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Bar.  Ho  saw  no  advantage 
whatever  in  postponing  the  operation  of 
the  Act.  It  would  be  injurious  both  to 
the  profession  and  to  the  public  to  do  so. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  ^[ember  for  Limerick  would 
not  divide  the  Committee  on  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SYNAN  pointed  out  that  at  the 
end  of  the  20th  clause  it  was  provided 
that  the  Rules  with  regard  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland  should  come  into  operation 
at  the  same  time  as  the  Act  of  1873.  He 
considered  it  quite  impossible  that  that 
could  be  done. 


Mb.  butt  claimed  for  his  Amend- 
ment  the  votes  of  those  Members  who 
had  suggested  an  intermediate  time. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  ex- 
cept any  provision  thereof  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  12S; 
Noes  38  :  Majority  85. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Substitution  of  Imperial 
Court  of  Appeal  for  Her  Majesty's  Court 
of  Appeal  m  36  &  37  Vict.  c.  66.  s.  14.) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Explanation  of  principal  Act 
as  to  number  of  judges). 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  moved,  in  page 
2,  line  13,  to  leave  out  from  **  twenty- 
one  "  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  and  in- 
sert— 

*'  So  much  of  tho  said  section  as  is  hereinbe- 
fore recited  shall  be  repealed, and  thepermanoit 
number  of  the  Judges  of  the  said  High  Court 
shall  bo  twenty-four,  exclusive  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
the  Act  of  1873  would  practically  reduce 
the  staff  of  Common  Law  Judges  by 
three,  a  result  which  would,  in  his 
opinion,  prove  detrimental.  As  a  rule, 
he  disapproved  one  Parliament  undoing 
the  work  of  its  predecessor,  but  he 
thought  this  objection  would  not  weigh 
against  his  present  proposal,  inasmuch 
as  the  decision  arrived  at  in  1873  had 
not  as  yet  had  any  effect  on  the  judicial 
Bench.  Down  to  the  year  1830  the  num- 
ber of  the  Common  Law  Judges  was  12 ; 
but  in  that  year,  in  consequence  princi- 
pally of  jurisdiction  being  given  to  them 
over  Welsh  causes,  three  more  Judges 
were  added  to  tho  Bench,  so  as  to  make 
the  total  number  15.  This  remained  the 
number  until  1868,  though  during  the 
interval  of  30  years  our  population  had 
much  increased,  and  the  whole  of  our 
railway  system  had  come  into  existence. 
These  tilings  had  produced  much  addi- 
tional litigation,  and  besides,  the  course 
of  legislation  had  cast  much  extra  labour 
upon  the  Judges.  The  Central  Criminal 
Court  had  been  created,  parties  had  been 
allowed  to  be  examined  in  their  own 
causes,  and  the  great  extension  of  com- 
merce had  led  to  largely  increased  litiga- 
tion in  connection  with  commercial  con- 
tracts.   In  1868  three  new  Judges  were 
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created  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions, 
and  these  Judges  were  afterwards  utilized 
for  other  purposes.  The  number  of  18 
Judges  had,  indeed,  been  found  to  be 
scarcely  sufficient  to  perform  the  in- 
creased duties  cast  upon  them.  There 
was  no  reason  whatever  why  the  number 
of  the  Judges  should  be  reduced,  except 
that  they  would  no  longer  have  the  duty 
of  sitting  as  members  of  the  Exchequer 
Chamber ;  but  this  duty  was  a  very  light 
one,  because  he  believed  that  all  the  days 
of  sitting  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber  were 
under  30  in  the  year.  There  would  not 
be  a  sufficient  number  of  Judges  to  fulfil 
the  obligations  cast  upon  the  judicial 
Bench  by  the  Rules  under  the  Act  of 
1873.  Tie  had  permission  to  say  on  be- 
half of  the  whole  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  and  also  on  behalf 
of  several  other  Judges  who  had  assisted 
in  framing  these  Eules,  that  they  could 
not  carry  on  their  duties  if  their  number 
were  reduced  by  three.  Tliey  could  not 
with  such  a  reduced  number — the  chiefs 
of  the  three  Common  Law  Courts  being 
liable  to  be  called  away  to  sit  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeal — have  contem- 
poraneous sittings  in  Banco  and  at  Nisi 
Priu9y  as  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  that 
they  should  have.  Then,  with  respect 
to  ike  Circuits,  they  could  only  be  held 
by  the  Queen  being  represented,  not  by 
Judges  of  the  Icuid,  but  by  Queen's 
Counsel  delegated  to  perform  the  office 
of  Judge  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 
The  carrying  out  such  legislation  might 
lead  to  the  saving  of  expenditure,  but  it 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  false  economy. 
The  arrears  in  the  Common  Law  Courts 
at  present  were  what  had  never  been 
known  before;  and  he  was  authorized 
by  the  Chief  Baron  to  say  that  in  all  his 
experience  he  had  never  seen  such  an 
amount  of  arrears  in  his  Court.  He 
looked  with  confidence  to  the  Treasury 
Bench  on  this  subject,  because  the  At- 
torney General  had  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  to  the  effect  that  if 
it  should  please  the  Crown  before  the 
2nd  of  November  to  appoint  a  Puisne 
Judge  as  a  Member  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Appeal,  a  new  Judge  might  be 
appointed  in  his  place.  If  a  Judge  was 
necessary  on  the  2nd  of  November,  he 
was  equally  necessary  on  the  3rd  of  No- 
▼ember,  and  he  therefore  hoped  the 
Gkiyemment  would  accept  his  Amend- 
ment. 

VOL.   CCXXI.      [THrBD  SEBIES.] 


The  CHAIEMAN  said,  that  the  words 
of  the  Amendment  as  they  stood  might 
be  construed  to  involve  an  additional 
charge  on  the  public  revenue.  He 
thought  it  would  be  more  convenient  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
make  some  alteration,  to  show  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  place  any  additional 
charge  upon  the  public  revenue. 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  said,  his  Amend- 
ment did  not  necessarily  create  any  ad- 
ditional charge.  By  keeping  the  Judges 
at  24  there  would  not,  in  the  ordinary 
condition  of  things,  be  any  increased 
charge. 

The  chairman  obsenred,  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  repeal  the  ex- 
isting law,  which  provided  there  should 
be  only  21  Judges,  and  to  enact  that 
there  should  be  24.  It  was  a  fiiir  con- 
struction to  put  on  the  Amendment  tliat 
it  would  entail  an  additional  expense  by 
the  appointment  of  three  additional 
Judges ;  and  therefore  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ought  to  in- 
sert a  provision  that  this  change  should 
not  entail  any  additional  charge. 

Mr.  GREGORY  observed  that  as  the 
Act  which  it  was  proposed  to  amend  had 
not  yet  come  into  force,  tlio  Amendment 
did  not  involve  any  additional  charge. 

Mr.  WATKIN  N\TI.LIAMS  said,  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  merely  to 
prevent  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1873,  re- 
ducing the  number  of  the  tludges,  coming 
into  operation,  and  therefore  it  did  not 
involve  any  increased  charge. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  first  clause  incorporated  the  Act  of 
1 873  with  tliis  Act,  and  the  Judges  would 
be  paid  under  the  Act  of  1873. 

The  chairman  said,  ho  must  rule 
that  he  could  not  put  the  Amendment, 
and  suggested  that  the  Attorney  General 
should  obtain  the  passing  of  another  Re- 
solution, and  have  the  Bill  recommitted, 
in  order  to  introduce  a  clause  he  himself 
had  on  tho  Paper  and  this  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAIi  said, 
that,  as  far  as  he  was  able,  ho  would 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Taunton  an  opportunity  of  moving  a  Re- 
sohition  in  a  Committee  of  the  \Vhole 
House,  with  regard  to  his  pi*oposal,  in 
accordance  with  the  ruhng  of  tho  Chair- 
man. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  intimated  that, 
in  order  to  raise  the  question  involved  in 
his  Amendment,  he  would  move  that  the 
clause  be  struck  out. 
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Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn : 
Clause  struck  out. 

Clause  5  (Amendment  of  section  8, 
of  36  &  37  Vict.  0.  66.  as  to  qualifications 
of  j  udees.  Not  required  to  oe  serj  eants- 
at-law). 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  moved  in  line, 
20,  to  leave  out  '*any  barrister,"  and 
insert  *^  any  person  who  has  been  a 
barrister  in  England." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  Clause,  as 
amended,  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clause  6  (Jurisdiction  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  Lords  Justices  in  respect  of 
lunatics)  at; reed  to. 

Clause  7  (Provision  as  to  existing 
judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty). 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEE AL  moved, 
at  end,  to  add — 

"  Evor\'  Ju(lp:o  of  the  ProLato,  Divorce,  and 
Admiralty  division  of  the  said  Hipjh  Court  ap- 
pointed after  tlio  pacing  of  this  Act  Hhall,  so  far 
as  the  state  of  business  in  tho  said  division  will 
admit,  share  with  the  judj^os  mentioned  in  section 
thirty-Miven  of  the  princiml  Act  the  duty  of 
holdinp:  sittinf^s  f(»r  trials  hy  jury  in  Tiondon 
and  Middlesex,  luid  under  commissions  of  assize, 
oytjr  and  terminer,  and  p^ol  deliver}'," 

Mr.  WATKIN  AVELLIAMS  moved 
to  insert  after  **  assize  "  tho  words  **  nisi 
priusV 

Proviso,  as  amended  agreed  to.  Clause 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  8  (T/ondon  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy not  to  bo  transferred  to  High 
Court  of  Justice)  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Amendment  of  36  &  37 
Vict.  c.  66.  8.  19.  as  to  appeals  to  be 
heard  by  Imperial  Court  of  Appeal). 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  1,  to  leave  out  *'  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion in  Scotland  "  and  insert  **  any  court 
in  Scotland  from  whence  appeal  now  lies 
to  tho  House  of  Lords."  His  object  was 
simply  to  guard  against  tho  limits  of  ap- 
peal to  tho  new  tribunal  being  narrowed. 

The  lord  ADA^OCATE  said,  h(j  was 
sorry  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, but  he  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  Court  in  Scotland,  except  the 
Court  of  Session,  from  which  appeal 
could  be  taken  to  the  House  of  Ijords. 
It  seemed  to  be  thought  by  his  hon. 
Friend  that  there  could  be  appeal  from 
the  Justiciary  Court ;  but  in  1781  and  at 
subsequent  times  it  was  decided  there 


could  be  no  such  appeaL  An  attempt 
was  afterwards  made  to  set  legialation 
on  the  point,  but  after  discussioii  the 
proposal  was  negatived.  If  there  was 
any  new  proposal  of  the  same  kind,  it 
would  have  to  be  brought  forward  in  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  Court  of  Set- 
sion ;  but  at  present  no  good  could  oome 
from  inserting  the  words,  because  then 
were  no  other  Courts  from  which  there 
could  be  appeals,  and  indeed  their  only 
effect  would  be  to  cause  confusion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Mr.  butt  moved,  in  page  5,  line  3, 
to  leave  out  from  ''  any  judgment,"  to 
"  House  of  Lords,"  in  line  10.  The  hon. 
and  loamod  Gentleman  said,  to  cany 
Irish  Appeals  to  an  English  Court  was  a 
violation  of  the  Articles  of  Union,  and  it 
was  done  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
the  groat  majority  of  the  Irish  Membeia. 
Was  the  House  prepared,  in  opposition, 
to  the  wishes  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives,  to  violate  a  dis- 
tinct Article  of  the  Act  of  Union  ?  There 
would  be  a  great  inconvenience  in  brings 
ing  these  questions  to  what  would  be 
essentially  an  English  Court,  which 
would  not  give  satisfaction  to  Ireland ; 
whereas  the  House  of  Lords  as  an  Appel- 
late Tribunal  had  given  such  satisfaction. 
It  was  probably  too  late,  however,  to 
make  any  alteration  in  this  respect,  but 
he  wished  to  move  his  Amendment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  3,  to  leave  out  from  the  worae  ''any 
judgment,"  to  the  words  ''House  of 
Lords,"  in  lino  10.— (J!/r.  Butt,) 

(Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  1)e  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  he  did  not 
deny  that  there  was  a  feeling  in  Ireland 
in  favour  of  retaining  the  Appellate  Juris- 
diction of  tlie  House  of  Lords ;  but  the 
resolutions  of  tho  Judges  and  the  Bar  of 
that  country  last  year  were  to  the  effect 
that,  while  it  would  be  desirable  to 
maintain  the  House  of  Lords  as  the  ulti- 
mate Appellate  Court  for  the  whole  Em- 
pire, if  it  ceased  to  be  so  for  England 
and  Scotland,  Irish  Appeals  ou^ht  to  be 
sent  to  the  same  ultimate  tribimal  as 
Appeals  from  the  rest   of  the   United 
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Emgdom.  The  Iiisli  legal  system  was 
the  same  as  the  English,  and  if'  they  had 
one  Court  of  Final  Appeal  for  Ireland 
and  another  for  England  and  Scotland 
they  would  have  connicting  decisions  and 
uncertainty  introduced  into  the  law. 
Moreover,  when  English  and  Scotch  Ap- 
peals were  taken  Irom  the  House  of 
Lords,  that  tribunal  would  not  retain  the 
8ame  weight  and  authority  as  it  had 
hitherto  possessed,  and  Ireland  would 
thus  be  placed  in  a  disadvantageous 
position  in  regard  to  her  Appeals.  With 
regard  to  the  argument  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  was  not  competent  to  alter 
the  Articles  of  the  Act  of  Union,  it  was 
impossible  to  set  up  that  doctrine  after 
the  passing  of  the  Irish  Church  Act. 
The  Imperial  Parliament  was  as  com- 
petent to  deal  with  any  provision  con- 
tained in  those  Articles  as  the  sepa- 
rate Legislatures  of  the  two  countries 
orig^nal^  were  before  they  were  united. 

Me.  SYNAN  said,  the  competence  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  in  that  matter 
was  disputed,  both  at  the  time  of  the 
Union  and  also  at  present.  That  Court 
of  Ultimate  Appeal  would  be  an  English 
one  and  it  ought  not  to  be  forced  upon 
the  Irish  people  aminst  their  will. 

Mb.  OSBORNIiMOEGAN  said,  the 
Irish  Appeals  which  came  to  the  House 
of  Lords  averaged  from  one  to  three  per 
annum,  and  it  would  be  absurd  to 
keep  up  a  separate  Appellate  Court  for 
the  hearing  of  so  small  a  number  of 
cases. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
Scotland  would  bo  much  more  affected 
by  the  Act  than  Ireland.  In  Scotland 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  against  the 
transfer  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  both  amongst  advocates  and 
solicitors  practising  in  the  Courts.  Their 
opinions  had  not  been  made  public, 
however ;  but  they  had  said  to  many 
Members  of  Parliament  that  if  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Upper  House  were  main- 
tained for  England  it  should  bo  for 
Scotland  also.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  press  upon  the  Government  the 
advisability  of  making  this  tribunal  a 
more  mixed  one. 

Question  put. 

The  Oonmiittee  divided: — Ayes  191; 
Noes  29 :  Majority  162. 

Gbsaaib  et^eei  to. 


Clause  10  (Amendment  of  s.  20  of  36 
&  37  Vict.  c.  66,  as  to  discontinuance  oi 
appeals  to  House  of  Lords  or  Judicial 
Committee). 

Mr.  CHARLEY  said,  that  the  clause 
raised  the  whole  question  of  the  Appel- 
late Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  he  was  anxious  to  maintain.  The 
only  argument  which  he  had  heard  in 
support  of  the  proposal  to  abolish  it  was 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  endorse  the  policy  of  their  predeces- 
sors, which  he  denied ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  themselves 
surrendered  it,  but  he  denied  their  com- 
petency to  do  so  without  the  assent  of 
tlio  House  of  Commons.  The  IIouso 
would  bo  therefore  quite  justitiod  in  de- 
claring that  that  jurisdiction  ought  not 
to  be  abolished,  and  he  hoped  there 
would  bo  some  expression  of  opinion  to 
that  effect. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  asked,  why 
it  was  intended  to  try  the  miserable  ex- 
periment of  a  Court  in  which  nobody  be- 
lieved? The  Judges,  Bar,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  and  Scotland,  were 
opposed  to  the  change.  The  Govern- 
ment should  reconsider  the  question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
the  hon.  Baronet  did  not  express  the 
opinions  of  all  the  Irish  Members,  for 
he,  for  one,  did  not  agi'ee  with  the  hon. 
Baronet. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the  whole 
Bar  of  Ireland  was  against  the  change. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  Committee  were  only  resuming  a 
discussion  that  had  occupied  thoir  at- 
tention for  several  hours  that  night. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  the  Act  of  last 
Session  sanctioning  this  change  was 
passed  with  less  matui'o  consideration 
than  a  measure  of  such  magnitude  ought 
to  have  been.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt) 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  clause. 

Mr.  butt  said,  ho  would  distinctly 
raise  the  question  on  the  Report,  by 
moving  the  omission  of  the  clause.  No 
division  was  taken  upon  the  question  last 
Session. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Amendment  of  36  &  37 
Vict.  c.  66.  s.  21.  as  to  power  to  transfer 
jurisdiction  of  Judicial  Committee  by 
Order  in  Council)  agreed  to. 
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Clause  12  (Amendment  of  36  &  37 
Yict.  c.  66.  8.  53.  as  to  Divisional  Courts 
of  Imperial  Court  of  Appeal). 

Mr.  M*LAREN  moved  in  sub-section 
3,  line  19,  after  *'  appeal,"  to  insert — 

*•  of  whom  one  shall  have  hoen  a  judge  in  the 
Court  of  Session  in  Scotland  of  not  less  than 
one  year's  standing,  or  an  advocate  of  not  less 
than  fifteen  years'  standing." 

The  practising  advocates  of  Scotland,  he 
said,  were  rather  scarce  in  that  House. 
There  were  only  two  of  them ;  one  was  his 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
the  other,  lie  was  sorry  to  say,  was  ab- 
sent from  serious  illness.     The  solicitors 
of   Edinburgh  had  requested    him  to 
bring  forward  this  Amendment,  and  the 
Bar  of  Scotland  had  a  meeting  two  days 
ago,  at  which  Ihey  unanimously  agreed 
to  send  a   circular  to   Scotch  Members 
asking  them  to  support  this  Resolution. 
Now,  he  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  what  took  place  last 
year  under  the  late  Government.     After 
the  Bill   had   gone  through  Committee, 
Mr.   Bouverie  proposed  that  it  would 
1)0    advantageous   to   inchide    Scotland 
and  Ireland  in  the  appeal  clause,  and 
Judges  from  each  country.     That  pro- 
2)osal    seemed   to   be   received    by  the 
House  with  general  acclamation.     The 
then  Prime  Minister  rose   in  his  place 
and  said  he  was  quite  disposed  to  agree 
to  it,  and  he  aftcTwards  stated  tliat  the 
Attorney  General  would  put  the  neces- 
sary Amendments  on  the  Paper  on  the 
following   day  to  caiTy  [Nfr.  Bouverie's 
proposal   into  cfFect.     Accordingly,  the 
Attorney  General   did  put  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  but  a  learned  Lord, 
who  was  dt?serv'edly  of  great  weight  else- 
where,   imagined    that    this    arrange- 
ment   would    be    an    infringement    of 
the   Privileges   of  the  House  of  Lords. 
A    debate   took   place   on  the   subject, 
in  the  course  of   which  it  was  argued 
by  the  Prime  Minister  and  Mr.  Bouverie 
and  many  other  hon.  !M embers  that  no 
infringement   of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House    of    Peers    was    involved  ;    but 
as  it   was  found  the   House  of  Peers 
were   still  opposed  to    it,  the    Govern- 
ment   of   the    day    thought    it    would 
not  be  advisable    to  proceed  with  the 
clause.     The  Bill  was    sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords  in  such  a  form  as  would 
have  enabled  the  Lords  to  have  inserted 
the  clause  if  they  thought  fit,  but  their 
Lordships    did    not    do    so.      Of    the 
Amendments  made   by  the  House  of 


Commons  in  the  Bill,  and  rejected  hj 
the  House  of  Lords,  one  was  to  this 

effect — 

"  Leave  out  *  Chancery '  and  iiuert '  being  or 
having  been  a  barrister  in  England  or  IreuJid, 
or  an  advocate  in  Scotland  rospectivelT  of  not 
less  than  15  years*  standing,  or  a  Judge  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  of  not  less  than  one  yetr'i 
stcmding.' " 

The  Lords  disagreed  with  that  Amend- 
ment, for  the  reason  that  the  Appellate 
Court  not  being  a  Court  of  Appeal  for 
Scotland  or  Ireland,  its  members  ought 
not  to  be  selected  from  the  Bar  of  either 
of  these  countries.  Now,  that  was  per- 
fectly true  last  year,  but  now  the  case 
was  entirely  altered.  The  Lords  had 
sent  down  the  present  measure  consti- 
tuting an  Imperial  Court,  and  therefore 
it  followed  by  every  logical  process  that 
the  reason  which  they  gave  for  rejecting 
the  Commons'  Amendment  last  year  was 
a  strong  reason  now  for  admitting  Irish 
and  Scotch  barristers  to  be  members  of 
this  Court.  A  good  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  hostile  feeling  of  Scotland 
against  this  Bill.  He  was  not  aware 
that  there  had  been  any  strong  hostility 
(existing  in  Scotland  against  the  measure; 
but  then  the  irritation  was  kept  in 
abeyance,  so  to  speak,  by  the  conside- 
ration that  the  Imperial  Court,  when 
formed,  should  not  be  a  mockery,  but  a 
reality;  and  if  that  House  refused  to 
put  a  Scotch  Judge  into  the  Imperial 
Court  of  Api^eal,  there  would  be  uni- 
versal dissatisfaction  from  one  end  of 
Scotland  to  the  other.  He  thought  such 
a  refusal  would  be  most  unjust  and  im- 
politic, and  would  be  a  x)alpable  viola- 
tion  of  the  spirit  of  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  if  not  of  the  letter.  He  had 
formerly  taken  the  liberty  of  asking 
the  Prime  Minister  a  Question  on  the 
subject,  and  without  meaning  to  cast 
any  imputation  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  must  say  that  he 
considered  what  he  said  was  not  so 
miich  an  answer  as  a  clever  mode  of 
evading  the  spirit  of  th'e  Question.  The 
clause  in  the  Treaty  of  Union  was  to 
the  pfiect  that  no  cause  in  Scotland 
should  be  cognizable  to  the  Courts  of 
Chancery,  Queen's  Bench,  Common 
Pleas,  or  any  other  Court  in  West- 
minster Hall ;  and  that  the  said  Courts, 
or  any  other  of  the  like  nature,  after  the 
Union  should  have  no  power  to  review 
or  alter  the  acts  or  sentences  of  the 
judicature  of  Scotland,    The  Prime  Ma- 
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nister  said  the  new  Court  was  neither 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  or  Common 
Pleas,  or  Chancery,  but  he  (Mr.  McLaren) 
said  it  was  all  three  joined  together.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  said  that  the  rea- 
son that  the  right  to  appeal  to  these 
Courts  was  taken  away  was  because 
the  Scotch  had  formerly  the  right  of 
appeal  to  their  own  House  of  Lords. 
Now,  the  Scotch  had  no  House  of  Lords — 
the  Lords  and  Commons  sat  in  the  same 
chamber;  but  the  Scotch  had  a  High 
Court  of  Appeal — a  High  Court  of  Par- 
liament. In  Englcuid  the  usage  was  to 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords.  As  a 
matter  of  history  everj'one  know  that 
the  lay  Lords  voted  in  the  House  of 
Lords  for  about  a  century  after  the 
Union,  and  the  Scotch  people  knew  that 
when  the  Union  took  place  their  16  Peers 
would  have  a  right  to  vote  in  every  case 
that  came  before  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  had  referred  to  the  Joum£ds  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  way  in  which  the 
Peers  voted  on  particular  questions  was 
not  given,  but  they  did  give  the  names 
of  Peers  who  were  present,  and  he 
found,  when  the  first  appeal  from  Scot- 
land was  disposed  of,  amongst  those 
f  resent  the  names  of  a  number  of  Scotch 
*eers  ;  and  even  down  to  1810,  in  the 
celebrated  case  relating  to  the  succession 
of  the  Dukedom  of  Roxburgho,  Lord 
Lauderdale  intimated  that  he  would  vote 
against  the  Chancellor,  who  thereupon 
called  in  Lord  Melville  to  vote  with  him. 
He  mentioned  these  things  to  show  that 
there  was  a  Scotch  element  in  the  Final 
Court  of  Appeal  from  the  day  of  the 
Union  which  would  now  be  extinguished, 
unless  a  Scotch  Judge  should  be  included 
in  the  new  Court  of  Appeal;  and  although 
it  had  happened  that  there  had  not  been 
many  Scotch  Judges  among  the  legal 
Peers,  yet  there  had  been  important  ex- 
ceptions. For  example,  Lord  Brougham 
was  a  distinguished  Scotch  la^vyer  before 
he  became  an  English  Judge.  If  in  the 
Imperial  Court  of  Appeal  they  kept  out 
the  Scotch  element  they  would  create 
great  dissatisfaction  in  Scotland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  line  19,  after  the  word  "appoal,** 
to  insert  the  words  **  of  whom  one  shall  have 
been  a  judge  in  the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland 
of  not  leas  than  one  year's  standing,  or  an  advo- 
otte  of  not  less  than  fifteen  years'  standing." — 
(Jfr.  JTZortn.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
whole  foimdation  of  the  argument  of 
his  hon.  Friend  was  based  on  this  fallacy 
— that  it  was  intended  to  exclude  the 
Scotch  Judges  from  the  High  Court  of 
Appeal.  ['*No!"]  [Mr.  McLaren: 
No.  My  contention  is  that  they  are  not 
expressly  included.]  That  was  precisely 
what  he  (Mr.  Cross)  said.  It  was  based  on 
the  assumption  that  there  was  an  intention 
to  exclude  them,  and  this  was  a  fallacy. 
The  intention  was  that  Scotch  Judges 
and  barristers  should  be  members  of  the 
Court.  There  were  provisions  in  the 
Bill  that  gave  ample  power  for  their 
appointment.  He  hoped  there  would  bo 
one,  and  sometimes  more  than  one  Scotch 
Judge  in  the  Court,  and  he  would  not 
Hke,  by  agreeing  to  this  Amendment,  to 
seem  to  indicate  that  there  should  only 
be  one.  The  hon.  Member  had  said  it 
was  contrary  to  the  Act  of  Union,  and 
quoted  the  provision  that  there  should 
bo  no  appeal  of  Scotch  cases  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, or  any  like  Court.  But  this  was 
not  a  like  Court.  It  was  an  Imperial 
Court,  and  all  that  was  proposed  to  be 
done  was  to  transfer  the  appeals  from 
one  Imperial  Court  to  another.  If  the 
hon.  Member  wished  to  be  consistent, 
he  must  go  further,  and  provide  that 
not  only  should  there  be  one  Scotch 
Judge  on  the  Court,  but  that  he  should 
be  present  whenever  a  Scotch  case  was 
tried. 

Mr.  LEITH  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh.  He, 
and  those  acting  with  him,  did  not  assert 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
not  to  appoint  a  Scotch  barrister  or 
Judge  to  be  one  of  the  proposed  Impe- 
rial Court  of  Appeal.  \Vhat  they  as- 
serted was,  that  it  was  not  provided  by 
the  Bill  that  a  Scotch  barrister  or  Judge 
was  to  bo  a  member  of  the  Court.  They 
admitted  that  the  Government  might 
intend  to  appoint  a  Scotch  member  of 
the  Court ;  but  they  claimed  to  have  a 
right  to  have  it  distinctly  stated  in  the 
Bill  itself  that  there  should  be  a  Scotch 
element  in  the  new  Imperial  Court.  The 
very  circumstance  that  it  was  to  be  an 
Imperial  Court  was  an  argument  in  their 
favour.  It  ought  to  be  an  Imperial 
Court  not  merely  in  name,  but  also  in 
substance,  and  Scotland  as  well  as  Eng- 
land ought  to  be  represented  in  it.  In 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  a  Scotch. 
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member  being  left  open,  this  was  a 
power  which  might  be  exorcised  or  not, 
as  the  Minister  for  the  time  being  might 
think  fit.  Scotchmen,  however,  main- 
tained that  they  had  a  right  to  have  a 
Scotch  Judge  in  the  Court.  Still,  he  did 
not  rest  his  argument  entirely  on  the 
grounds  which  liis  hon.  Friend  had  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
the  Act  of  Union ;  because  he  entirely 
differed  from  his  hon.  Friend  respecting 
the  language  of  the  Act,  which  referred 
to  the  Courts  of  First  Instance,  and  to 
the  Courts  of  Queen's  Bench,  Common 
Pleas,  and  Exchequer.  He  concurred 
with  the  Home  Secretary  that  the  pro- 
posed Court  was  in  substitution  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  which  now  existed,  and 
which  did  not  come  in  the  category  of 
the  Courts  tdluded  to  in  the  Act  of  Union. 
Whether  at  this  day  we  could  dispute 
the  right  of  the  Imperial  Legislature  to 
alter  or  repeal  the  Act  of  Union,  was  too 
deep  a  question  for  him  to  enter  into. 
At  all  events,  the  law  of  Scotland  was 
entirely  different  from  the  law  of  Eng- 
land. It  was  a  foreign  law  to  the  law 
of  England.  Consequently,  Scotchmen 
could  not  silently  acquiesce  in  this  Im- 
perial Court  being  comprised  entirely  of 
English  gentlemen  who  had  not  been 
educated  into  a  knowledge  of  Scotch  law. 
He  was  not  expounding  a  mere  abstract 
theory,  for  it  was  well  known  that  in 
1867  the  Government  appointed  Lord 
Oolonsay  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  because  it  was  found 
necessary  to  have  a  Scotch  member  of 
the  tribunal.  TMr.  Asshetox  Cross  ; 
Hoar,  hearlj  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant,  he  supposed,  to  indicate 
that  the  Government  might,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  their  discretion,  appoint  a  Scotch 
lawyer  to  bo  a  member  of  this  Imperial 
Court.  "When  cases  involving  Hindoo 
and  Mohammedan  law  came  before  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
it  was  provided  by  statute  that  that 
tribunal  should  have  the  assistance  of 
lawyers  who  had  held  the  position  of 
Judges  in  India.  In  conclusion,  he 
pointed  out  that  in  consequence  of  his 
knowledge  of  the  Eoman  Ci\dl  Law, 
a  Scotch  Judge  would  be  able  to  render 
valuable  assistance  to  the  new  Court; 
not  only  in  regard  to  Scotch  appeals,  but 
also  when  colonial  cases  came  on  for 
consideration. 

Sir  GKAHAM  MONTGOMERY  said, 
he  was  quite  aware  that  the  Bar  of 

Mr.  Leith 


Scotland  and  the  Scotch  Society  of  Soli- 
citors were  in  favour  of  the  appointment 
of  a  Scotch  Judge  to  the  High  Court  of 
Appeal ;  but  the  matter  had  assumed  a 
different  complexion  after  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  and,  for  his  own 
part,  he  was  quite  willing  to  leave  it  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Sir  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE  ex- 
pressed  his  regret  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  risen  so  early  in  the  discussion, 
committing  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  opinions  he  had  expressed  before 
an  opportunity  was  afforded  for  anything 
like  a  general  expression  of  the  views  of 
the  Scotch  Members.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion which  excited  great  interest  among 
the  professional  public,  and  a  concession 
on  the  point  at  issue  would  do  much 
towards  reconciling  people  to  the  change 
of  Appellate  Jurisdiction. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  said,  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  Amendment, 
because  it  assumed  that  no  Scottiah 
Judge  would  in  future  be  appointed  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature.  [  *  *  No, 
no !  "]  That  was  his  impression,  and  it 
was,  ne  believed,  an  assumption  entirely 
without  foundation. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  said,  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  to  limit  the 
power  of  the  Crown  in  the  appointment 
of  Judges,  a  restriction  for  which  there 
was  no  precedent.  Scotland  would 
continue  to  enjoy  exactly  the  same 
benefit  she  had  enjoyed  hitherto  in  the 
selection  of  the  best  persons  who  could 
bo  found.  As  Scotchmen  were  not  to  be 
excluded,  there  was  no  more  foundation 
for  the  Amendment  than  there  was  for 
one  stipulating  that  six  members  of  the 
Court  should  be  Englishmen. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  the  Amend- 
ment  was  based  on  simple  common  sense, 
and  if  the  Bill  passed  in  its  present 
shape  it  would  exclude  from  the  Supreme 
Appellate  Court  one  of  the  most  essen- 
tial elements  of  such  a  tribunal. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  the  primary 
reason  for  which  ho  supported  the  pro- 
posal was  that  the  law  of  Scotland  was 
different  from  that  of  England,  and  they 
wished  to  secure  that  there  should  be 
one  member  of  the  Court  with  some 
knowledge  of  it.  They  had  no  fear  that 
Scotch  Judges  would  be  excluded. 

Colonel  MURE  also  said,  there  was 
no  other  reason  for  the  new  clause  being 
brought  forward  except  the  difference  in 
the  laws. 
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Mb.  M'LAEEN  disclaimed  any  poli- 
tical feeling  in  the  matter,  and  appealed 
to  the  Home  Secretary  to  bring  up  some 
daase  of  his  own. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  61; 
Noes  125  :  Majority  64. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
ag^ain  To-morrow ^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

House  adjoumcd  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  11  th  July,  1874. 
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COURTS  (STRAITS    SETTLEMENTS) 

BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  Carnarvon.) 

C02ISn)£RATI0N  OF  COMMONS  AMENDMENTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  taking  into  Con- 
Bideration  the  Commons  Amendments, 
read. 

Moved,  **That  the  said  Amendments 
be  now  considered." — {The  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon,) 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
in  moving  as  an  Amendment  that  the 
said  Amendments  be  considered  that  day 
three  months,  said,  the  Bill  had  as  yet 
received  no  discussion,  for  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  never  answered 
the  objections  which  he  made  to  its  prin- 
ciple, and  when  it  passed  through  Com- 
mittee, he  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  was 
too  much  disconcerted  by  the  discussion 
which  preceded  that  of  tliis  Bill,  to 
make  effectual  opposition  to  the  vague 
and  dubious  expression  of  ''  civilized 
Powers,"  which  had  now  disappeared 
from  the  Bill.  But,  so  far  as  the  coun- 
try was  concerned,  the  Bill,  in  all  its 
stages,  had  passed  through  a  Secret 
Ckimmittee,  for  neither  the  coimtry  nor 
tiieir  Lordships  knew  anything  of  what 


occurred  with  regard  to  it  in  the  other 
House,  beyond  the  fact  recorded  in  the 
Minutes  that  the  Solicitor  General  of 
the  late  Government  put  down  a  Notice 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  No  notice 
whatever  was  taken  of  this  Bill  by  the 
public  papers  during  its  passage  through 
the  other  House,  and  there  were  many 
who  hoped  that  it  had  been  dropped. 
How  had  these  Amendments  come  to 
pass  ?  Three  hypotheses  were  possible  : 
either  they  were  carried  by  a  majority, 
which  was  improbable  with  the  large 
majority  the  Government  possessed ;  or 
the  Secretary  of  State's  Colleagues 
threw  over  the  "  civilized  Powers " 
as  imtenable  and  indefensible ;  or,  more 
probably,  the  noble  Earl,  after  calm  re- 
flection, notwithstanding  that  he  had 
appeared  in  Committee  to  be  so  en- 
amoured of  the  term  **  civilized  Powers," 
withdrew  it  himself.  He  must  remind 
their  Lordships  that  there  was  no  simi- 
larity between  the  state  of  things  at- 
tempted to  be  set  up  by  the  Bill  and 
the  extra-territorial  jurisdiction  which 
existed  in  Turkey  and  China,  and  other 
countries.  There  an  immunity  from  local 
jurisdiction  existed  in  favour  of  foreign- 
ers, because  it  had  been  freely  granted 
by  the  Ottoman  Emperors  in  the  pleni- 
tude of  their  power,  and  in  China  and 
other  countries  it  had  been  conceded 
after  negotiation.  Here,  on  the  con- 
trary, no  immunity  was  sought  for  on 
behalf  of  our  own  subjects,  but  it  was 
sought  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  as- 
sume jurisdiction  over  foreigners  for 
acts  done  by  them  in  a  foreign  country, 
and  this  without  the  consent,  or  even 
the  knowledge,  of  their  own  Sovereigns. 
He  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  con- 
sider what  they  would  think  if  they 
were  told  that  the  United  States'  Con- 
gress had  passed  a  law  assuming  juris- 
diction over  all  offences  committed  in 
Nicaragua  and  Panama,  on  the  grounds 
of  the  not  very  great  efficiency  of  the 
Gt)vernment8  in  those  coimtries,  and 
the  number  of  United  States'  citizens 
that  passed  through  them.  There  was 
not,  however,  much  probability  of  such 
a  Bill  being  psibsed  in  the  United  States, 
because  there  the  Supreme  Court  exer- 
cised a  supervision  over  the  Acts  of  Con- 
gress, and  would  not  permit  such  a  Bill. 
There  was  an  additional  reason  why 
their  Lordships  should  not  pass  a  Bill 
which  legislated  for  another  coimtry 
without  its  knowledge  or  consent,  and 
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that  was  tlie  bad  precedent  which  they 
would  be  setting,  and  which  at  this 
moment  might  be  imitated.  The  pro- 
ject for  discussion  at  the  Brussels  Con- 
ference was  headed  ^*  Draft  for  a  Con- 
vention," but  in  reality  it  was  a  Code  of 
Law,  and  in  the  body  of  the  document 
various  clauses  were  referred  to  as 
"  laws."  Even  should  no  harm  come 
of  this  Conference,  it  might  not  be  the 
last,  and  such  Conferences  might  in 
future  enact  laws  and  claim  to  impose 
them  upon  small  and  weak  States,  and 
the  attempt  to  do  so  might  even  be  made 
upon  ourselves.  He  then  asked  their 
Lordships  not  to  proceed  any  further 
with  the  Bill,  because,  in  the  words  of 
a  Petition  which  he  had  presented 
against  it — 

"  It  proposed  to  do  what  is  inherently  and  in 
the  nature  of  things  impossible,  since  by  the 
law  of  nature  and  of  nations  no  Sovereign  could 
have  any  legal  authority  out  of  his  own  terri- 
tories. To  pretend,  therefore,  to  confer  such 
authority  is  an  usuri)ation  and  an  act  of  vio- 
lence, the  more  dangerous  as  it  is  clothed  with 
an  appearance  of  legjility  by  being  put  into  the 
shape  of  an  Act  of  the  Legislature." 

Now,  a  letter  from  the  Singapore  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  to  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary of  the  Straits,  dated  September  17, 
1872,  said— 

"  It  is  respectfully  submitted  that  the  Straits 
Government,  knowing,  as  it  sliould,  the  histoiy 
of  th<.'  Snlangore  diaturbanres,  is  to  a  consider- 
able extent  r('rti)onsiblo  for  the  pr«?sent  unsettled 
stilt*'  «)f  that  Kingdom  in  omitting  to  have  llaja 
^lahdy  anv'sted  and  tried  for  piracy  when  such 
an-eyt  could  liave  bet?n  made  in  Sing<ipore." 

The  Earl  of  CVENAllYON  sub- 
mitted that  the  noble  Lord  was  out  of 
Order.  The  Salangore  piracy  was  not 
now  before  the  House,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  going  to  re- 
open that  now. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  his  object  was  to  induce  their 
Lordships  not  to  consider  now  the 
Amendments  in  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  submitted  ho  was  in  Order  in  point- 
ing out  what  would  be  the  effects  of  the 
Bill.  Ho  was  prepared  to  deny  that 
Raja  Mahdy  had  been  guilty  of  any- 
thing that  could  be  called  piracy  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  that  had  he  been  tried 
for  piracy,  even  if  lawfully  arrested, 
great  injustice  would  have  been  done 
him.  But  for  the  purposes  of  his  pre- 
sent argument  that  was  a  matter  of  per- 
fect indifference,  and  for  argument's 
sake,  ho  would  concede  that  he  or  others 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


had  been,  or  might  be,  guilty  of  piracy. 
Well,  if  the  local  government  acted  on 
the  instigation  of  such  letters  as  that  of 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  should 
unlawfully  and  arbitrarily  try  a  foreiKner 
for  an  offence  committed  out  of  British 
territory,  that  would  be  a  far  less  evil, 
and  one  that  would  not  taint  the  nation  in 
the  same  way  as  would  happen  if  the 
Legislature  itself  conmiitted  that  act  of 
usurpation.  No  injustice  of  a  Governor, 
nor  even  of  Ministers,  could  be  compared 
to  an  injustice  committed  by  the  highest 
Court  in  the  land,  the  most  High  Court 
of  Parliament,  or  to  such  a  disorder  as 
an  infraction  of  right  placed  upon  the 
Statute  Book  by  this  august  Assembly, 
which  was  the  guardian  of  law  and  order. 
Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon) would  reply  that,  without  this 
Act,  the  Straits  authorities  might  be 
prosecuted  for  illegal  arrest  and  trial  of 
accused  persons.  He  answered  to  that, 
that  there  were  precedents  which  showed 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  was 
null  and  void  because  it  over-rode  the 
Law  of  Nations,  would  be  no  protoetion. 
Mr.  Justice  Hotham  observed  that  even 
an  Act  of  Parliament  made  against  natu- 
ral equity  was  void  in  itself,  for  the  lavra 
of  nature  were  immutable,  and  leges  legum 
— that  was,  they  were  laws  that  govern 
the  law  ;  an  expression  equivalent  to 
saying — "  The  Constitution  is  a  law  to 
the  Legislature  which  it  must  not  dis- 
obey." In  the  case  of  **  Eegina  r.  Serva 
and  others  "  (1  JDenison^s  Crown  Cases^ 
104),  which  came  on  before  the  16 
Judges  in  Serjeant's  Inn  HaJl  on  the 
3rd  of  December,  1845,  it  was  there 
held  that  it  was  unlawful  for  a  British 
cruiser  upon  the  high  seas  to  capture 
and  make  prisoners  of  foreigners  merely 
by  virtue  of  the  authority  conferred  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  but  without  any 
treaty  between  their  State  and  this 
country  to  warrant  it ;  that  if  such 
foreigners,  whilst  in  that  unlawful  cus- 
tody, afterwards  rose  upon  and  slew 
their  captors,  they  were  dispunishable  for 
the  same  in  any  of  the  Queen's  Courts  of 
Justice.  All  the  Judges  assented  to 
this  doctrine  except  Lord  Denman  and 
Baron  Piatt.  Lord  Coke,  Lord  Hale, 
and  Lord  Hobart  had  laid  it  down  tliat 
whenever  Acts  of  Parliament  contrary 
to  natural  right  should  pass,  the  Courts  of 
Justice  would  refuse  to  give  effect  to  suoh 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  would  hold  them 
to  be  not  laws  but  abuses.    In  1816  the 
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condemnation  of  a  French  vessel  in  the 
Vice-Admiralty  Court  of  Sierra  Leone 
was  reversed  by  Lord  Stowoll,  because 
slave  trade  was  not  piracy,  and  the  Law 
of  Nations  could  suffer  the  public  ser- 
vants of  no  State  to  punish  the  delin- 
quencies of  the  subjects  of  another. 
liord  Sto well's  judgment  in  this  case 
concluded  with  these  words — 

"  To  pn>s8  forward  to  a  fjfroat  principle,  by 
brcakinp^  through  even'  other  gn^it  pnnciplc 
that  stands  in  the  way  of  its  ofltiiblishmcnt ;  to 
force  the  way  to  the  libenition  of  the  Negro  ])y 
trampling  on  the  independenee  of  other  States ; 
in  short,  to  procure  an  eminent  good  by  means 
that  are  unLi^'ful,  is  as  little  consonant  to  private 
inoralit\'  as  to  public  justice.  A  nation  is  not 
justified  in  assuming  rights  that  do  not  belong 
to  her,  merely  because  she  means  to  apply  them 
to  a  laudable  pur|)ose." 

But  was  it  certain  that  the  object  of  this 
BiU,  apart  from  its  lawlessness,  was  a 
laudable  one  ?  Was  it  certain  that  it 
would  not  give  rise  to  tyranny  and 
wrong  ?  If  it  should  pass,  was  it  certain 
that  the  Bindahara  of  Perak,  now  on 
his  way  as  a  guest  to  Singapore,  might 
not  be  imprisoned  and  tried  in  conse- 
quence of  clamour,  such  as  that  which 
called  for  the  trial  of  Eaja  Mahdy  ?  A 
few  nights  ago  he  heard  a  speech,  with 
which  he  most  cordially  agreed,  from 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Sel- 
bome),  on  the  necessity  of  providing 
legal  education,  and  on  the  advantages 
of  it  for  those  who  might  later  be  called 
upon  to  make  laws.  He  regrotted  that 
the  opportunities  proposed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  did  not  exist,  so  that 
he  might  have  remedied  his  ignorance 
of  English  law ;  and  he  ventured  to 
think  that  if  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  heard  any  lectures  on 
the  Law  of  Nations,  or  had  read  even 
the  Prologue  of  the  Treatise  on  Law,  by 
Suarez,  that  he  would  never  have  con- 
sented to  introduce  this  Bill.  After  that, 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  delivered 
a  magnificent  and  well-deserved  pane- 
gyric on  the  dignity  of  the  legal  profession, 
and  of  law  and  its  services  to  society. 
For  law  was  only  the  divinely  ordained 
order  of  things,  and  laws  were  the  ex- 
pression and  rendering  of  that  order  in 
words.  This  was  what  had  been  said 
by  all  writers  on  the  subject  since  the 
time  of  Cicero,  and  if  their  Lordships' 
should  pass  this  Bill,  which  was  diame- 
trically opposed  to  natural  law  and  to 
the  Law  of  Nations,  they  would  intro- 
dmoe  diflorder  into  order,  and  poison  the 


wells  of  law.  There  was  a  new  school 
of  lawyers  who  could  not  bear  that  any 
crime  or  offence  should  go  unpunished, 
and  for  this  purpose  they  were  ready,  in 
this  case,  to  sacrifice  the  Law  of  Nations, 
and  in  other  cases  nearer  home,  to  alter 
our  most  ancient  and  most  English  insti- 
tution, the  number  and  imanimity  of  the 
jury.  As  they  valued  little  the  old  English 
maxim  that  it  was  better  that  several 
guilty  men  should  escape  rather  than 
run  the  risk  of  condenming  one  innocent 
man,  so  in  like  manner  they  would  pre- 
fer to  place  a  blot  upon  the  Statute  Book 
rather  than  see  a  few  foreign  Asiatics, 
for  whose  offences  we  were  not  re- 
sponsible, escape  chastisement.  Leaving 
the  Law  of  Nations,  he  desired  to  ask 
their  attention  to  otiier  considerations. 
The  public  here,  and  also  in  the  Straits, 
had  got  the  idea  that  this  Bill  was  part 
of,  and  connected  with,  the  engagements 
recently  made  in  Perak  and  Salangore. 
Though  this  was  not  the  case,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  persuade  them  other- 
wise ;  and  it  would  be  still  more  difficult 
to  convince  the  public  and  the  Sovereigns 
of  India,  Burma,  Siam,  and  China  that 
that  was  not  the  case ;  and  when  all  the 
other  objections  to  the  Bill  were  taken 
into  consideration,  it  could  hardly  be 
thought  worth  while  to  pass  it  at  the 
risk  of  creating  alarm  and  disquietude, 
and  interposing  fresh  obstacles  to  tlie 
advance  of  trade  in  all  those  countries. 

Earl  NELSON  rose  to  Order.  He 
submitted  that  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
justified  in  attacking  the  principle  of  a 
Bill  when  their  Lordships  wore  consider- 
ing the  Report  of  Amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons. 

Lord  STANLEY  or  AI.DEELEY 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  hear  the 
few  remarks  he  had  to  make  in  con- 
clusion. The  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
received  no  discussion.  The  Bill  was 
not  a  Government  Bill.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  told  the  House 
on  a  former  occasion  that  it  had  been 
drawn  up  by  the  Straits  Attorney  Ge- 
neral. Half  the  Bill,  or  half  the  offend- 
ers intended  to  be  brought  under  its 
effects,  had  been  lost  by  the  Commons' 
Amendments  limiting  it  to  Natives  of  the 
Malay  Peninsula,  excluding  the  Chinese ; 
and  he  put  it  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment whether,  after  that,  it  was  worth 
while  to  pass  the  Bill  ?  He  was,  there- 
fore, justified  in  making  the  observations 
he  had  made,  and  in  the  Motion  which 
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lie  would  now  submit  for  their  Lord- 
ships' approval. 

An  Amendment  mavedy  to  leave  out 
(**now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  tliis  day  three  months.") — 
{The  Lard  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

The  Earl  of  CARNAEYON  said, 
that  all  the  Amendments  of  tlie  Com- 
mons did  was  to  define  more  accurately 
the  class  of  subjects  to  be  brought 
within  the  Bill. 

On  Question,  That  (**now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Their  Lordships 
divided: — Contents 58;  Not-Contonts  2: 
Majority  56. 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

Commons  Amendments  comid^ed  ac- 
cordingly, and  agreed  to, 

THE   FIJI   ISIxcVNDS— CESSION  TO  THE 
IJKITISIl  CROWX.— OBSEliVATIOXS. 

The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON,  in 
cidling  attention  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  on  the  cession  of  the  Fiji 
Islands  to  the  British  Crown,  said : — My 
Lords,  before  I  enter  upon  tlie  subject, 
I  wish  in  the  first  place  to  make  a  short 
explanation  in  reference  to  what  might 
otherwise  appear  to  be  an  intentional 
departure  from  an  engagement.  I  was 
asked  a  few  evenings  ago  to  lay  the 
Papers  connected  with  this  subject  on 
the  Table  of  your  Lordships'  House  in 
sufiiciont  tinio  to  enable  noble  Lords  to 
road  thorn  bofon?  1  made  my  statement. 
1  promised  to  do  so ;  but  since  tlieii  I 
have  found  that,  owing  to  some  mistake, 
which  I  am  unable  to  explain  or  account 
for,  tliey  wore  not  delivered  to  your 
Lordships  till  this  morning.  Tliat  being 
so,  however  inconvenient  it  might  have 
been  to  defer  my  statement,  I  would  not 
have  proceeded  with  it  witliout  the  con- 
sent of  noble  Lords  who  have  taken  an 
interest  in  these  Islands,  It  is  owing  to 
their  forbearance  I  now  proceed  to  make 
a  statement  to  your  Lordships,  which  I 
will  endeavour  to  render  as  brief  as  pos- 
sible. Your  Lordships  are  aware  or  the 
geographical  position  and  character  of 
the  Fiji  Islands.  Their  history  and 
present  state  may  be  shortly  described. 
It  is  some  20  years  since  they  were  colo- 
nized by  English  settlers  who  had  come 
from  our  adjacent  colonies.  Some  of 
those  colonists  bought  land,  domesticated 
themselves  in  the  ^ands,  set  themselves 
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to  improving  the  places  where  they  now 
live,  and  engaged  themselves  in  Tarious 
occupations.  But,  as  is  sure  to  happen 
in  all  such  cases,  new  interests  arose, 
jealousies  sprang  up,  and  difficulties 
were  experienced,  and  from  time  to  time 
appeals  have  been  made  to  this  country 
to  take  the  Islands  under  its  direct  pro- 
tection. The  first  formal  prox>08al  for  a 
cession  dates  back,  I  think,  to  1859.  At 
that  time  Consul  Pritchard,  acting  Teiy 
much  on  his  own  authority,  encouraged 
and  endorsed  a  cession  of  those  Islands. 
I  think  Lord  John  Russell  was  then 
Colonial  Secretary,  and  he  declined  the 
offer.  In  the  following  year  Colonel 
Smythe,  a  very  distinguished  officer,  was 
sent  out  to  inquire  as  to  the  advisability 
of  annexing  those  Islands.  He  drew 
up  a  Report,  which  is  now  in  print,  and 
in  which,  on  the  whole,  he  gave  his 
opinion  against  our  accepting  the  ces- 
sion. Two  years  after — in  1862 — the 
ofier  was  definitely  declined.  Time 
passed,  and  in  1870  a  conference  of 
Australian  Colonies  was  held,  a  noble 
Lord  who  took  a  great  interest  in  this 
subject  presiding  over  that  Conference. 
The  opinions  then  expressed  were  vexy 
favourable  to  annexation.  In  1871,  a 
formal  offer  being  then  made,  it  was 
again  dechned  by  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  who  was  then  at  the 
Colonial  Office.  In  1872  the  offer  was 
once  more  renewed,  and  then  my  noble 
Friend,  in  consequence  of  the  interest 
which  was  felt  in  the  matter,  sent  out 
the  two  Commissioners,  who  proceeded 
to  Fiji,  and  whose  Report  is  now  on  the 
Table.  I  should  here  state,  with  re- 
ference to  the  state  of  things  within  the 
Islands  themselves,  that  from  about  the 
year  I860  repeated  attempts  had  been 
made  in  the  Islands  to  establish  some 
form  of  Government.  In  1871  a  con- 
stitution was  established — and  it  was,  I 
think,  a  constitution  not  at  all  fitted  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  people.  It  was 
an  imitation  of  the  system  of  govern- 
ment in  this  country,  and  the  machinexy 
of  a  Constitution  was  applied.  With 
that  Government  in  operation  a  certain 
number  of  White  settlers  came  to  the 
head  of  affairs.  No  doubt,  that  form  of 
government  was  established  with  the 
view  of  securing  the  pre-eminence  of  the 
White  settlers  over  the  Natives.  But, 
as  is  offcen  the  case  in  such  attempts, 
that  wish  was  frustrated.  Those  at  the 
head  of  affiurs  having  armed  a 
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force,  opprossed  the  White  settlers,  and 
pursued  a  course  of  still  greater  oppres- 
sion towards  tlie  Natives — oppression  so 
great  that  it  drove  some  of  those  people 
to  commit  suicide.  There  were  disorder 
and  confusion  aU  around,  and  a  war  of 
the  most  bloody  character  seemed  immi- 
nent. Such  was  the  state  of  things 
when  the  Commissioners  appointed  by 
my  noble  Friend  arrived  there,  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  their  pre- 
sence at  such  a  time  was  beneficial. 
Immediately  before  their  arrival,  there 
had  been  a  change  of  Government,  with 
a  new  Constitution ;  but  tliis  second  Go- 
vernment succeeded  no  better  than  the 
first.  After  several  meetings,  at  which 
fresh  offers  were  made,  the  Commis- 
sioners brought  matters  to  an  issue,  and 
ascertained  that  the  unanimous  feeling 
of  the  settlers  was  in  favour  of  a  cession 
of  the  Islands  to  this  country.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  Ileport  of  the  Com- 
missioners is,  in  my  opinion,  an  alto- 
gether satisfactory  one.  I  do  not  think  the 
calculations  of  the  Commissioners  are  so 
reliable  that  we  can  trust  to  them  on  all 
important  points,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
mode  in  which  tlie  cession  is  proposed 
to  be  made  is  one  to  which  your  Lord- 
ships would  be  disposed  to  accede.  But 
the  Eeport  is  before  us,  and  we  must 
deal  with  it,  and  it  is  my  duty  to  lay 
before  your  Lordships  the  view  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  take  and  the 
decision  at  which  they  have  arrived. 
The  question  is,  what  course  ought  we 
to  take  ?  In  considering  this,  I  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  no  fewer  than  four 
several  considerations.  The  first  is,  that 
of  the  different  alternatives  in  the  form 
of  a  Government ;  the  second  is,  the  pro- 
bable objections  to  a  cession,  to  which 
we  are  bound  to  look ;  tlie  tliird  is,  the 
reasonable  arguments  which  may  be 
urged  in  its  favour ;  and  the  fourth  is, 
the  conditions  of  acceptance  if  a  cession 
is  to  be  accepted.  As  to  the  alterna- 
tives, I  see  four.  One  of  them  was  indi- 
cated in  the  Despatch  of  my  noble  Friend 
to  the  Commissioners — I  refer  to  the 
establishment  of  Consular  Courts — a 
plan  which  has  been  tried  in  Japan  and 
China.  Now,  at  best,  such  Courts  only 
exercise  a  feeble  and  inadequate  control. 
In  the  case  of  these  Islands  such  a  plan 
could  be  regarded  as  no  more  than  a 
stop-gap  at  best,  and  ultimately  it  would 
be  necessary  to  substitute  another  form 
of  Govemment.    That  course,  therefore, 


did  not  seem  feasible  in  this  case.  The 
second  alternative  is  one  which  seems  to 
have  found  favour  with  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earlof  Kimberley),  though 
there  has  been  a  somewhat  doubtful  ex- 
perience of  it  in  other  instances.  I  allude 
to  the  annexation  of  those  Islands  to  some 
of  the  neighbouring  Australian  Colonies, 
to  be  governed  by  the  Colony  to  which 
it  is  annexed.  When  my  noble  Friend 
suggested  that,  no  doubt  he  had  before 
his  eyes  one  or  two  precedents  which 
had  not  been  unsuccessful.  The  colony 
of  South  Australia  does  at  this  moment 
hold  a  dependency  in  a  district  of  North 
Australia,  at  1,000  miles  distance  by 
land — and  the  difficulties  of  government 
arising  from  such  a  distance  by  land  are 
not  less  than  would  be  the  difficulties 
arising  from  a  distance  of  1,000  miles 
by  sea.  There  is  another  instance — that 
of  a  new  colony  in  South  Africa,  the  go- 
vernment of  which  was  to  have  been 
administered  at  the  Cape.  However, 
that  scheme  has  never  been  carried  out, 
and  the  new  colony  is  stiU  administered 
by  the  Colonial  Office.  There  is  an  ob- 
jection to  this  plan  on  another  ground. 
As  it  seems  to  me  those  colonies  in 
Australia  are  not  yet  arrived  at  a  state 
of  development  which  would  fit  them  for 
undertakmg  such  responsibilities.  Their 
own  burdens  are  very  great,  and  though 
there  is  good  will  on  theii*  part  and  they 
possess  a  great  share  of  political  ability, 
they  have  not  yet  arrived  at  that  state 
wlien  they  can  take  upon  themselves  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  a  young 
dependency.  That  is  my  view  of  the 
matter.  The  third  alternative  is  to  at 
once  make  the  Islands  a  Crown  Colony. 
I  can  only  say  that  if  these  Islands  be 
ceded  to  us  and  we  are  to  accept  them, 
no  form  of  Government  can  be  enter- 
tained for  them  but  that  of  a  Crown 
Colony.  Looking  at  the  past  history 
and  to  the  future  of  those  Islands,  I 
shoiUd  say  that  a  Crown  Colony  of  a 
rather  severe  type  is  the  form  that 
should  be  adopted.  There  remains  the 
fourth  and  last  alternative — namely, 
leaving  the  Islands  to  themselves.  My 
Lords,  I  think  this  last  alternative  is 
simply  impossible  under  present  circum- 
stances. The  difficulties  have  attained 
to  such  a  height  that  civil  war  in  those 
Islands  has  been  prevented  only  by  the 
presence  of  one  of  the  ships  of  the  Eoyal 
Navy.  There  are  English  settlers  there 
in  such  numbers,  English  capital  is  so 
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largely  embarked,  and  English  interests 
are  so  much  involved  in  the  peace  of  the 
Islands,  that  it  would  not  be  safe  to  fold 
our  arms  and  say  we  would  not  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  Islands.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  must  now  state  some  of  the 
difficulties.  In  an  interesting  descrip- 
tion of  those  Islands  written  by  a 
botanist  and  geologist  who  visited  them, 
I  find  the  author  states  that  in  no  place 
ever  visited  by  him  had  he  found  it 
harder  to  arrive  at  the  truth  than  he  had 
in  the  Fiji  Islands.  Having  myself 
read  a  good  deal  about  them,  I  agree 
with  the  author  as  to  that  difficulty. 
There  are  obvious  practical  difficulties 
to  which  I  must  allude.  There  are  200 
Islands,  and  the  Native  population  is 
160,000.  Of  these,  140,000  are  in  a 
state  of  comparative  civilization ;  but 
the  same  cannot  be  said  of  the  remain- 
ing 20,000,  who  live  in  the  mountains 
and  are  utterly  barbarous.  Experience 
teaches  us  that  there  are  considerable 
difficulties  of  government  when  there  is 
a  small  colony  of  settlers  surrounded  by 
a  large  Native  population ;  but  I  fairly 
own  I  do  not  think  the  problem  so  diffi- 
cult in  this  case  as  in  othera  which  I 
could  name.  The  Natives  are  scattered 
over  200  Islands ;  they  are  divided  in 
feeling  by  certain  local  jealousies ;  and 
with  the  exception  of  the  20,000  moun- 
taineers, they  are  a  milder  and  gentler 
class  of  Natives  than  those  with  whom 
wo  liad  to  deal  in  Now  Zealand.  The 
old  barbarous  customs  are  dying  out. 
A  few  j'ears  ago,  slavery  existed  and 
women  were  sold  for  five  dollars  each, 
widows  were  strangled  on  the  death  of 
their  husbands,  whole  villages  were 
massacred,  and,  worse  than  all,  canni- 
balism was  practised.  That  is  all  gone. 
Idolatrous  temples  have  been  demolished, 
and  in  the  great  square  where  the  most 
horrid  orgies  were  celebrated,  a  Christian 
church  has  been  erected,  and  the  popu- 
lation is  rapidly  passing  into  a  milder 
and  more  advanced  state  of  civilization. 
I  am  bound  to  point  out  that  great  diffi- 
culty lies  in  the  question  of  land.  The 
public  land  is  much  smaller  in  extent 
than  would  have  been  expected,  and  the 
private  land  is  complicated  by  tribal  re- 
lations and  claims  which  no  doubt  are 
very  perplexing,  and  many  of  the  titles 
of  the  White  settlers  did  not  rest  on  in- 
disputable foxmdations.  If  the  cession 
of  those  Islands  be  accepted,  one  thing  is 
clear — ^namely,  that   the  Grown   must 
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have  a  right  of  pre-emption  in  alllands. 
The  land  must  follow  the  rule  which  has 
been  adopted  elsewhere,  and  all  grants 
of  it  must  issue  from  the  Crown.  All 
parties  must  be  prepared  to  give  up 
something,  and  we  may  reasonably  call 
on  them  to  do  so,  because  from  the 
moment  English  sovereignty  is  estab- 
lished the  value  of  land  will  be  not 
doubled,  but  quadrupled  or  quintupled. 
My  Lords,  there  is  another  difficulty. 
The  Commissioners  report  that  the  debt 
of  these  Islands  is  not  less  than  £87,000. 
How  that  enormous  sum  has  grown  up 
I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  even  the 
original  price  of  the  stock  issued.  All 
I  do  know  is,  that  in  the  course  of  two 
years  so  reckless  was  the  financial  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government  there, 
that  £124,000  was  spent,  and  a  debt  of 
£87,000  remains  as  a  legacy.  If  there 
should  be  a  cession,  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  must  prepare  themselves  for  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  financial  question 
with  full  liberty  of  dealing  wim  them 
in  the  way  they  consider  right  and  just, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  demands  on 
the  revenue  of  the  Islands.  The  calcu- 
lations of  the  Commissioners  are  not  as 
satisfactory  as  I  could  have  desired — in- 
deed, I  tliink  they  are  illusory — ^but  I 
entertain  very  little  doubt  that  by  a 
prudent  financial  policy  the  revenue  of 
the  Islands  may  be  made  sufficient  for 
their  requirements.  The  first  few  years 
will  be  years  of  difficulty,  but  there  is 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  at  a  later  period 
the  resources  of  the  Islands  will  be 
sufficient  for  all  wants.  It  only  re- 
mains for  mo  to  point  out  some  of 
the  principal  reasons  that  would  seem 
to  indicate  that  it  might  be  ad- 
visable to  accept  a  cession.  The  geo- 
graphical area  of  those  Islands  is  not 
very  largo ;  some  of  them  indeed  are 
larger  than  the  larger  Ionian  Islands  or 
than  Malta,  but  they  may  become  as  fiEur 
a  possession  as  any  one  of  our  smaller 
possessions.  The  exquisite  loveliness  of 
the  Fiji  group  and  the  beauty  of  the 
climate  are  well  known.  Members  of 
this  House  have  seen  them,  and  traveUers 
have  described  them.  No  frost  ever 
comes  there.  The  temperature  is  at  all 
times  comparatively  mild.  The  internal 
resources  of  the  Islands  are  considerable, 
for  the  soil  is  very  productive.  The  cot- 
ton plant,  the  sugar  cane,  the  palm,  the 
banana,  ail  grow  there.  Then,  look  at 
the  position  of  these  Islands.     They  are 
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in  the  track  of  all  ships  passing  between 
the  new  World  of  America  and  the  still 
newer  World  of  Australia.  They  possess 
unquestionably  fine  harbours,  and  one  of 
them  would  be  a  desirable  intermediate 
station  for  the  coaling  of  steamers 
running  between  America  and  Australia. 
In  the  next  place — though  I  do  not  ad- 
vance this  as  the  solo  argument  on  which 
this  cession  rests — we  should  not  forget 
the  labour  trade  which  has  grown  up  in 
the  seas  around  these  Islands,  or  the  utter 
iniquity  and  barbarity  with  which  the 
traffic  is  carried  on.  Bishop  Patteson, 
as  true  a  martyr  as  ever  sealed  his  faith 
with  his  blood,  offered  up  his  life  in  an 
effort  against  that  atrocious  kidnapping 
trade,  and  no  Government,  whether  it 
sits  on  this  side  or  the  other,  can  view 
with  anything  but  deep  interest  every- 
thing that  offers  a  means  of  putting 
down  that  iniquity.  Those  Islands, 
though  they  do  not  cover  the  whole  area 
of  the  kidnapping  trade,  rise,  as  it  were, 
in  the  centre  of  it,  and  are  a  convenient 
post  from  which  it  may  be  watched  and 
brought  within  those  wholesome  and 
legitimate  limits  within  which  it  becomes 
a  blessing  instead  of  a  curse.  I  am  loath 
to  use  words  which  seem  too  strong  for 
the  occasion,  and  therefore  I  hardly  like 
to  say  that  England  has  a  mission  to  ex- 
tend her  policy  of  colonization  in  this 
part  of  the  world,  but  at  all  events  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  there  is  an  indirect  duty 
which  lies  upon  us,  as  far  as  we  can,  to 
take  under  our  protection  a  place  into 
which  English  capital  has  overflowed,  in 
which  English  settlors  are  resident,  in 
which,  it  must  be  added,  English  law- 
lessness is  going  on,  and  in  which  the 
establishment  of  English  institutions  has 
been  unsuccessfully  attempted  because 
they  were  of  such  a  character  as  not  to 
be  suited  to  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
I  cannot,  moreover,  be  blind  to  the  fact 
that  there  is  a  strong  wish  on  the  part  of 
almost  all  the  adjoining  Colonies  that 
these  Islands  should  be  taken  under 
English  sovereignty.  Not  only  is  this  so, 
but  I  have  received  from  New  Zealand 
and  New  South  Wales  cordial  offers  of 
co-operation  in  any  efforts  which  may  be 
ma^  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  annexa- 
tion ;  and  I  believe  further  that  the  last 
named  colony  would  be  ready  to  bear  a 
fidr  share  of  the  burdens  which  would  be 
involyed,  if  those  burdens  could  be 
properly  and  legitimately  placed  up- 
on it.    I  hope  it  may  be  possible,  if 


this  cession  is  accepted,  to  take  advan- 
tage in  some  degree  of  that  co-opera- 
tion ;  but  while  repeating  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  annex 
these  Islands  as  a  dependency  to  any 
existing  colony,  I  must  express  my 
opinion  that  such  an  offer  as  the  one  I 
have  just  mentioned — an  offer  which  is 
almost  new  in  the  history  of  the  world — 
should  be  heartily  recognized  and  cor- 
dially dealt  with.  We  ought  at  least  to 
express  satisfaction  that  an  English 
colony  is  willing  to  come  forward  and  ^ 
volunteer  its  help  in  bearing  the  common 
burdens  of  the  Empire,  and  so  to  show 
that  in  this,  as  in  other  respects,  our 
Colonies  are  bound  to  us  by  common  ties, 
and  that  there  is  a  real  partnership  in  the 
great  Empire  of  which  we  are  all  mem- 
bers. On  this  general  review  of  the  cir- 
cumstances your  Lordships  will  not  be 
surprised  to  hear  that  it  is  the  feeling  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  tliat  they 
cannot  decline  the  duty  of  accepting 
these  Islands.  If  we  do  not  decline 
them,  we  accept  them ;  and  it  then  be- 
comes important  to  know  how  this  is  to 
be  done.  The  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  that  there  is  but  one 
single  condition  on  which  the  cession  can 
be  accepted — the  condition  is  that  in  all 
material  and  essential  respects  the  cession 
shall  be  absolutely  unconditional  and 
that  we  shall  have  full  freedom  to  ad- 
minister the  affairs  of  the  Islands.  It 
would  ill  consort  with  the  dignity  of  the 
Crown  that  conditions  should  be  annexed 
to  any  such  cession.  I  must  mention 
that  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  there  is  a  com- 
munication from  Mr.  Thurston,  the 
so-called  Prime  Minister  of  Fiji,  in 
which  he  specifies  no  less  than  19  con- 
ditions on  which  the  cession  was  to  be 
made.  I  will  not  go  through  these  con- 
ditions in  detail,  but  will  simply  say  that 
they  are  wholly  and  entirely  impractica- 
ble. Among  the  conditions  are  one  to 
secure  hereditary  rights  in  matters  of 
administration  and  government,  another 
for  the  appointment  of  a  certain  number 
of  Fijian  Chiefs  to  the  Council,  and  yet 
another  stipulating  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  assume  without  in- 
quiry the  existing  liabilities  of  Fiji. 
Difficult  as  the  ta^k  of  governing  these 
Islands  must  be  in  any  case,  the  task 
would  be  made  simply  impossible  if  the 
conditions  were  to  be  accepted,  and 
therefore  Her    Majesty's    Gt^vemment 
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are  only  prepared  to  accept  an  nn- 
conditional  cession  of  the  Islands.  With 
that  view — while  fully  appreciating  the 
exertions  of  the  Commissioners — Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  feel  that  we  have 
now  arrived  at  a  new  stage  of  these  ne- 
gotiations, and  that  we  should  hardly 
require  these  gentlemen  to  g^  back  and 
revise  their  own  work  and  conduct  the 
negotiations  to  a  final  settlement.  We 
therefore  propose  to  instruct  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson,  the  Governor  of  New  South 
Wales,  to  proceed  at  once  to  Fiji,  to  re- 
state the  whole  case,  explain  the  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  the  cession  on  the 
terms  proposed  by  Mr.  Thurston,  and 
l^laco  the  matter  fully,  fairly,  and 
candidly,  before  the  Chiefs  and  the 
White  population.  I  do  not  think  a 
better  choice  could  be  made.  The  tried 
ability,  administrative  experience,  and 
great  personal  and  local  experience  of 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  point  him  out  as 
the  fittest  representative  of  the  Crown  in 
the  peculiarly  difficult  and  delicate  cir- 
cumstances in  which  he  would  be  placed. 
It  has,  curiously  enough,  been  my  lot 
this  year  to  propose  to  Parliament  two 
colonial  policies — one  with  regard  to  the 
Gold  Coast  and  the  other  with  regard  to 
Fiji — both  touching  the  queston  of  terri- 
tory abroad,  on  a  considerable  scale,  and 
which,  if  they  difier  in  many  respects, 
yet  agree  in  this — that  each  of  them  has 
to  be  dealt  with  not  upon  general  con- 
siderations, but  on  the  special  merits  of 
the  individual  case.  Whether  your 
Lordships  agree  or  disagree  with  me  in 
what  I  have  said,  I  liope  you  will  do  me 
the  justice  to  acknowledge  that  I  have 
not  concealed  or  coloured  anything.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  lay  the  whole  case 
pro  and  (row,  as  fully  as  possible  before 
the  House.  I  do  not  deny  that  there 
will  be  difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying 
out  the  scheme  I  have  laid  before  your 
Lordships,  but  at  tho  same  time  a  choice 
must  bo  made  in  this  as  in  many  other 
things.  I  believe  the  difficulties  when 
boldly  faced,  will  not  be  found  to  be  so 
very  formidable,  provided  the  cession 
comes  to  us  untrammeUod  by  unworkable 
conditions;  and  although  I  am  quite 
aware  of  the  magnitude  of  the  task,  I  for 
one  shall  not  be  afraid  to  encounter  it. 

Viscount  CANTERBURY  said,  he 
must  be  permitted  to  express  his  thanks 
to  the  noble  Earl  for  th^  courtesy  he  had 
shown  him,  and  for  the  course  which 
he  had  pursued.    Referring  to  the  early 
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history  of  the  Fiji  Islands,  these  Islands 
had  been  resorted  to  by  British  set- 
tlers against  the  wishes  and  advice  of 
British  authority.  They  were  repeatedly 
warned  that  if  they  did  settle  there,  it 
would  be  at  their  own  risk.  Neverthe- 
less, their  sense  of  allegiance  to  the 
British  Crown  did  not  prevent  them  from 
disregarding  these  warnings,  they  settled 
in  the  Islands,  and  swore  allegiance  to 
the  Native  Kings.  Now,  however,  that 
untoward  circumstances  had  arisen  they 
did  not  hesitate  to  invoke  British  pro- 
tection as  British  subjects.  The  noble 
Earl  said,  that  the  Commissioners  who 
went  to  Fiji  to  make  inquiries  as  to  what 
course  ought  to  be  pursued  had  arran^if- 
ed  for  a  cession  of  the  Islands.  With 
whom  the  arrangement  had  been  made, 
the  noble  Earl  did  not  say;  but  he 
(Viscount  Canterbury)  had  reason  to 
believe  that  all  the  authorities  of  the 
Islands  had  not  consented  to  the  cession. 
He  understood  that  the  Marku — one  of 
the  most  influential  of  the  Fiji  Chiefs — 
was  not  included  amongst  those  who  had 
consented.  Probably  he  had  induced 
other  chiefs  to  consent  without  doing  so 
himself.  At  first  he  (Viscount  Canter- 
bury) attached  some  importance  to  the 
offer ;  but  he  attached  less  to  it  now, 
because  it  appeared  that  the  noble  Earl 
was  prepared  to  advise  the  Crown  to  ac- 
cept an  offer  which  had  not  been  made, 
and  was  not  prepared  to  accept  an  offer 
which  had  been  made.  He  considered 
that  Consular  Courts  would  not  be  satis- 
factory. He  quite  agreed  that  the  only 
form  of  government  must  be  that  of  a 
CroT\Ti  Colony,  for  a  strong  Executive 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  administer 
the  affairs  of  such  a  Settlement.  Though 
he  had  had  some  experience  in  the 
Colonies  he  would  not  envy  the  position 
of  the  Governor  of  the  Fiji  Islands ;  for" 
if  any  one  of  the  Natives  disliked  his  go- 
vemment  he  would  appeal  to  one  or 
otlior  of  the  Parliaments  in  Australia  or 
New  Zealand,  and  though  what  thej 
might  do  would  not  affect  the  Governor, 
ycit  a  communication  would  probably 
follow  to  the  Secretary  of  State  at  home. 
As  regarded  the  land,  he  understood 
that  the  offer  of  cession  would  not  be 
accepted  unless  it  included  the  whole 
of  the  land. 
The    Earl    of    CAENAEVON    ex- 

{)lained  that  a  much  smaller  quantity  of 
and  was  available  in  the  Islands  maa 
was  generally  supposed,  and  that  iliaie 
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would  be  no  oondition  one  way  or  the 
other  about  it. 

ViflcouifT  CANTEEBUKY  asked 
whether  he  was  to  understand  that  the 
qaeotion  of  the  land  formed  one  of  the 
cnief  difficulties  ?  for  the  Commissioners 
stated  that  there  was  not  a  single  acre 
of  land  that  was  not  owned.  There 
were  4,500,000  of  acres  in  Fiji,  and 
when  liie  Crown  accepted  the  cession 
the  first  thing  the  Gbvemor  would  have 
to  do  would  be  to  consider  who  were  the 
owners  of  this  land.  The  fact  was,  this 
question  of  the  land  lay  at  the  root  of 
tnose  complications  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  to  contend  with  at 
Fiji.  He  had  noticed  a  striking  incon- 
sistency in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, for  in  one  part  it  was  stated  that 
the  settlers  were  totally  unable  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  payment  of  the 
debt,  while  in  another  part  it  was  stated 
that  provided  the  British  Government 
would  take  possession  of  the  Islands  the 
settlers  would  undertake  not  only  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  debt,  but  also  to  make  pro- 
vision for  paying  the  costs  of  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Ii^nds.  If  this  cession 
affected  the  honour  and  interest  of  the 
Empire  then  he  would  agree  to  it,  but 
did  not  believe  that  it  did.  He  had  seen 
it  stated  that  this  cession  ought  not  only 
to  include  New  Hebrides,  Solomon's 
Island,  New  Caledonia,  and  all  west- 
ward of  the  Loyalty  Islands,  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  longitude,  but  also  New 
Guinea,  which  was  an  Island  1,600  nules 
long  and  400  broad.  He  understood 
that  applications  had  been  made  to  the 
CK)vemment  by  two  Australian  Colonies 
in  reference  to  that  matter.  It  was  not 
because  he  underrated  the  importance 
of  the  duties  that  attached  to  a  great 
Power,  nor  because  he  was  willing  to 
abandon  those  duties  out  of  considera- 
tion for  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence, 
nor  because  he  weighed  safety  and 
profit  against  the  honour  and  duty  of 
this  country,  but  because  he  thought 
that  under  existing  circumstances  the 
acceptance  of  the  sovereignty  of  Fiji  by 
this  country  was  not  a  matter  of  duty 
and  would  confer  upon  the  British  Em- 
pire advantages  in  no  degree  equivalent 
for  the  difficulties  that  the  acceptance  of 
the  sovereignty  would  involve,  that  he 
felt  bound  to  protest  against  this  pro- 
posal for  annexing  these  Islands. 

Xhb  Eabl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
Jtar  a  long  time  he  had  not  been  in  favour 


of  the  cession  of  the  Fiji  Islands ;  but 
having  watched  this  question  with  con- 
siderable interest,  and  having  had  four 
years'  experience  in  that  part  of  the  world, 
and  after  since  reading  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners,  he  had  at  length  arrived 
at  the  opinion  that  the  only  course  open 
to  Great  Britfdnwasto  annex  the  Islands. 
In  dealing  with  the  four  courses  which 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  said  were  open  to  us  in  the 
matter,  no  doubt,  the  establishment  of 
Consular  Courts  in  the  Islands  would  be 
a  cheap  way  of  doing  what  was  required; 
but  that  course  would  not  answer  in 
this  case.  Again,  the  annexation  of  the 
Islands  to  one  of  the  Australian  Colonies 
would  not  answer,  seeing  that  the  lattor 
had  quite  enough  to  do  to  develope  their 
own  resources,  without  bciing  troubled 
with  the  government  of  a  dependency 
2,000  miles  away.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  quoted  two  cases 
as  precedents.  As  to  the  first — that  in 
Afnca — he  had  no  knowledge  of  it ;  but, 
as  regarded  the  case  of  what  was  called 
the  northern  territory  of  South  Australia, 
he  hardly  thought  it  was  a  precedent. 
He  had  always  understood  that  territory 
to  be  an  integral  part  of  South  Australia, 
and  it  was  so  marked  on  the  maps.  It 
was  also  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
its  Courts.  [The  Earl  of  Kimbekley: 
Hear,  hear!]  The  \Vliite  population 
was  not  large  enough  for  the  experiment 
of  responsible  government.  The  third 
proposal — that  the  Islands  should  be 
governed  as  a  Crown  Colony,  through  a 
Governor,  who  should  bo  responsible  to 
the  Colonial  Office  alone — was  the  best 
that  could  be  adopted,  leaving  to  a 
future  time,  when  the  number  of  the 
White  population  had  sufficiently  in- 
creased, tfie  consideration  of  place — 
that  the  Islands  shoidd  be  permitted  to 
govern  themselves,  under  an  English 
Protectorate.  He  thought  the  question 
of  expense  should  not  bo  allowed  to  pre- 
vent the  best  man  being  selected  as 
Governor  who  could  be  induced  to  accept 
the  office.  It  was  evident  that  a  great  deal 
of  mischief  might  be  done  by  placing  a  per- 
son without  sufficient  experience,  tact,  or 
judgment  in  a  position  of  responsibility  in 
these  Islands.  The  fourth  plan  suggested 
was  to  leave  those  Islands  alone,  on 
the  ground  that  those  who  had  gone 
there  had  gone  at  their  own  risk,  and  in 
spite  of  warnings  which  they  had  re- 
ceived;   but    though  perhaps,    strictly 
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speaking,  they  might  have  no  claim  to 
protection,  yet  it  was  our  duty  not  to  ig- 
nore the  existence  of  a  British  commu- 
nity such  as  that  which  was  now  to  be 
found  in  Fiji ;  and  it  was  none  the  less 
our  duty  because  those  Islands  had  been 
made  the  centre  of  many  outrages  con- 
nected with  the  labour  trade,   and  of 
other  outrages  oppposed  to  all  settled 
government — not  to  speak  of  the  common 
feelings  of  humanity.    It  was,  no  doubt, 
true  that  the  White  settlers  in    Fiji, 
finding  that  Great  Britain   would  not 
accept  the  sovereignty  of  the  Islands, 
did  applj'  to  the  Lrnited  States;  and  in 
tliis,  though  they — the  British  settlers — 
would  probably  prefer  to  be  governed 
by  their  own  countj-,  if  possible,  they 
were  actuated  by  a  desire    to  obtain 
a  strong  government.     It  should,  how- 
ever, be  remembered  that  the  offer  was 
not  made  to  the  United  States  until  after 
the  English  Government  had  refused  to 
assume  the  responsibility,  when  it  was 
offered  to  them  by  their  own  country- 
men.    The  question  of   land  was,   no 
doubt,   one   of   considerable    difficulty. 
The  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Canter- 
bury) seemed  to  suppose  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposed    to    take 
possession  of   the  land ;    but   he  (the 
Earl  of  Belmore)  only  understood  liis 
noble  Friend  to  say  that  Government 
must  insist  on  a  right  of  pre-emption. 
[The  Earl  of   Derby  :    Hear,   hear !  ] 
Tlie  debt  would  also  be  a  difficulty,  for 
that  money  had,  in  reality,  been  raised 
at  80  or  90  2)er  cent,  and,  to  some  extent, 
upon  what  looked  very  like  false  2)rotences. 
A  regular  government  and  a  strong  go- 
vernment were,  no  doubt,  required  in 
Fiji,  for  tlie  purpose  of  dealing  firmly, 
among  otlier  things,  with  the  evils  of 
the  labour  trade;  and,  in  the  an-ange- 
ment  latety  conoluded,  the  Islanders  had 
been  fully  instructed  upon  what  terms 
llie    cessitm    liiul    been    accepted.     No 
doubt,   wlien   England    took    over  the 
Islands,  and  Fiji  became  our  chief  naval 
station   in   the   Pacific,  law  would  na- 
turall}*^  bo  established  and  order  main- 
tained.    The  noble  Viscoimt  had  alluded 
to  New  (ruinea,  and  considered  that  if 
we   accepted  Fiji,   we  should  have  to 
follow    unauthorized    settlei-s    to    New 
Guinea.     Shortly  before  he  (the  Earl  of 
Belmore)   loft    Sydney,   an  application 
was  made  to  his  Government  by  the 
organizers    of   an    expedition    to    that 
country,  for  assistance  in  the  way  of 
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arms  from  the  Goyemment  stores.  Ibe 
application  was,  of  course,  refiued. 
That  expedition  failed ;  but  he  thought 
it  very  probable  that  the  day  would  oome 
when  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeut  would 
be  called  on  to  deal  with  a  settlement  in 
New  Guinea,  and  when  it  did  come,  it 
must  be  considered  on  its  own  merits. 

The  Duke  of  MANCHESTEE  con- 
gratulated his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  upon  the  decision  to  which  he 
had  been  enabled  to  oome  in  regard  to 
the  annexation  of  the  Fiji  Islands.  That 
policy  had  become  our  bounden  duty.  It 
was  a  clear  necessity  that,  when  Engliflh- 
men  had  formed  settlements  in  these 
barbarous  spots,  English  law  should 
foUow  them.  He  did  not  doubt  that,  in 
annexing  these  Islands,  we  should  im- 
part to  the  Natives  our  own  civilization 
and  prosperity. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  principle  that  it 
was  our  duty  to  follow  British  settlen 
wherever  they  went,  and  to  annex  those 
countries.      He  would  rather  say  that 
every  case  ought  to  be  considered  on  its 
own  merits,  and  acicording  to  the  circum* 
stances  surrounding  it.  It  would  be  intol- 
erable if  it  should  become  a  recognized 
principle,  that  British  settlers  landing  on 
unoccupied  ground  in  any  part  of  the 
globe  could  pledge  this  country  to  the 
extension  of  an  Empire  which  was  cer- 
tainly  not   too  small    at    the    present 
moment.    At  the  same  time,  he  aneed 
that  there  might  be  cases  in  which  it 
was    necessary    to    add    to    the    terri- 
tory of  the   Crown.      The  decision  of 
the  Government  in  a  case  like  the  pre- 
sent involved  a  great  deal  of  responsi- 
bility ;  and,  for  liis  own  part,  as  he  had 
seen  the  Papers  only  that  morning,  he 
had  not  been  able  to  come  to  a  definite 
conclusion.     Tliere  were,  however,  one 
or  two  considerations  lying  on  the  sur- 
face to  which  he  might  refer.     It  had 
been  stated  that  when  he  was  Colonial 
Secretary  he  made  a  suggestion  to  the 
Government  of  New  South  Wales  that 
they  should  undertake  the  government 
of  the  Fiji  Islands.    That  was  scarcely 
correct.      What   took    place  was  this. 
Tlie  Australian  Colonies  had  pressed  the 
Government  to  annex  those  Islands,  and 
as  Fiji  contained  a  large  number  of  colo- 
nists fL*om  Australia,  he  intimated  that 
the  Government  would,  in  the  event  of 
a  cession  being  accepted,  consider  any 
application  from  New  South  Wales  for 
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iaking  over  the  adminifitration.     The 
OoTenunent,  however,  declined  the  pro- 
posal of  New  South  Wales,  and  the 
Bug^g^estion  came  to  notliing.   The  union, 
however,  of   British  Columbia  to  Ca- 
nada was  one,  the  working  of  which 
could  not  be  less  difficult  than  some 
similar  arrangement  between  the  Fiji 
Islands  and  New  South  Wales.    Nearly 
all  the  settlers  in  the  Fiji  Islands  had 
gone  £rom  the  Australian  Colonies,  and 
Sie  connection  between  the  two  was  in 
many  respects  very  intimate.    The  im- 
portant question  was  how  to  deal  with 
an  offer  of  cession  which  had  now  been 
repeated,    and    whether    Her    Majesty 
ought  to  be  advised  to  accept  it.     Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  come  to   a 
wise  conclusion  in   not    accepting   the 
cession  on  the  terms  proposed  in  the 
document  laid  before  their  Lordships ; 
but  the  Government  would  not  escape 
from    any   of    the   real  difficulties   by 
merely  insisting  that  the  cession  must 
be  unconditional.      The  land  question 
was  the  real  difficulty.    It  was  impos- 
sible that  we  should  undertake  the  go- 
vernment of  those  Islands  without  some 
distinct  understanding  and  condition  as 
to    that   all-important   question.      The 
people  of  those  Islands  must  likewise 
have   a    clear  knowledge   as    to  their 
future  rights  and  condition.     Whenever 
European  settlers  went  to  a  country  in 
which  there  was  anything  like  a  settled 
mode  of  life,  difficulties  always  arose  as 
to  the  cession  of  land,  and  those  diffi- 
culties frequently  led  to  war.    That  had 
been  the  case  in  New  Zealand  and  else- 
where ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
must  feel  that  if  they  accepted  the  cession 
of  the  Fiji  Islands,  the  rights  as  to  the 
land  must  be  most  carefully  ascertained 
and    guarded.      In  Paragraph  41  the 
Commissioners  pointed  out  this  danger, 
and  said  that  to  interfere  with  ihe  pos- 
session of  land  might  entail  the  prose- 
cution of   a  most    unjust  war.      Tliis 
showed  the  importance  of  handling  the 
question  of  the  land  with  prudence.    A 
Uttle    further    on,    the    Commissioners 
pointed  out  that  the  title  to  land  in  the 
Islands  was  not  fully  vested  in  the  King 
or  the  Chiefs :  it  was  clear  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  land  was  held  in  common, 
that  the  right  to  its  possession  was  of  an 
undefined  character ;  and  even  although 
the  cession  might  be  unconditional,  yet 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  see 
the  necessity  of  reserving  to  itself  the 
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right  of  imposing,  or  agreeing  to,  or 
devising,    some    conditions.      If    they 
meant  mat  the  land  of  the  whole  of  the 
Islands  should  be  handed  over  imcon- 
ditionally,    it    would    almost    certainly 
follow    that    contentions    would    arise 
between  the  Whites  and  the  Natives  as 
to  the  rights  to  the  land,  and  such  a  com- 
mencement of  the  new  settlement  would 
be  anything  but  auspicious.  He  believed 
that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
"White  settlers  had  acquired  large  tracts 
of  land  with  very  defective  titles;   so 
that   we   should  find  ourselves  imme- 
diately involved  in  questions  with  the 
Natives    as    to    their    rights  to    land, 
and  with  the  settlers  as  to  the  lands 
they  already  held.      If  once  the  Fiji 
Islands  were  made  a  Crown  colony,  the 
settlors  who  now  claimed  these  tracts  of 
land  would  find  that  they  had  got  a 
valuable  property,  and  they  would  be 
by  no  means   ready  to  part  with   it. 
With  regard  to  the  general  question  of 
government,  in  the  event  of  annexation, 
it  might  be  indispensable  that  the  Fiji 
Islands  should  be  governed  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Crown  colony.     Ho  wished, 
however,  to  point  out  that  to  create  a 
pure  and  simple  Crown  colony,  in  the 
words  of  the  noble  Earl,  of  a  **  severe 
type,"  would  be  to  do   that  which  in 
modem  times  had  never  been  proposed. 
Tlio  tendency  of  late  years  had  been  in 
tlie  contraiy  direction.      No   doubt  in 
Jamaica  it  had  been  necessary  to  recall 
rights  already  given ;  but  they  all  knew 
that  in  Jamaica  there  was  not  an  in- 
creasing Wliitu  population.    They  would 
have  to  deal  with  an  active — ho  would 
not  say  a  turbulent — but,  certainly,  with 
an    adventurous    population,    gathered 
from    all    the  neighbouring    countries. 
Many  of  those  settlers  came  from  colo- 
nies which  had  been  long  under  a  demo- 
cratic foi-m  of  government.     They  would 
be  re-inforced  by  further  arrivals  from 
Victoria  and  New  South  Wales ;  com- 
plaints by  the  White  settlers  would  be 
sure  to  be  mooted  at  Melbourne  and 
Victoria,  and  by  these  means  constant 
embarrassment  would  be  created  in  the 
government  of  the  Island.     These  cir- 
cumstances would  render  it  extremely 
difficult  to  administer  the  Government 
as  a  Crown  colony.    Crown  colony  meant 
a  colony  of  which  all  the  governing  offi- 
cials were  appointed  by  the  Crown,  and 
in  which  the  people  had  no  voice  in  the 
management  of  their  own  affairs.     It 
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would  be  what  was  known  as  a  '*  Down- 
ing Street  Government,"  set  up  in  a 
country  tlie  settlers  in  which  had  not 
always  been  easy  to  satisfy  even  with  their 
own  democratic  form  of  government. 
The  Government  would  have  to  dis- 
charp^e  the  most  difficult  and  important 
of  all  tasks — to  maintain  equal  and  im- 
partial government  between  a  large  body 
of  Natives  and  a  small  but  constantly 
increasing  body  of  White  settlers,  and 
when  the  Government,  as  they  would  be 
very  likely  to  do,  leaned  to  measures  in 
favour  of  the  Natives,  those  measures 
would  be  sure  to  be  extremely  distasteful 
to  the  Whites.  A  responsible  Govern- 
ment would  also,  no  doubt,  be  open  to 
sorious  objections  in  the  first  stage  of  the 
colony.  But  there  was  a  middle  way — a 
kind  of  intermediate  Government,  such 
as  there  was  at  Natal.  If  his  noble 
Friend,  however,  looked  at  Natal,  he 
would  see  how  extremely  difficult  it  was 
to  govern  a  colony  like  this  upon  that 
principle ;  and  though  they  might,  after 
a  time,  give  a  sort  of  representative  in- 
stitutions, the  experience  which  they 
had  had  upon  the  subject  was  by  no 
means  encouraging.  It  might  be  said 
that  it  was  easy  to  raise  difficulties ;  but 
this  was  the  time  for  raising  difficulties, 
and  some  of  those  difficulties  certainly 
were  present  to  his  own  mind  when  he 
drew  up  the  Instructions  to  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  and  those  Instructions  showed 
that  the  Government  did  not  undervalue 
the  difficulties  in  their  way.  If  this 
cession  wore  acco2)ted  he  hoped  there 
would  be  conditions,  which  should  be 
drawn  up  in  tlie  most  careful  and  ex- 
plicit manner.  He  lioped  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  that  the  conditions,  pro- 
viding for  what  they  considered  nght, 
wore  plain  and  simple ;  for  this  was  a 
matter  in  which,  when  steps  were  once 
taken  in  which  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
and  the  character  of  the  countrj'  were  en- 
jj^aged,  there  could  be  no  step  backwards. 
Ho  was,  therefore,  glad  the  Government 
had  taken  the  2)rudont  course  of  employ- 
ing that  very  distinguished  officer.  Sir 
Hercules  Eobinson  to  make  the  neces- 
sary inquiries  as  to  the  state  of  feeling 
in  the  Islands.  And  he  hoped  they 
would  leave  him  so  far  unfettered  by  his 
instructions  that  if  he  could  not  rejjort 
that  the  arrangement  might  be  well 
carried  into  effect,  the  Government  would 
not  feel  themselves  obliged  to  accept  the 
cession. 

77te  Earl  of  Kimherhy 


The  Eabl  of  OAENARVON  said,  it 
was  very  advantageous  that  a  difficult 
question  like  this  should  be  subjected  to 
fair  and  impartial  criticism ;  and  cer- 
tainly there  was  no  one  more  fitted, 
from  his  personal  character  and  politi- 
cal experience,  to  do  this  than  his  noUe 
Friend  the  late  Foreign  Secretary.  For 
his  own  part,  he  must  say  that  the  in- 
stitution of  a  Crown  Colony  was  the 
only  way  of  dealing  with  the  difficulties 
that  existed.  Upon  the  whole,  however, 
he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  those 
difficulties  were  less  than  supposed.  He 
admitted  that  it  would  be  a  very  hard 
and  difficult  task  to  hold  the  balance 
equally  between  the  small  body  of  White 
settlers  and  a  large  body  of  Natives,  but 
for  that  very  reason  he  thought  a  Crown 
Colony  was  the  only  form  of  Goyemment 
under  which  justice  could  be  done,  end 
the  interests  of  both  parties  consulted. 
As  regarded  the  cession  itself,  he  could 
only  repeat  that  the  position  was  this— 
that  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
accept  it  if  it  were  imtrammelled  by 
conditions  which  they  considered  objec- 
tionable. At  the  present  moment,  how- 
ever, he  might  say  that  there  was  no 
cession  at  all.  The  inhabitants  of  Fiji 
would  have  full  notice,  with  full  oppor- 
tunity of  reconsidering  their  position, 
and  putting  the  offer  in  such  a  u>nnthat 
the  Government  might  accept  it ;  hnt 
until  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  had  dis- 
charged liis  mission,  certainly  he  was 
not  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  cessioa 
had  been  accepted. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  thought  it  very 
important  that  the  Government  should 
not  be  in  any  hurry  in  tliis  matter, 
which  was  one  the  country  had  not  yet 
had  time  to  consider.  Their  Lordships 
had  not  yet  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  Eeport  which  had  just  been 
placed  in  their  hands — they  had,  indeed, 
as  yet  only  heard  what  was  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  annexation.  It  was  a  very 
great  responsibility  to  be  under,  and 
whether  the  step  were  right  or  wrong, 
it  certainly  would  have  been  better  that 
some  public  discussion  should  have 
taken  place  before  the  Government 
formed  any  final  determination  on  the 
matter.  Ho  did  not  even  now  quite 
understand  the  state  of  matters.  Was 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  empowered  to 
carry  out  finally  and  formally  an  uncon- 
ditional cession?  Because  if  that  was 
the  case,   surely  more  time  ought   to 
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hare  been  giyen  fbr  consideration,  espe- 
eially  as  their  Lordsliips  had  only  had 
the  Fapera  in  their  hands  a  few  honrs. 
It  was  impossible  to  have  listened  to  this 
hasty  conversation,  and  to  have  heard 
what  had  been  advanced  pro  and  eon 
without  feeling  that  there  was  much  to 
weigh  and  consider.  He  repeated  he 
thought  this  a  matter  for  mature  and 
very  grave  consideration.  He  feared 
thej  were  taking  something  like ''  a  leap 
in  the  dark"  at  a  very  long  distance 
indeed ;  and  the  Government  should  not 
act  hastily,  but  give  more  time  for  con- 
flideiration. 

CONTAGIOrS   DISEASES   (ANIMALS). 

QUESTION. 

Lord  EMLY  asked  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent, Whether  it   is  intended  to  carry 
out  in  Ireland  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the   Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneu- 
monia?    There  was  ^*eat  need  for  ac- 
tion in  this  matter.     Out  of  97  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  which  had  occurred 
in  Noztblk,  33  were  cases  which  had 
ooonrred  within  the  last  two  months,  and 
many  of  them  came  from  Ireland.  Many 
districts  of  Ireland  depended  as  much  on 
cattle  as  Manchester  did  on  cotton,  and 
any  outbreak  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
that  country  would  reduce  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  to  great  loss  and 
misery.    The  Committee  of  last  year — 
a  most  competent  Committee — recom- 
mended unanimously  that  the  law  as  to 
compensation  should  be  changed  where 
beasts  were  slaughtered  on  account  of 
plearo-pneumonia,   and    he  wished    to 
imow    whether  the  Grovemment    were 
prepared  to  take  steps  to  carry  out  that 
Teoommendation.    It  was  absolutely  ne- 
oessanr    that    sufficient    compensation 
thowlfl  be  g^ven,  because  it  would  be 
impossible  to  detect  the  presence  of  the 
disease  unless  it  was  made  the  interest 
cf  the  persons  whose  cattle  were  affected 
to  give  information  at  the  earliest  stage. 
In  the  next  place,  the  Committee  recom- 
mcnded  that  the  slaughtering  of  the 
dianannd  cattle  should  be  compulsory, 
md  that  isolation  should  be  strictly  en- 
faieed.     The  recommendations  of  the 
Qovemment  had  been  carried   out  in 
Enffhnd  and  Scotland,  but  not  in  Ire- 
laal ;  and  the  reason  given  for  not  car- 
ijiBg  flum  oat  in  Ireland  was  that  the 


compensation    for    slaughtered    cattle 
would  have  to   come  from  a  different 
source  from  what  it  did  in  England — 
namely,  a  national  rate;   because  the 
law  would  have  to  be  enforced  by  an 
officer  of  the  central  Government,  where- 
as in  England  it  was  enforced  by  the 
county    police,    and    the    compensation 
came  out  of  the  county  rate.     In  Ireland 
he  thought  the  security  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  law  was  probably  greater 
than  in  England,  because  the  Irish  con- 
stabulary were  distributed  all  over  the 
country,  and  were  directed  by  the  central 
Government,  to  whom  any  neglect  of  duty 
would  be  at  once  reported.     He  hoped 
the  noble  Duke  opposite  would  be  able 
to  inform   them    that   the    regulations 
now  in  force  in  England  and  Scotland 
would  be  applied  to  Ireland,  and  that 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee,  founded  on  the  evi- 
dence of  all  the  witnesses,  the  compen- 
sation to  be  given  should  be  increased 
to  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  the  loss 
to  the  person  whose  cattle  were  slaugh- 
tered.    His  experience  justified  him  in 
saying  that  there  was  an  unanimous 
feeling  in  favour  of  these  steps  being 
taken  to  check  the  spread  of  so  serious 
an  evil  as  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Ireland. 
The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  said,  he 
was  very  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  g^ve 
the  noble  Lord  so  satisfactory  an  an- 
swer as  he  desired  to  receive.     He  ad- 
mitted the  very  great  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  the  necessity  of  taking  any 
practicable  steps  to  check  the  spread  of 
pleuro-pneumonia,  but  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  that  its  ravages  were  so  great 
in  Ireland  as  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  indicated.     [Lord   Emly  did  not 
say  it  existed  now.]    Well,  but  its  ex- 
istence would  be  the  natural  groimd  for 
asking  that   stringent  measures  should 
be  adopted ;  and  if  the  ravages  in  Ire- 
land were  not  equal  to  the  ravages  in 
Great  Britain,  where  was  the  basis  of 
demand  for  equal  treatment  ?    The  fact 
was  that  pleuro-pneumonia  did  not  at 
the  present  moment  exist  to  any  great 
extent    in   Ireland,    and  therefore  the 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  carry 
out     the    same     stringent    regulations 
which  were  in   force  in  England  and 
Scotland.     In  reference   to    what    had 
been  said  about  33  cases  in   Norfolk 
having  come  from  Ireland,  he  was  in- 
formed by  the    authorities    in    Ireland 
that  animals  were  branded  before  they 
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left  that  country,  so  that  if  thej  were 
found  to  be  affected  with  disease,  the 
farm  fix)m  which  they  had  come  would 
be  known  at  once  from  the  brand ;  and 
very  few  animals  had  been  reported  as 
developing   the    disease    affcer    leaving 
Ireland.     In  the  month  of  June,  in  Ire- 
land,   there  were    outbreaks   upon    98 
farms,  and  in  the  same  month,  in  Eng- 
land, upon  313  farms;  there  were  114 
animals   attacked  in  Ireland,  and  801 
in  England;  and  the  cattle  population 
of  Ireland  was  4,486,453  ;  while  that  of 
England    was    5,564,549.     In    Ireland 
two  animals  out  of  1,000,000  were  at- 
tacked, and  in  Great  Britain  10  out  of 
1,000,000;  so  that  the  excess  in  Great 
Britain  was  something  like  5  to  1.     The 
Irish  Government,  therefore,  were  not 
under  those  circumstances,  prepared  to 
adopt  stringent  measures.     For  himself, 
he  believed  the  different  position  of  Ire- 
land in  regard  to  its  police  was  a  diffi- 
culty rather  than  assistance  in  assimi- 
lating the  practice  of  the  two  countries. 
The  police  were  the  last  men  to  be  en- 
trusted with  the  duties  of  inspection,  and 
there  would  be  a  difficulty  in  finding 
properly  qualified  veterinary  Inspectors. 
A  fanner  would  bo  tempted  to  report 
that  an  animal,  not  the  most  valuable 
on  his  farm,  was  attacked  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia, for  the  purpose  of  getting  it 
destroyed  and  recei^'ing  compensation; 
and  as  it  would  come  out  of  a  national 
rate  there  would  be  nobody  in  the  im- 
mediate locality  interested  in  seeing  that 
the  case  was  a  hond  fid^  one  and  that 
the  country  was  not  imposed  upon.     No 
doubt,  if  the  ravages  of  ])leuro-pneu- 
monia  were  to  increase  in  Ireland,  the 
Government  would  do  something  more ; 
and  they  had  their  attention  fully  fixed 
upon  the   sul>j«Mt.     A  Bill  had  passed 
both  Houses  (enabling  money  to  be  raised 
for  thepurposeof  compensating  owner.^  of 
cattle  compulsorily  slaughtered,  but  until 
the  disease  assumed  larger  proportions 
than  it  had  at  present  attained,  he  did 
not   think   that   the  Irisli   Government 
were  prepared  to  undertake  compulsory 
slaughter. 

Tjie  Earl  of  KTI^IBEELEY  differed 
from  the  noble  Duke.  He  thought  tlie 
facts  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Emlj'),  alforded  the  strongest  reasons  for 
immediate  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Government.  The  vt^y  time  to 
extirpate  disease  was  when  the  cases 
were  few,  by  waiting  they  only  increased 

Tlie  Bnh  of  Richmond 


the  final  difficulty  ten-fold.  When  he 
was  in  Ireland,  as  Lord  lieutenant,  the 
Cattle  Plague  was  raging  in  England, 
and  it  was  upon  his  advice  that  compen- 
sation to  be  paid  to  Irish  farmers  was  to 
be  made  out  of  the  general  Ainds ;  but 
he  agreed  that  as  regarded  lossei 
from  pleuro-pneumonia,  compensation 
should  be  provided  by  the  baronies  snd 
districts  in  Ireland.  He  hoped  that  the 
Government  in  Ireland  would  give  their 
serious  attention  to  this  subject.  Thej 
should  not  be  deterred  by  tihe  fact  that 
there  were  no  veterinary  surgeons,  be- 
cause they  would  appear  if  they  weie 
well  paid  for  their  services.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  same  laws  in  this  respect 
should  be  applied  to  England,  Irelsnd. 
and  Scotland,  for  he  regarded  the  present 
state  of  things  as  one  of  national  con- 
cern. 

INTOXICATIXa  LIQUORS  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Steward.) 

(no.  176.)      THIRD  READUrO. 

Bill  read  3'  (according  to  Order)  with 

the  Amendments. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  rose  to  more 
an  Amendment,  that  the  time  for  closing 
public-houses  on  Sunday  nights  in  the 
Metropolis  be  altered  from  11  to  10. 
lie  regretted  that  he  should  have  been 

Ereveuted  by  circumstances  over  which 
e  had  no  control  from  moving  tliat 
Amendment  at  an  earlier  sta^  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  unable  to  understand  why 
in  this  matter  the  Metropolis  should  be 
dealt  with  in  a  manner  different  from 
that  which  was  thought  best  for  all 
other  places  throughout  the  countiyi 
]iowev<T  populous  they  might  be.  Was 
there  any  necessity  for  public-houses  to 
be  open  imtil  1 1  o'clock  in  the  Metro- 
polis, wlien  10  o'clock  was  sufficient  for 
tlie  wants  of  tlie  people  elsewhere  ?  He 
could  not  sef j'  why  tliere  should  be  any 
difference,  or  that  there  were  any  cir- 
cumstances to  justify  such  a  course.  Hie 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp)  had  said 
that  a  large  number  of  persons  generally 
went  into  the  country  on  Sunday,  and 
that  they  requirod  rijfreshments  on  thmr 
return  to  the  ^Feti-opolis.  That  mig^t 
be  quite  true;  but  he  was  not  aware 
that  these  persons  were  in  the  habit  of 
making  excursions  to  places  where  re- 
freshments were  not  to  be  had,  and  he 
knew  that  on  their  return  to  Liondon 
they  did  not  always  present  the  appear- 
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ance  either  of  persons  requiring  refresh- 
ments or  of  bond  fide  travellors.  There 
were,  no  doubt,  numerous  excursionists 
on  Sunday ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that 
the  proportion  of  excursionists  from 
London  on  that  day  was  much  less  than 
that  from  many  of  the  large  towns  and 
other  populous  places  throughout  the 
country — amongst  which  he  might  men- 
tion Birmingham,  Leeds,  Manchester, 
and  Sheffield.     Again,  it  was  said  that 

Sersons  attending  Divine  Worship  on 
unday  evenings  sometimes  required  re- 
freshments afterwards,  and  that,  there- 
fore, public-houses  must  be  kept  open 
for  their  accommodation.  That  position, 
he  thought,  was  not  meant  to  be  serious: 
the  services  of  the  churches  and  chapels 
of  London  were  generally  over  at  8.30 ; 
and  he  was  not  aware  why  public- 
houses  should  be  kept  open  to  11 
o'clock.  Ho  thought  that  10  o'clock 
would  be  a  sufficiently  late  hour.  The 
noble  Duke  had  used  strong  arguments 
in  favour  of  keeping  the  houses  open  to 
11 ;  but  there  were  very  strong  argu- 
ments against  it.  With  regard  to  the 
wants  of  the  labouring  classes,  his 
opinion  was  that  they  were  not  different 
from  those  of  the  same  class  in  the  large 
towns  ;  and  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
people  of  London  required  to  have  the 
public-houses  kept  open  later  than  those 
of  other  large  populous  places.  With 
respect  to  Petitions,  a  very  large  num- 
ber, most  numerously  signed,  had  been 
presented  in  favour  of  closing  the  public- 
houses  uniformly  at  10  o'clock,  and  pray- 
ing, not  only  for  a  limitation  of  time,  but 
for  restriction  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  on  Sundays.  He  asked  their 
Lordships  to  consider  the  position  and 
case  of  tlie  servants  engaged  in  the 
trade.  His  right  rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough)  said  in  the  debate  the 
other  night  tiiat  the  word  *'licenco" 
implied  restriction;  but  in  the  publican's 
case  there  were  two  species  of  restriction 
—the  one,  that  he  must  keep  his  house 
open  to  a  certain  hour,  and  the  other, 
that  he  must  not  close  it  before  that 
hour.  Under  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment the  publican  closing  at  12.30  and 
opening  at  5  o'clock  in  the  morning 
would  have  only  4}^  hours  for  rest ;  and 
the  flame  would  be  the  case  in  respect  to 
the  barmaids  and  other  persons  in  his 
employment.  To  the  publican,  Sunday 
was  no  day  of  rest.  He  certainly  had 
hours  of  rest  on  that  day,  but  they 


were  very  limited,  and  here  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  take  from  him  another  hour. 
He  was  not  entirely  speaking  from  ima- 
gination on  this  point,  inasmuch  as  he 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  missionary 
who  laboured  chiefly  among  the  publi- 
cans, and  that  gentleman  informed  him 
that  it  was  the  general  desire  to  shut 
their  shops  on  the  Lord's  Day,  and  that 
where  they  could  not  do  that  they  were 
of  opinion  that  by  keeping  open  from  1  to 
2.30  P.M.,  and  from  8  to  10  in  the  even- 
ing, they  would  be  able  to  satisfy  the  legiti- 
mate wants  of  the  public.  There  were, 
it  was  calculated,  50,000  persons  in  the 
Metropolis  employed  directly  and  indi- 
rectly in  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
Those  persons  all  through  the  week 
worked  on  an  average  1 9  hours  a-day, 
and  they  had  only  some  seven  hours'  rest 
on  Sunday.  He  hoped,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, their  Lordships  would  make 
the  small  concession  of  substituting  10 
o'clock  for  11  o'clock  as  the  hour  of 
closing  on  Sunday  evenings.  It  would 
remove  a  great  deal  of  imnecossary  temp- 
tation, and  give  a  wholesome  rest  to  an 
overworked  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects. 

An  Amendment  moved  in  Clause  3, 
p.  1,  line  25,  to  leave  out  (** Eleven") 
and  insert  ( ' '  ten  " ) .    ( The  Lord  Bishop  of 
London,) 

KvBL  BEAUCHAMP  regretted  that 
he  could  not  accede  to  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late's appeal.  It  was  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  difference  made  be- 
tween Sunday  and  the  week-days  in  re- 
spect to  the  hours  of  closing,  and  the 
Legislature  fully  recognized  the  right  of 
the  publican  to  rest  and  relaxation.  He 
did  not  deny  that  if  they  were  dealing 
with  an  ideal  state  of  things  the  Amend- 
ment might  be  accepted ;  but  they  had 
to  deal  with  hard  facts,  and  the  ex- 
perience they  had  had  of  the  riots  in 
Hyde  Park,  when  Parliament  closed  the 
houses  at  10  o'clock  on  Sunday  nights, 
was  a  warning  to  them  not  to  impose 
undue  restrictions  on  the  habits  of  the 
people.  In  1868  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  fully  inquired 
into  the  subject,  and  took  a  vast  quan- 
tity of  evidence  in  reply  to  8,808  Ques- 
tions, and  the  Committee,  withoutnaming 
any  hours,  reported  that  all  such  legisla- 
tion had  a  tendency  to  create  discontent 
and  to  lead  to  evasion.  The  present 
measure  was  framed  with  a  full  know- 
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ledge  of  the  opinions  that  had  been  es- 
pressed  for  and  apainst  its  provisiona, 
and,  aa  their  Lordaliips  knew,  the  habit 
and  manners  of  the  people  of  London 
were  much  later  than  those  of  the  in- 
habitants of  otliet  places.  Because  one 
or  two  Sunday  excursionists  might,  on 
arriyal  in  the  Metropolia,  exhibit  signs 
of  inebriety,  that  was  no  reason  to  eup- 
poae  that  all  the  others  had  largely 
availed  themselves  of  the  opportunities 
of  refreshment  presented  to  them  aa 
land  fide  travellers  while  in  the  country. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  maintain  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Amendment  negalitei. 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  patted,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 

Honae  adjoumcd  at  «  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  to  Slonday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Fits  o'clock- 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  nihJuly,  1874. 
The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


SUKL'TES.]— New  Writ  I»»iii 
r.  John  iCdward  Doringtoil 
Elcilion. 
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iluwril  Siihiiols  A  l^  VuiondnKnt  [Snlarics]  '  ; 
i^upnniF!  Court  f  Iiihcaluro  Act  (1873) 
Ammilmrnt  [<.  nmjliJalcd  tundl";  Royal 
(lati>  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps  [Compcnsa- 
lion]  •. 
JUiioluliiiH  [iluly  ]  npuried — Lnnd  Titles  and 
Trannfw  [Siitarioii,  ic.]  *. 

Ordend^Fint  Uraiiuq — Privadi  Lunatic  Asv. 
Ium»(Tn>lnna)"L23'i]- 

Tint  lii-niliHp  Rli'nu'nl.iry  Kilucation  Provi. 
rinnal  OdIlt  Cimlirmalion  *  [21 1]. 

Serand  fiinrf.Hj  -I-imil  (invfmment  Uoonl  (Ire- 
land) I'K.vutional  Or.liT  Coofirmation*  [207J: 
Foyln  (.■iillp(j'' *  [^f8]:  local  (JoTcrnment 
Board's  I'nn-i'-iunal  Orders  ConErmiition 
(No.  fi)  •  [aO'J]. 

Rfport  t-f  Selirl  Cimmiltrf — Men-hunt  Sliii« 
(SIcasurcment  of  TonnaRo)  '  [Ko.  309]. 

CoBi  mi  (to— Public    Worship   Regulation   [176^ 

Commillte — Scporl — lloun<laric8  of  Arthdeacon- 
rieaandBaml  Deanorii's*  [H3-2I21. 

Report — llpn-linnt  Shipn  (Miimviri-nient  of  Ton- 
ni»Ke)*[Ha-3i:(]. 

Considered  fl«   nHnw/crf— Shannon   Xiivigation* 
[18B] ;  I^gal  I'rai.'titiooors  "  [24]. 
£arl  Beanchamp 


POST  OFFICE— DOLGELLY   POSTAL 
DI8T1UCT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  K0LI.^ND  asked  the  Pori- 
master  General,  Whether  any  stnt 
have  been  taken  towards  facdlitatmgtnt 
transmission  and  delivery  of  lett^  in 
the  Dolgelly  Postal  IHstrict? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  re^y, 
said,  he  was  now  in  communicatioQ  witk 
the  authorities  of  the  Qreat  WestoD 
Bailway  on  the  subject,  and  could  not 
yet  give  a  definite  answer  to  the  Qmi- 
tion. 


EGYPT-OUTEAGE   ON 

SUBJECTS.- QUESTION. 
Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  aaked  Ac 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  FonigB 
Affairs,  Whether  bis  attention  haa  baaiL 
called  to  the  attempt  to  murder  an  Eng- 
lish gentleman  named  Clarke,  one  of  tu 
officials  of  the  Telegraph  Companj'  in 
Egypt,  and  a  Mr.  Charles  Edwud 
Hamilton,  another  English  gentleman 
who  happened  to  he  passing  the  plan 
where  the  attack  was  made  upon  Mr. 
Clarke,  and  who,  attracted  by  his  crin 
and  the  sound  of  blows,  went  to  hla  tt- 
sistance ;  whether,  if  his  attention  ku 
been  called  to  tho  circumstance,  he  (am 
state  whether  it  is  true  that  these  two 
gentlemen  were  beaten  with  a  Narbote 
and  with  sticks  for  two  or  three  honn, 
and  then  were  dragged  by  ropes  the 
distance  of  a  mile  to  the  nearest  tree, 
with  the  view  of  being  hanged,  but  that 
the  Tope  breaking  they  wore  draegedoB 
to  the  village  of  Sherwida;  whether  it  ii 
true  that  tho  band  of  Arabs  committing 
this  outrage  was  headed  by  Osman 
Ahassa,  the  first  cousin  of  the  Ticeroj 
of  Ii^vpt,  son  of  a  Minister  of  Finano^ 
and  Governor  of  the  Land  of  Ooahen, 
one  of  tho  richest  provinces  in  Egypt ; 
whether  he  has  heard  that  upon  reach- 
ing the  village,  Osman  Abasea  set  the 
whole  population  upon  these  two  gentle- 
men, who,  bound  and  almost  insenaibla 
from  blows,  were  exposed  to  every  oon- 
ceivable  outrage  until  the  arrival  of 
Greek  and  French  armed   ftaaiatancej 
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whether  it  is  true  that  upon  these  gentle- 
men being  conveyed  by  these  armed 
rescuers  to  the  town  of  Zagazig,  the 
telegraph  messages  sent  on  25  th  No- 
vember, 1873,  to  General  Stanton,  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  General  in  Egypt  at 
Cairo,  a  distance  of  only  two  hours  by 
rail,  remained  unreplied  to  for  throe 
days,  and  that  no  messenger  or  visitor 
ever  came  ^m  the  Consmate  at  Cairo 
during  the  whole  time  (over  three 
months)  that  Mr.  Hamilton  lay  in  an 
abnost  hopeless  condition  at  Zagazig; 
and,  whether  any  money  compensation 
has  been  raised  in  the  locality  in  which 
the  outrage  took  place ;  and,  if  so,  how 
much,  and  to  whom  has  it  been  pcdd  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  been  called  to  this  case,  the 
facts  of  which  are  not,  however,  cor- 
rectly represented  in  the  Question.  As 
the  transaction  in  question  is  of  some 
importance,  I  have  had  a  statement  re- 
lating to  it  drawn  up,  which  I  will  read 
to  the  House.  Mr.  Clarke  and  Mr. 
Hamilton,  who  were  staying  with  him, 
were  out  shooting  together  near  Sher- 
wida,  when  the  former  fired  at  a  squirrel 
in  some  maize.  The  shot  wounded  a 
g^rl,  and  some  Arabs  came  up  and  mal- 
treated them.  They  were  taken  to  the 
village  and  there  released.  The  attack 
was  made  by  the  peasantry,  not  by 
any  relative  of  the  Khedive.  General 
Stanton,  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Con- 
sul General,  received  a  telegram  the 
same  evening  at  midnight  stating  what 
had  occurred,  and  at  7.30  next  morning 
teleg^phed  to  the  Acting  Consul  at 
Cairo  to  attend  to  the  matter.  He  re- 
ported that  the  local  authorities  were  in- 
quiring into  the  case  and  three  of  the 
offenders  had  been  arrested.  M.  Felice, 
the  Acting  British  Vice  Consul  at 
2iagazig,  being  engaged  in  watching  the 
proceemngs.  No  time  was,  therefore, 
lost  by  the  British  Consular  authorities 
in  seeing  that  justice  was  done.  Subse- 
quently, the  offenders  were  tried.  One 
waa  condemned  to  eight  months'  hard 
labour,  two  others  to  six  months'  hard 
labour,  another  to  three  months'  im- 
prisonment, another  to  two  months'  im- 
prisonment, and  the  guards  of  the  vil- 
lage to  one  month's  imprisonment.  No 
fine  was  imposed  on  the  locality.  Mr. 
Hamilton  had  expressed  himself  satis- 
fied with  the  sentences,  except  with  that 
of  the  chief  offender,  and,  under  the 


circumstances.  Lord  Derby  informed 
him,  on  the  23rd  of  May  last,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  give  their 
support  to  a  claim  which  he  has  advanced 
against  the  Egyptian  Government  for 
compensation. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— AGRICUL- 
TURAL CHILDREN  ACT. 
QrESTION. 

Mb.  pell  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  with  reference  to  the 
eleventh  Clause  of  the  Agricultural 
Children  Act,  enabling  children  to  go  to 
work.  Whether  such  timely  instructions 
will  be  given  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspec- 
tors of  Schools  as  will  ensure  the  ob- 
taining from  them  or  from  persons  de- 
puted by  them,  before  the  close  of  this 
year,  the  requisite  certificates,  without 
which  children  who  have  previously 
reached  the  fourth  standard  of  educa- 
tion may,  on  and  after  January  1st  1875, 
be  prevented  taking  employment  in 
agriculture ;  further,  in  the  case  of  out- 
door pauper  children,  whether  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  will  state  if  any 
and  what  arrangements  have  been  made 
for  the  examination  of  such  children,  so 
that  where  a  child  shall  have  reached 
the  requisite  standard  of  education,  he 
and  those  concerned  may  be  enabled  to 
take  advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the 
third  Clause  of  the  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Act,  1873;  and  whether,  in  cases 
where  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Schools  decline  to  give  to  managers  of 
voluntary  schools  on  application  the 
names  of  those  children  who  have 
reached  the  different  standards,  although 
such  information  is  given  by  the  Inspec- 
tors in  the  case  of  Board  schools,  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  would 
direct  such  information  to  be  ^iven 
when  needed  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Agricultural  Children  Act  and  the  Ele- 
ment6«y  Education  Act,  1873  ? 

Viscount  SANDON  :  Sir,  the  Educa- 
tion Department  will  furnish  to  the  ma- 
nagers of  any  school  who  forward  a  list 
of  children  on  whose  account  certificates 
are  required  under  the  11th  section  of 
the  Agricultural  Children  Act,  a  state- 
ment of  the  results  of  the  examination 
of  such  children  in  the  Fourth  and  higher 
Standards.  The  Department  examines 
only  those  children  who  attend  public 
elementary  schools  in  receipt  of  annual 
grants.    In  districts  under  school  boards 
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arrangemonts  have  beon  made  for  grant- 
ing certiiicates  on  bchcdf  of  all  children 
who  pass  the  examination  prescribed, 
for  either  total  or  partial  exemption 
from  school  attendance.  These  Stand- 
ards are  fixed  by  the  bye-laws  of  each 
school  board,  and  being  generally  either 
the  Third  or  some  higher  Standard,  the 
certificates  in  question,  which  are  granted 
to  children  either  in  Board  schools  or 
voluntary  schools,  will  be  available  under 
the  3rd  section  of  the  Act  of  1873.  In 
other  districts  the  Department  have  sug- 
gested to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
with  whom  the  administration  of  this 
section  rests,  that  the  guardians  should 
accept  a  certificate  of  a  child's  having 
reached  the  Third  Standard  of  the  Code 
from — (1),  any  teacher  of  a  school 
under  tlio  management  of  the  Guardians 
who  holds  a  certificate  of  efficiency  or 
competency  from  the  Local  Government 
Board;  or  (2),  from  any  certificated 
teacher  of  a  public  elementary  school  in 
the  Union  under  the  inspection  of  the 
Education  Department.  The  managers 
of  any  school  may,  on  payment  of  a  fee 
of  2«.  M,y  obtain  a  copy  of  the  examina- 
tion schedule,  showing  the  results  of  the 
examination  of  every  child  in  their 
school.  It  is  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Inspectors  whether  they  will  furnish 
to  the  school  managers  a  list  of  the  chil- 
dren who  readied  the  different  Standards 
proscribed  by  the  Code ;  but  tlie  Depart- 
ment would  view  with  groat  displeasure 
tlio  proceedings  of  any  Inspector  who 
gave  information  to  one  class  of  schools 
which  he  withheld  from  another  class. 

AUMY— ROYAL    (LATK    INDLVN)    ORD- 
NANCE COUPS  [COMrENSATION]. 

QUESTION. 

CoLoxEL  JERVIS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  noble  Lord  will  lay  a  Copy  of  the 
General  Order  of  tlie  India  Office  of 
August  loth,  1872,  referred  to  by  him 
on  tlie  1 5th  instant,  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  as  well  as  a  Return  of  Majors 
of  the  Artillery  of  the  late  East  India 
Company's  Service  who  have  retired 
since  July  5th,  1872,  stating  the  amount 
of  full  pay,  if  any,  granted  on  such  re- 
tirement ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  no  objection  to  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
the  Papers  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member. 

Viscount  Sandon 


ARMY— RETIREMENT   OF    INDIAN 
OFFICERS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  JERYIS  asked  the  Seczetaiy 
of  State  for  Wm,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Majors  of  the  Royal  Artillery,  noir 
on  service  in  India  in  command  of  bat- 
teries, do  not  receive  the  pay  of  their 
rank ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  subject 
has  ever  been  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  by  the 
War  Department  ? 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  the  fact  that  Home  Officers 
of  the  rank  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  did  not  receive  the  pay 
of  their  rank.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  was,  he  might  add,  aware  of 
the  circumstances  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  had  been  so 
since.  In  consequence,  however,  of  the 
short  Notice  he  had  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  Question,  he  had 
not  been  able  to  communicate  with  hii 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Indian 
Department,  to  ascertain  from  him  what 
was  the  state  of  things  at  the  present 
moment. 


PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULiVTION  BILL- 

[Zo;yfj»]— [Bill  176.]— COMMITTEE. 

(Jfr.  Unaaell  Gurnvy.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  LOWE,  in  rising  to  move — 

**  That  it  bi;  an  Inatrudion  to  tlio  Cumnuttet: 
that  they  havo  power  to  make  provision  for  cx- 
t-ndinp  the  sjiid  Bill  to  all  offoncos  hy  dorks  in 
Holy  C)itlei-8  af^ainet  thii  Law  l^cclomastical, and 
to  repeal  the  Act  3  and  4  Victoria,  cap.  8,  for 
better  enforcing  Church  Discipline,'* 

said,  that  he  wished  to  state  briefly  the 
reasons  why  he  thought  it  would  be  wise 
that  the  House  should  adopt  his  Motion. 
The  object  was  to  provide  for  bringing 
under  the  procedure  contemplated  by  the 
Bill,  the  whole,  instead  of  a  part  only, 
of  the  law  ecclesiastical.  There  would, 
no  doubt,  be  considerable  difference  of 
opinion  manifested  in  the  course  of  the 
debates  on  the  Bill,  but  lie  thought  they 
were  all  agreed  in  thinking  that  the 
procedure  under  the  Church  Discipline 
Act  (3  &  4  VicL  c.  86)  was  the  very 
worst  possible,  and  that  the  procedure 
contemplated  by  the  present  Bill  was  a 
most  immense  improvement  upon  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Heooider 
had  argued  in  favour  of  the  measure,  on 
the  ground  of  the  great  superiority  of 
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the  proceduro  it  proposed;  and  those 
who  objected  to  the  Bill  had  done  so  on 
the  same  ground,  maintaining  that  the 
procedure  would  give  undue  facilities  for 
the  enforcement  of  the  present  law,  and 
would,  consequently,  have  the  effect  of 
interfering  improj)erly  with  individual 
liberty.  All,  however,  were  agreed  that 
the  procedure  in  the  Act  was  about  as 
bad  as  it  could  be,  and  that  the  procedure 
under  the  Bill  was  about  as  good  as  it 
could  be.  An  examination  of  the  Church 
Discipline  Act  justified  that  conclusion. 
Under  the  Act  3  &  4  Vict,  c.  86,  the 
Bishop,  in  the  first  place,  was  made  a 
Bort  of  grand  juror,  empowered  to  decide 
whether  a  prosecution  should  be  held  or 
not.  That  was  a  reasonable  and  just 
provision,  because  it  was  necessary  that 
some  one  should  bo  entrusted  with  the 
power  of  stopping  proceedings  on  matters 
of  detail  which  need  not  be  discussed  in 
Court  at  all.  So  far  the  procedure  was 
right ;  but  from  that  point  there  was  not 
a  single  step  which  was  not  a  gross  and 
obvious  error.  The  Bishop  having,  as  a 
sort  of  grand  juror,  conmiitted  himself, 
as  against  the  accused,  to  an  opinion  of 
the  case,  was,  as  prosecutor,  immediately 
made  a  party  to  the  suit.  He  got  secu- 
rity for  costs,  while  the  same  advantage 
was  denied  to  the  person  accused.  A 
grosser  violation  of  the  rules  of  ordinary 
procedure  could  hardly  be  imagined. 
But  the  next  step  was  even  worse.  The 
Bishop,  although  a  party  to  the  suit, 
had  to  name  five  Commissioners,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  find  out  whether  the  ac- 
cused was  g^lty  or  not.  Worse  still, 
when  the  case  had  been  heard  and  de- 
cided by  the  Court  whom  he  had  himself 
appointed,  the  Bishop  was  called  upon 
to  give  judgment,  with  the  assistance  of 
assessors,  whose  opinion,  however,  he 
might  entirely  overrule  if  he  thought 
fit  to  do  so.  The  crowning  step,  how- 
ever, of  all  this  was,  that  not  only  was 
he  the  grand  jury,  a  party  to  the  cause, 
and — inasmuch  as  he  appointed  the  tri- 
bonal — the  Sheriff,  and  quasi  Judge,  but 
he  was  also  made  executioner;  and 
executioner,  too,  before  the  judgment 
bad  been  ascertained ;  for,  if  he  thought 
it  necessary,  he  might  at  once,  without 
waiting  for  the  decision,  turn  the  accused 
man  out  of  his  living,  and  appropriate 
fbnda  for  the  payment  of  the  person  put 
in  his  place.  That,  however,  was  not 
all;  fbir  as  the  man  who  came  under  the 
opmtionof  the  Act  might  have  a  double 


trial,  so  he  might  also  have  a  double 
appeal — the  first  to  the  provincial  Court, 
and  the  second  to  the  Queen  in  Coimcil ; 
and,  as  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty  of  a 
Bishop  to  bo  acquainted  with  the  law,  it 
might  happen  that  one  set  of  principles 
would  rule  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the 
cause,  and  quite  a  different  set  of  prin- 
ciples in  the  later.  Such  was  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law ;  and  it  was  hard  on 
the  Bishop,  on  the  person  accused,  on 
the  public  at  large,  and  on  the  members 
of  the  Church,  whose  interest  it  was  that 
good  discipline  should  be  preserved  by 
there  being  an  easy,  fair,  and  gentle 
means  of  dealing  with  offences  against 
the  ecclesiastical  law.  Now,  the  present 
Bill  did  away  with  all  these  evils  and 
complications,  and  it  proposed  a  procedure 
which  was  as  good  as  himian  ingenuity 
could  devise  in  place  of  a  procedure  which 
was  the  worst  that  could  be  imagined. 
The  next  question  was,  what  would  be 
its  effect  if  passed  into  law  ?  For  the 
purpose  of  argument,  he  would  divide 
the  ecclesiastical  law  roughly  into  form 
and  substance  —  form  embracing  all 
matters  of  detail,  such  as  vestments, 
ornaments,  and  Bitual ;  and  substance, 
questions  of  morality,  and  the  teaching 
of  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. The  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  give  a  good  procedure  for  the  trial  of 
questions  of  form,  and  a  bad  one  for 
questions  of  substance.  The  Preamble 
of  the  Act  of  Uniformity  gave  a  perfect 
definition  as  to  the  essence  of  an  Esta- 
blished Church.  It  was,  in  effect,  that 
there  should  be  uniformity,  decency,  and 
propriety  in  the  conduct  of  the  services. 
Another  matter  connected  with  the  im- 
portance of  form  was — and  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  taken  as  attaching  too 
small  importance  to  it — ^that  as  long  as 
we  retained  an  Establishment — which 
he  trusted  we  long  should — ^it  would  be 
necessary  to  secure,  on  the  part  of  the 
clergy,  that  they  should  be  required  to 
agree  with  the  rubric,  and  to  profess 
assent  and  consent  to  ever}iliing  in  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and  the  direc- 
tions contained  in  it ;  and  that  had  the 
effect  of  operating  most  powerfully  in 
preventing  many  persons  from  becoming 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church. 
Unless  we  provided  a  good  and  efficient 
means  of  enforcing  imiformity  in  matters 
of  form,  we  should  continue  to  exclude 
those  persons  who  wished  to  become 
ministers,  but  who  would  not  undertake 
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to  conform  strictly  to  the  rubric.  At 
the  same  time  we  should  continue  to 
allow  ministers  inside  the  Church  to 
do  certain  things  which  if  permitted 
to  those  other  persons  outside  would 
not  have  prevented  them  entering  the 
Church.  So  that  a  g^reat  injustice  and 
inequality  existed.  Thus  we  had  two 
weights  and  two  measures,  one  for 
those  inside  the  Church,  the  other  for 
those  without  the  Church;  and  unless 
we  could  reduce  the  two  to  one,  we 
were  guilty  of  great  unfairness  and 
injustice.  It  came,  therefore,  to  this — 
that  when  the  Bill  passed,  the  weighty 
matters  would  be  dealt  with  by  a  bad 
and  unworkable  procedure,  while  minor 
questions  woidd  be  dealt  with  by  an 
easy  and  good  procedure.  He  would 
rather  invert  the  order,  and  say  that  the 
weighty  questions  should  have  the  good, 
and  the  lighter  ones  the  bad  procedure, 
unless  they  could  contrive  to  obviate  the 
difficulty  in  some  other  way.  The  good 
procedure  was  to  be  applied  in  the  case 
of  a  clergyman  who  used  a  garment  too 
much  or  a  garment  too  little,  or  who 
turned  towards  one  point  of  the  compass 
instead  of  towards  another,  matters  in 
which  the  offender  might  yield  without 
a  loss  of  self-respect ;  while  the  bad  pro- 
cedure was  to  be  employed  in  the  case  of  a 
man  charged  with  drunkenness  or  incon- 
tinency,  in  regard  to  which  he  was  ob- 
liged to  defend  himself  to  the  uttermost, 
and  the  trial  for  which  would  probably 
lead  to  liis  temporal  ruin  in  a  pecuniary 
sense,  although  he  might  come  out  eccle- 
siastically pure.  These  considerations 
led  him  to  ask  whether  it  was  necessary 
to  divide  ecclesiastical  offences  in  this 
manner,  and  whether  the  improved  pro- 
cedure could  not  as  readily  be  applied  to 
tlie  one  class  as  to  the  otlier  ?  He  wanted 
to  know  why  the  House  could  not  set 
aside  all  the  difficulties  they  were  in- 
volved in  and  deal  with  the  whole  of  the 
ecclesiastical  law  under  the  same  pro- 
cedure and  under  the  same  Judge. 
What  mischief,  he  asked,  could  possibly 
arise  from  such  an  arrangement?  If 
adopted  it  would  do  away  with  all  the 
anomalies  he  had  mentioned,  and  it 
would  be  a  very  serious  and  a  large  im- 
provement in  the  law.  It  would  have 
this  further  advantage — It  had  been 
broadly  stated  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
on  the  Bill  that  the  object  of  the  mea- 
sure was  to  put  down  Eitualism.  He 
was  as  little  a  friend  to  Ritualism  as  any 

J/r.  Zoice 


hon.  Gentleman  in  that  House,  and  he 
admitted  the  necessity  of  carrrin^  out 
the  will  of  the  House,  so  emphaticallj 
expressed  with  regard  to  the  matter, 
indeed  he  would  go  to  any  extent  in 
having  that  will  enforced;  but  at  Hm 
same  time  he  thought  they  ought  to 
avoid  perpetuating  me  memory  of  their 
present  heats  and  passions  on  the  subject 
in  a  Bill  which,  while  it  might  effect  an 
improvement  in  procedure,  was  really  a 
measure  levelled  directly  against  a  par- 
ticular class  of  offences.  Therefore,  he 
suggested  that  the  House  would  do 
wisely  by  forbearing,  in  the  whirlwind 
of  their  passion,  from  pointing  more 
distinctly  to  the  special  class  of  offenoes 
that  were  most  in  their  minds  than  they 
did  to  other  classes,  and  by  placing  bjI 
offences  against  the  ecclesiastical  lair 
under  one  procedure.  He  apprehended 
that  no  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  House 
wished  that  if  any  offence  were  com- 
mitted against  the  ecclesiastical  law, 
besides  the  offence  mentioned  in  this 
Bill,  it  should  remain  unpunished ;  and 
if  it  was  to  be  punished,  it  should  be 
tried  with  the  least  possible  expense  and 
delay  to  any  of  the  parties.  As  to  the 
objection  which  had  been  made  to  the 
salary  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Judge, 
he  could  not  join  in  the  cavil  about 
pa3dng  £3,000  a-year  for  his  services; 
while  as  to  his  being  only  partially  em- 
ployed, surely  that  objection  would  be 
extremely  modified  if  the  system  which 
he  (Mr.  Lowe)  proposed  were  adopted, 
and  the  Judge  dealt  with  the  whole  of 
the  ecclesiastical  law  at  once,  instead  of 
with  mere  shreds  and  patches  of  that 
law.  On  those  grounds,  and  not  with 
the  least  wish  of  impeding  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  he  begged  to  move  the  Be- 
solution  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  was  afraid  that  the 
most  able  and  exhaustive  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  had  left  him 
little  to  say.  But  one  thing  he  would 
mention  before  he  sat  down.  Jn  the 
Bill,  it  was  proposed  to  provide  a  Judge 
for  the  purpose  to  which  the  Bill  re- 
lated, and  that  Judge  was  to  have  a 
salary  of  £3,000  a-year.  He  did  not 
grudge  the  salary  of  £3,000,  but,  as  he 
had  already  said,  and  as  he  would  say 
again  if  necessary,  he  did  grudge  the 
source  from  which  that  salary  would 
come.    As  had  been  said  by  no  less  an 
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authority  tlian  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr. 
Walter),  in  his  able  speech  on  the  sub- 
ject, the  House  was  now  asked  to  legis- 
late concerning  a  mere  handful  of  men. 
The  three  great  parties  into  which  the 
Church  was  divided  were  the  High 
Church,  the  Low  Church,  and  the 
Broad  Church.  He  did  not  imagine 
that  it  was  the  members  of  any  these 
parties  who  were  aimed  at  by  this  legis- 
lation; but  the  House  was  determined 
to  enforce  the  law  upon  those  few  indivi- 
duals who  were  accustomed  wilfully  to 
break  it.  In  that  determination  he 
concurred  ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
House  should  ascertain  the  law  before, 
they  attempted  to  put  down  these  law- 
breakers. Out  of  that  handful,  he 
believed  the  House  might  subtract  a 
certain  number.  A  certain  number 
would  break  the  law  as  long  as  the  law 
was  uncertain ;  but  he  had  such  confi- 
dence in  the  loyalty  of  the  English 
clergy,  that  he  believed  as  soon  as  the 
Bill  was  passed — nay,  oven  as  soon  as 
the  House  had  spoken,  as  it  spoke  on 
Wednesday  last,  a  great  proportion  of 
that  small  handful  would  obey  the  law. 
He  believed  the  residuum  was  very 
small.  For  that  very  small  residuum 
the  House  was  asked  to  appoint  a  Judge 
at  a  salary  of  £3,000  a-year.  That  was 
very  bad  economy.  It  was  a  waste  of 
the  public  money.  If  the  House,  how- 
ever, would  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Judge  might 
have  something  to  do  ;  because  as  long 
as  human  nature  remained  what  it  was, 
it  could  not  be  doubted  that  the  ecclesi- 
astical law  would  be  broken  just  as  the 
civil  law  was  broken  ;  and  if  the  Judge 
to  be  appointed  was  to  have  the  whole 
administration  of  the  ecclesiastical  law, 
he  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  thought  the  salary 
was  not  extravagant.  But  he  trusted 
the  House  would  pause  for  a  moment 
before  they  passea  a  Bill  which  dealt 
only  with  one  branch  of  the  ecclesias- 
tical law,  and  left  the  other  untouched. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
that  they  have  power  to  make  prqvision  for 
extending  the  said  Bill  to  all  offences  by  Clerks 
in  Holy  Orders  against  the  Law  Ecclesiastical, 
and  to  repeal  the  Act  3  and  4  Victoria,  cap.  8, 
for  better  enforcing  Church  Discipline."  — 
{Mr.  Lowe.) 

Mb.  EU8SELL  QUENEY  said, 
although  he  agreed  with  almost   the 


whole  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London,  yet  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  was  the  17th  of  July. 
That  must  be  his  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Motion.  If  it  was 
February,  instead  of  July,  he  would 
most  heartily  support  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  was 
too  late  to  deal  that  Session  with  that 
proposal,  and  it  was  important  that  the 
measure  should  be  carried  this  Session. 
The  Bill  which  was  introduced  two 
years  ago  by  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
other  Bills  of  the  same  description, 
were  not  carried,  because  too  much  was 
attempted.  No  doubt,  this  was  a  com- 
paratively small  measure,  and  dealt 
only  with  a  small  portion  of  the  law ; 
but  he  thought  the  great  body  of  the 
House  had  significantly*  shown  their 
feeling  as  to  the  importance  of  it,  and 
that  the  passing  of  it  should  not  be  en- 
dangered by  attempting  to  enlarge  its 
scope.  With  regard  to  the  salary  of 
the  Judge,  the  Bill  provided  that,  upon 
the  offices  of  Dean  of  the  Arches  and 
Official  Principal  becoming  vacant,  that 
Judge  should  discharge  the  duties  be- 
longing to  them,  so  that  he  would  have 
more  to  do  than  some  hon.  Members 
supposed. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said, 
that  during  the  first  discussion  on  the 
Bill,  he  insisted  on  the  point  which  had 
been  taken  to-day  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Lowe),  in  the 
form  of  an  Instruction,  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  if  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Russell  Gumey) 
or  those  who  had  originated  the  BiU  in 
the  other  House  had  introduced  it  as  an 
Amendment  of  the  ecclesiastical  proce- 
dure throughout,  a  great  deal  of  the 
heat  of  these  discussions  would  have 
been  avoided.  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  placed  on  the  Paper 
a  very  conciliatory  Amendment,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Bill  should  not  come  into 
operation  until  the  Ist  of  July  next 
year.  The  Judge  to  be  appointed 
under  this  Bill  would  in  November  be- 
come Dean  of  Arches,  and  probably 
Provincial  Judge  of  the  Province  of 
York.  He  hoped  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  state  whether  he 
would  undertake  to  introduce  at  the 
beginning  of  next  Session,  a  Bill  pro- 
viding that  the  procedure  adopted  in  re- 
gard to  these  special  offences  should  be 
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extended  to  all  other  ecclesiastical 
offences.  If  such  an  undertaking  was 
given,  the  passing  of  this  Bill  would  be 
greatly  facilitated. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  he 
was  prepared  to  state,  that  if  no  one  else 
of  more  importance  than  himself  should 
propose  such  a  Bill  next  year,  he  would 
be  perfectly  ready  to  do  so. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  question 
whether  the  Bill  could  be  extended 
from  form  to  substance  depended  not  on 
the  fact  of  that  being  the  17th  of  July, 
but  on  the  will  and  pleasure  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  the  Govern- 
ment gave  their  support  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  Instruction,  such  an  ex- 
tension could  be  made,  and  the  Bill 
passed  in  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  thought  the  BiU 
should  be  extended  to  the  wider  6urea 
proposed,  and  that  it  should  be  appli- 
cable to  all  offenders  against  ecclesias- 
tical doctrine.  However,  the  House  of 
Lords  had  limited  the  Bill  to  its  present 
scope,  and  even  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment afforded  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  extending  the  Bill  in  the  way 
proposed  by  the  Instruction,  it  was 
hardly  probable  that  the  other  House 
would  agree  to  such  an  extension.  The 
measure  was  aimed  exclusively  at  one 
particular  class  of  offenders.  It  hap- 
pened that  in  the  course  of  his  life  he 
was  never  concerned  personally  in  more 
than  one  trial  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
That  was  a  suit  wliich  he  instituted 
against  a  clorg\Tnan  who  held  iiltra- 
Calvinistic  and  Supralapsarian  doctrines. 
The  clergyman  had  refused  to  prepare 
the  children  of  his  parish  for  confirma- 
tion, but  tlio  curate  did  so,  and  the 
Bishop)  continued  them.  Then,  the 
clergyman  said,  that  because  they  had 
been  confirmed  they  were  doubly  chil- 
dren of  hell.  He  was  informed  that  he 
could  not  hope  to  relievo  the  parish  of 
this  clerg}'man  at  a  less  cost  than  £2,500. 
That  expense  he  was  prepared  to  incur, 
but  he  was  informed  by  the  Bishop  that 
if  he  agreed  to  pay  the  clergyman's 
debts,  amounting  to  £700,  he  might  in- 
duce him  to  resign  the  living.  Accord- 
ingly, he  paid  off  the  clergyman's  debts ; 
but  he  would  ask  whether  that  was  a 
decent  condition  of  the  law.  That  case 
would  have  been  comprehended  in  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  BRISTOWE  thought  the  In- 
struction   proposed   by  his  right  hon. 

Mr,  Gathonie  Hardy 


Friend  the  Member  for  the  TTiUTersity 
of  London  would,  if  carried,  have  the 
effect  of  expediting  rather  than  of  re- 
tarding the  progress  of  the  Bill,  because 
its  adoption  would  cause  a  large  number 
of  Amendments  already  proposed  to  fall 
to  the  groimd.  He  had  looked  very  care- 
fully into  the  Bill,  and  he  protested  he 
could  find  in  it  nothing  that  touched  the 
law  relating  to  ecclesiastical  offences. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  Bill  en- 
dangered ;  but  he  still  thought  it  might 
be  so  improved  as  to  command  the  con- 
fidence of  clergy  and  laity  throughout 
the  country. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE:  After 
the  direct  appeal  which  has  been  made 
to  me  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  assure 
him  that  he  has  fully  and  correctly  re- 
presented mo.  The  House  knows  veiy 
well  that  I  have  never  concealed  my 
opinion  that  this  Bill  was  a  hastily-con- 
ceived one;  but  after  the  debate  of 
Wednesday  last,  I  came  to  the  oondu- 
sion  that,  rightly  or  wrongly,  the  House 
had  determined  to  pass  it  this  Session. 
I  have  accordingly  gone  very  carefiiUy 
through  the  Amendments  upon  the 
Paper,  and  I  was  surprised  to  find  how 
short  and  few  these  were,  which  would 
alter  the  Bill  into  the  shape  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memb^ 
for  the  University  of  London  ;  but,  more 
than  that,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  last  pointed  out,  not  only 
are  those  Amendments  few,  but  they 
sweep  away  an  enormous  number  of 
others  which  belong  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stands.  The  adoption  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Instruction  might  cost  us, 
at  the  outside,  an  additional  day's  sit- 
ting; and,  then,  what  should  we  gain 
for  it  ?  A  great  deal  of  tho  heat  which 
has  been  generated  and  no  little  of  the 
sense  of  grievance  which  has  rankled 
throughout  the  country,  as  I  can  per- 
sonally testify,  and  as  it  was  so  well 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, has  arisen  from  the  fact  that  many 
clergymen  did  feel  that,  whether  the 
new  procedure  was  right  or  wrong,  wise 
or  unwise,  it  was  hard  lines  to  come 
down  upon  them  with  a  penal  Bill  re- 
lating to  differences  of  Ritual,  and  to 
leave  grave  moral  offences  imtouched. 
If  you  alter  the  Bill  in  the  way  proposed, 
you  would  be  just  as  well  able  unoer  the 
altered  Bill  to  come  down  upon  Ritual- 
ism,  whatever  that  may  mean.    For  I 
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own  that  I  am  one  of  those  who  never 
knew  what  Hitualism  was.  I  say  this 
very  seriously.  I  never  did  understand 
it,  nor  do  I  understand  it  now.  I  fully 
acknowledge  that  there  are  excesses  of 
worship,  to  which  I  am  as  much  opposed 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  North-east  Lan- 
cashire (Mr.  Holt) ;  but  there  are,  on 
the  other  hand,  certain  ornate  forms  of 
worship  which  some  men  like  and  others 
do  not,  but  which  it  is  very  unfair  in- 
deed to  class  with  those  particular  ex- 
cesses. Whatever  else  they  may  be, 
they  are  not  contraventions  of  the  rubric, 
but  an  earnest  effort  to  use  it  to  the 
fullest  extent.  The  world  terms  pro- 
ceedings which  stand  in  the  first  category 
ritualistic,  and  the  same  word  is  also 
applied  by  those  who  have  little  love  for 
the  settled  order  of  the  Church  to  those 
in  the  second  class ;  but,  while  this  am- 
biguity continues,  and  until  we  are  fur- 
ni&ed  with  an  intelligible  definition  of 
Hitualism,  I  really  do  not  know  what 
the  word  means.  That,  however,  is  by 
the  way.  The  irritation  would  be  re- 
moved if  you  made  this  a  Bill  for  the 
Amendment  of  Ecclesiastical  Procedure 
generally.  You  would  want  but  little 
time  for  the  work,  and  your  gain  will  be 
that  you  pass  a  measure  which  will  pro- 
duce a  contented  instead  of  a  discon- 
tented feeling  among  a  large  class  of 
persons  whom  it  is  well  at  least  to  keep 
in  good  humour  if  you  wish  to  make 
your  legislation  felt  and  obeyed. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  made  a  suggestion,  and 
from  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been 
responded  to  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Recorder,  he  thought  the  mat- 
ter might  be  disposed  of  in  a  way  that 
would  be  agreeable  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  moved  the  Instruction. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  had 
consented  that  the  operation  of  the  Act 
should  be  put  off  until  July  next,  a 
pledge  being  given  that  another  Bill 
should  be  passed  before  the  1st  of  July, 
dealing  with  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Instruction  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  so 
that  the  two  Acts  might  come  into  opera- 
tion together.  The  question  now  was, 
whether  the  House  should  pass  the  Bill 
in  the  form  in  which  it  had  come  down 
from  the  other  House,  and  wait  until 
next  year,  with  the  assurance  of  the  Re- 
corder that  he  would  then  introduce  a 
supplementary  Bill  more  carefully  con- 


sidered, or  should  try  to  incorporate 
with  this  Bill  Amendments  which  must 
be  hastily  and  crudely  made.  If  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
London  University  would  get  up  and 
say  that  he  would  accept  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  agreed 
to  by  the  Recorder,  it  appeared  to  him 
it  would  be  generally  accepted  by  the 
House,  and  would  undoubtedly  be  the 
most  convenient  course  which  could  be 
adopted. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  an  appeal  has 
been  made  to  the  Government  and  to 
myself  to  express  an  opinion  upon  the 
question.  I  think  the  offer  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  was 
made  in  a  very  liberal  spirit,  and  the 
House  ought  to  appreciate  it.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Dodson)  seems  to  think  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  and  it  is  in 
their  power,  to  carry  the  Instruction  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  into  effect, 
if  they  determined  to  do  so.  I  do  not 
wish  at  present  to  give  an  opinion  upon 
the  policy  recommended  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London.  I  have  considered 
the  matter  while  this  discussion  has 
been  going  on,  and  it  is  my  opinion 
that  if  that  Instruction  be  carried,  there 
will  immediately  crop  up  upon  our  Paper 
a  new  class  of  Amendments.  For  in- 
stance, there  will  be  the  question  as  to 
the  mode  of  trial  of  criminous  clerks — 
whether  they  should  be  tried  by  a  jury 
or  not,  a  question  which  has  already 
been  debated  in  Convocation  ;  but  that 
is  only  one  example  of  the  class  of  ques- 
tions which  would  immediately  arise. 
Therefore,  without  giving  any  opinion 
myself  upon  the  policy  involved  in  the 
Instruction,  I  can  only  say,  being  anxious 
that  the  Bill  should  pass,  I  beg  to  dis- 
claim the  responsibility  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chester  wishes  to  place 
upon  me.  I  recommend  the  House  not 
to  adopt  the  Instruction  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London,  although  it  may  be 
founded  on  soimd  principles,  and  may 
lead  hereafter  to  beneficial  legislation, 
but  to  go  as  soon  as  possible  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  two 
most  important  questions  were  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  Instruction  of 


219 


Public  Warihijp 


{COMMONS} 


Regulation  BiU. 


220 


ids  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London,  an  Instruc- 
tion, the  propriety  of  moving  which  he 
perfectly  concurred  in.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed  that  the  new  pro- 
cedure should  apply  to  all  offences 
against  the  Church  Discipline  Act,  and 
several  hon.  Members  had  followed  up 
the  suggestion,  by  saying  how  unreason- 
able it  appeared  that  proceedings  against 
Eitual  should  be  easy,  and  proceedings 
against  morals  should  be  difficult.  He 
entirely  approved  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
object,  though  he  was  glad  to  £nd  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  suggested  that 
it  would  be  better  to  deal  with  the  sub- 
ject in  another  Bill  on  account  of  diffi- 
culties of  detail.  But  there  was  another 
most  important  class  of  offences  against 
the  Church  Discipline  Act,  offences  with 
regard  to  doctrine ;  and  it  appeared  to 
him,  if  the  question  raised  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  were  brought  before  the 
House,  they  must  also  set  about  making 
procedure  easier,  in  order  to  put  a  stop 
to  offences  with  regard  to  doctrine.  It 
was  said  that  it  was  perfectly  easy  to 
define  what  was  a  breach  of  Hitual,  but 
that  the  pulpit  was  a  place  in  which  great 
liberty  and  licence  was  allowed.  He  was 
not  going  to  give  an  opinion  whether 
there  should  or  should  not  be  liberty  in 
the  pulpit ;  but  if  the  House  were  at 
once  to  determine  that  they  should  put 
down  all  offences  in  the  pulpit  that  would 
be  a  very  serious  matter.  He  could  not 
conceive  anything  more  serious,  and  he 
was  perfectly  surprised  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  know  so  much  more  of  the 
state  of  the  Church  than  he  did,  should 
think  that  an  attempt  to  pass  a  law  to 
that  effect  would  be  received  witli  less 
fear  or  excitement  than  the  present  Bill. 
On  the  contrary,  it  appeared  to  him  that, 
in  almost  every  parish,  members  of  the 
Church  would  be  sot  considering  whether 
tlie  doctrines  preached  from  the  pulpit 
were  or  were  not  in  accordance  with  those 
of  the  Church  of  England.  This,  for 
instance,  might  happen.  One  party  in 
the  Church  which  was  attacked  upon 
Kitual  might  avenge  itself  by  attacking 
another  upon  doctrine.  That  certainly 
was  new  matter  brought  before  the 
House,  and  every  hon.  Member,  whether 
belonging  to  the  Clmrch  or  not,  ought 
to  have  full  opportunity  of  considering 
carefully  whether  the  doctrines  laid  down 
in  the  Articles  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  such  as  he  would  wish  to  see  en- 

U}\  JF,  E.  Forster 


forced  by  more  stringent  reg^nlations. 
That  was  a  most  important  matter,  and 
if  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Eecorder  would  follow  out  his  under- 
taking, he  would  insure  for  the  Hoiue 
next  year  a  most  exciting  Session,  in 
which  they  would  have  to  define  what  were 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church.  [**No, 
no ! "]  It  appeared  to  him,  at  all  events, 
that  they  would  be  landed  in  that  result, 
which  might  be  a  very  dangerous  one, 
and  he  therefore  thought  they  should 
not  take  the  course  which  had  been  in- 
dicated.   

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  did 
not  share  in  the  apprehensions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  and  he  believed  the  feeling  of 
the  House  was  well  ascertained  that  the 
same  form  of  procedure  must  be  applied 
to  all  classes  of  offenders  against  eccle- 
siastical law.  But  after  the  conciliatoiy 
and  statesmanlike  answer  given  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder,  he 
would  ask  whether  they  were  not  now 
discussing  what  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  would  call  form  rather  Uian 
substance.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder  had  said,  that  he  assented  to 
the  views  placed  so  well  before  the  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London,  and  that 
next  year,  he  would  undertake  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  in  conformity  with  those 
views.  He,  for  one,  recognizing  the  im- 
partial spirit  which  had  characterized  the 
language  and  proceedings  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Recorder  throughout 
the  discussion,  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  pledge  he  had  given,  and  it 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  circum- 
stance, after  the  pledge  was  given,  if  the 
House  were  now  to  discuss  and  divide 
upon  tlie  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London.  His 
sole  motive  for  rising  was  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  not 
consent  to  withdraw  the  Instruction. 

IVIr.  LOWE  said,  after  the  opinions 
which  had  been  expressed,  and  the  de- 
claration of  the  Prime  [Minister  he  would 
not  press  his  Resolution. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {^Mr.  Rusiell  Gurney.) 
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Ub.  BEBESFOBD  hope  :  Although 
I  shall  not  proceed  with  the  Kesolution 
of  which  I  have  given  Notice,  I  am  not 
■orry  that  I  put  it  on  the  Paper,  because 
it  expresses  views  which  I  believe  ought 
to  be  brought  before  the  House  at  this 
stage  of  the  discussion.  It  has  been 
criticized  for  its  length  but  a  long  Notice 
often  saves  the  necessity  of  a  long 
speech.  I  could  have  shown  that  there 
was  a  more  excellent  way  of  dealing 
with  the  subject  than  that  proposed  by 
the  Bill;  but  the  postponement  of  the 
date  at  which  the  Act  is  to  come  into 
operation  from  January  to  July  next 
year,  will  give  that  time  to  the  Church  in 
its  constituted  assembly  to  review  the 
rubrics  for  which  I  plead.  It  will  also 
give  time  to  Parliament,  if  it  pleases,  to 
enact  such  changes  consequent  on  that 
review  as  may  appear  desirable.  With 
this  arrangement  I  am  quite  satisfied  ; 
indeed,  I  may  claim  that  I  have  been 
virtually  successful  in  the  object  of  my 
Motion.  I  trust  that  neither  Convoca- 
tion nor  Parliament  will  lose  time  in 
dealing  with  the  question.  I  will  not 
keep  the  House  another  minute  from  go- 
ing into  Committee  ;  for  my  Pesolution 
as  it  stands  on  the  Paper  sufficiently 
shows  that  the  credit  of  having  under- 
taken to  grapple  with  the  Pitual  difficulty 
not  by  way  of  simple  repression  and 
sharper  penalties,  but  through  the 
politic  course  of  considering  the  rubrics 
and  of  amending  them  according  to  the 
changed  conditions  of  the  times,  is  duo 
in  the  first  instance  to  a  Conservative 
(Joyemment,  namely  to  that  of  the  late 
Earl  of  Derby,  when  the  present  Prime 
Minister  was,  as  he  now  is,  leader  of  this 
House.  The  Ritual  Commission  so  ap- 
pointed dates  back  to  the  year  1867,  and 
Parliament,  as  I  have  proved,  co- 
operated in  the  policy  during  moro  than 
one  Session ;  Convocation  also  played  its 
party  and  thus  both  Church  and  State 
have  already  granted  some  rubrical  re- 
laxations in  Acts  which  were  unanimously 
passed.  Parliament  will  now  have  the 
opportunity  of  completing  the  work  so 
well  undertaken  and  so  unluckily  inter- 
rupted. 

Mb.  monk  in  rising,  according   to 

Notice,  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  de- 
nraUe  that  so  soon  as  a  vacancy  shall  from  time 
to  time  occur  in  the  office  of  Vicar  General 
and  Official  Principal  of  each  of  the  Provincial 
and  of  the  Diocesan  Courts  in  Enf^land  and 
Wales,  the  Judge  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act 


shall  become  tx  officio  such  Vicar  Oeneral  and 
Official  Principal,  and  that  the  salary  of  such 
Judp^  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  fees  now  nayable 
to  the  said  Vicar  General  and  Official  Prin- 
cipal." 

said,  he  wished  to  enter  his  strong  and 
decided    protest    against  the   Common 
Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
being    diverted    from    the  purpose    to 
which  it  was  now  devoted — namely,  the 
augmentation  of  small  livings — in  order 
to  pay  the  salary  of  the  Judge  to  be 
created  under  the  Bill.      A  somewhat 
lengthened  experience  of  Ecclesiastical 
Courts,  and  of  the  procedure  therein, 
had  satisfied  him  that  the  present  state 
of   the  Diocesan  Courts,   though  con- 
siderably improved  by  recent  legislation 
— as,  for  instance,  by  taking  evidence  rivd 
voce  instead  of  by  depositions  before  exa- 
miners— was  unsatisfactory  and  dilatory, 
and  urgently  required  amendment.    In 
some  instances,  the  want  of  a  speedy 
and    inexpensive  appeal    to    a    Judge 
resulted  in  an  absolute  denial  of  justice. 
In  others  the  cost  was  so  enormous  as  to 
be  ruinous  to  the  promoter,  as  well  as 
to  the  person  against  whom  the  office  of 
the    Judge    was    promoted.     The    real 
question,   however,  was — whence  could 
funds  be  raised  for  the  Judge's  salary  ? 
In  his  (Mr.  Monk's)  opinion,  the  Judge 
would  have  very  little  work  to  do,  and 
would  have  ample  time  to  perform  the 
duties  of  the  Diocesan  Chancellors,  as 
well  as  of  the  two  Provincial  Yicars 
General.    Nine- tenths  of  the  duties  of 
the  Chancellors  were  of  common  form 
and  ministerial  only.     There  were  25  of 
these  officers,  whose  salcuies  in  the  aggre- 
gate  amounted   to  a  very  considerable 
sum,  and  whose  duties  were  not  very  con- 
siderable, consisting  mainly  in  granting 
faculties,  attending  visitations  and  con- 
secrations, and  in  advising  their  respec- 
tive Bishops  on  points  of  law :  and  yet 
one-third  of  the  number  were  clergymen. 
He  ventured  to  think  it  was  not  out  of 
place  in  a  Bill  of  this  gravity  to  propose 
to  replace  the  present  holders  of  those 
offices,  as  vacancies  occurred,  by  a  single 
Judge,   whose    whole    time    would    be 
devoted  to  the  ecclesiastical  business  of 
the  country.     If  Parliament,  in  its  wis- 
dom, thought  fit  to  abolish  their  offices 
as  vacancies  occurred,  he  should,  as  one 
of  them,  be  ready  most  cheerfully  to  sur- 
render the  jurisdiction  he  had  hitherto 
exercised  in  ecclesiastical  causes,  in  the 
same  way  as  he  had  previously  surren- 
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dered  his  jurisdiction  in  testamentary 
matters  without  compensation.  He 
bogged  to  move  his  Kesolution. 

Mr.  GTADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  seconding  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  should  not  attempt  to 
detain  the  House  for  a  few  moments, 
were  I  not  convinced  that  my  hon. 
Friend  who  made  the  Motion  is  really 
considering  economy  of  time  in  making 
it ;  and  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Crentleman  the  Recorder  for  the  City  of 
London  has  it  in  his  power  to  produce  a 
very  considerable  economy  of  time  if  he 
is  disposed — and  I  hope  he  may  be — to 
accede  to  the  principle  of  the  Motion. 
AVhat  I  conceive  that  principle  to  be  is 
this — that  we  do  not  intend  to  charge 
the  salary  of  the  Judge  who  is  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  this  Bill  upon  that  fund 
which  is  the  sole  public  fund  we  are  en- 
abled to  look  to  for  the  augmentation  of 
many  scandalously  small  clerical  incomes 
in  the  Cliuroh  of  England,  and  for  the 
foundation  of  new  cures  in  that  Church. 
This  is  not  a  small  question;  it  is  a 
question  broad  in  principle.  The  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Russell 
Gumoy),  in  his  speech  on  the  second 
reading,  made  a  statement  in  defence  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  which  he  after- 
wards found  to  be  incorrect.  I  am  told 
tliat  it  is  entirely  untrue  that  the  salaries 
of  diocesan  chancellors  are  charged  upon 
tlie  Common  Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners ;  but  whether  they  are 
or  not,  I  am,  for  my  own  part,  equally 
])ropared  to  resist  any  invasion  of  that 
fund  for  the  purpose  of  providing  the 
salary  of  this  Judge.  In  my  opinion, 
tlie  matter  of  the  salaries  of  diocesan 
cliancellors  has  never  been  considered  by 
til  is  Houso  so  as  to  make  the  Common 
Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
liable  for  them;  and  until  I  am  bettor 
informed,  I  shall  continue  to  believe  that 
there  is  no  such  charge  upon  that  fund. 
But  be  that  as  it  may,  is  it  now  really  to 
be  supposed  that  wo  are  going  to  provide 
this  salary  from  such  a  source*,  or  is  the 
salary  necessary  at  all  ?  I  contend  there 
is  no  such  necc^ssity ;  there  is  no  cause 
for  appointing  a  permanent  Judge  with 
a  high  salary,  for  if  there  is  to  be  litiga- 
tion imder  the  liill,  it  must  be  litigation 
for  the  settlement  of  certain  questions 
which  when  once  settled  cannot  seriously 
recur ;  and  it  is  quite  impossible  to  com- 
pare them  with  a  case  where  you  are 
going  to  provide  a  means  of  dealing 


judicially  with  ^uestionB  year  byyetr, 
in  the  anticipation  of  a  constant  and 
permanent  supply  of  such  questionfl. 
There  is  not,  1  believe,  the  smallest 
likelihood  of  anything  of  that  kind. 
But  even  if  there  were,  I  should  contend 
that  we  ought  not  to  charge  the  Com- 
mon Ftmd  for  such  a  pur^se.  I  will 
not  enter  into  details.  1  thmk  it  is  not 
for  us,  but  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  point  out  whence  the  salary  should  be 
drawn,  in  case  the  House  should  de- 
termine that  it  is  not  to  be  drawn  from 
the  Common  Fund;  but  I  believe  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester 
is  perfectly  correct  in  saying,  that  the 
salaries  for  these  ecclesiastical  officers 
which  now  exist,  amount  in  the  aggre- 
gate to  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
emolument,  and  that  there  is  a  very 
small  amount  of  duty.  With  regard  to 
the  salaries  paid  to  some  of  these  officers, 
there  is  the  Official  Principal  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  more  com- 
monly known  as  the  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Arches.  It  so  happens  that  his  salazy 
amounts  to  about  IO9.  a- year  upon  an 
average  of  recent  years,  while  he  has 
dischai'ged  ten  times  as  much  duty  as  all 
the  rest  of  the  other  chancellors  put  to- 
gether. But  there  is  an  office  now  held 
by  the  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Arches 
which  is  called  that  of  the  Master  of  the 
Faculties,  and  for  which  the  emoluments 
are  £600  a-yoar.  Then  there  is  the 
office  of  Dean  of  Faculties,  who  with  a 
very  small  amount  of  duty  has  a  salary 
of  over  £1,000  a-year.  There  is  then 
the  Commissary  General  of  the  city  and 
diocese  of  Canterbury,  who  is  an  officer 
answering,  in  the  case  of  the  Arch- 
bishop, to  the  chancellor  of  other 
Bishops.  Ho  is  the  diocesan  Judge,  and 
his  salary  is  small,  not  exceeding  £200 
a-year.  If  it  were  necessary  to  make 
some  small  addition  to  that,  it  could 
easily  be  done.  Then  there  is  tho  Offi- 
cial Principal  of  tho  Chancery  Court  in 
the  Province  of  York,  who  is  the  pro- 
vincial Judge.  These  offices  are  at  pre- 
s(.>nt  held  by  tho  same  gentlemen,  and  at 
rare  intervals,  and  the  salary  is  £600 
a-year.  In  fact  there  is  for  disx)osal  in 
this  way  a  sum  of  something  like 
£2,400  a-year,  out  of  which  some  pro- 
vision ought  to  bo  made  for  diocesan 
Judges,  corresponding  to  the  chancellors 
in  the  ordinary  dioceses.  But  what  is 
the  proper  manner  in  which  to  secure  an 
efficient  Judge  ?    It  seems  very  properly 
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to  haye  been  held  that  this  Judge  ought 
to  be  a  first-rate  man.  What  is  the 
price  of  a  first-rate  man?  It  appears 
that  the  market  is  very  much  haiai  as 
thej  call  it  in  French.  When  the  Bill 
was  first  introduced,  the  price  was 
put  down  at  £4,000.  It  now  stands 
at  £3,000. 

Mb.  BOEBUOK  rose  to  Order.  He 
was  sony  to  interfere,  but  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  observations  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to  be 
made  in  Committee  on  the  Bill  rather 
than  at  the  present  stage  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  ruled  that  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
fuite  relevant  to  the  question  before  the 
louse. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  say  the  market 
has  lowered,  if  we  are  to  get  a  first-rate 
man  for  £3,000  a  year.  It  being  ad- 
mitted that  he  ought  to  be  a  first-rate 
man,  why  should  we  pay  £5,000  a-year 
to  all  our  Chancellors,  who  cannot  be 
better  than  first-rate  men  ?  The  real 
truth  is  that  this  is  a  low  figure,  this 
£3,000,  and  it  is  chosen  apparently, 
because  there  is  a  suspicion  that  there 
will  not  be  a  sufficiency  of  duty.  Now, 
that  is  an  arrangement  which  cannot  in 
any  way  be  deemed  satisfactory,  and  I 
think  wisdom  dictates  a  pretty  clear 
course.  We  cannot  be  certiun  what  will 
happen.  We  must  look  to  probabilities. 
If  we  look  to  those  there  may  be  more 
or  less  litigation ;  but  as  to  the  idea  of  a 
Judge  continually  sitting  and  deciding 
ecclesiastical  controversies,  I  say  no  man 
contemplates  such  a  state  of  things.  I 
say  that  if  any  man  contemplated  such 
a  state  of  things,  and  believed  that  from 
life  to  life  and  from  generation  to  gone- 
ration,  that  was  to  be  the  future  condi- 
tion of  the  Church  of  England,  neither 
that  Church  nor  any  other  Established 
Church  could  stand  such  a  state  of  things, 
and  such  a  scheme  would  be  more  likely 
than  anything  else  to  promote  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil 
(Mr.  Bichard).  It  appears  to  me  also 
we  ought  not  to  look  simply  to  the  remu- 
neration of  the  Judgeship.  We  have, 
from  the  composition  of  our  laws,  ar- 
rangements by  which  a  great  many  of 
the  most  eminent  jurists  are  disposable. 
Independently  of  title  Judges  of  the  land, 
we  nave  usucdly  two  or  three  retired 
Lord  Chancellors,  and  five  or  six  persons 
retired  from  other  offices,  who,  although 
th^  may  not  be  in  such  bodily  vigour 
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as  to  be  able  to  carry  on  their  functions 
as  they  origincdly  received  them,  yet 
might  be  perfectly  able  to  tmdertake 
sudi  duties  as  those  contemplated  in  this 
Bill.  I  should  say  the  rational  course 
would  be  to  look  at  all  the  available 
emoluments  from  the  ecclesiastical  offices, 
and  combine  those  emoluments  in  the 
best  manner,  and,  if  necessary,  to  make 
these  emoluments  the  inducement  to 
Judges  who  are  partially  free,  and  from 
whom  there  will  be  a  selection.  Be 
that  as  it  may,  I  will  resort  to  any  expe- 
dient, and  will  ask  the  judgment  of  the 
House  upon  the  propriety  of  resorting 
to  any  expedient  whatever,  rather  than 
to  charge  this  large  salary,  which  will 
probably  be  supplemented  by  claims  for 
pensions,  upon  the  fund  for  small  livings 
and  new  cures.  I  do  not  wish  to  raise 
the  question  of  ecclesiastical  salaries ; 
but  even  that  question  ought  to  be 
raised,  rather  than  that  we  should  in- 
vade the  fund  for  small  livings.  I  make 
this  intimation,  because  I  earnestly  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  save  us 
further  trouble ;  and  it  will  expedite  the 
passing  of  his  Bill,  if  he  will  indicate  to 
us  that  he  is  disposed  to  take  this  burden 
off  the  Common  Fund  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners.  It  is  in  that  spirit 
that  I  have  spoken,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  good  economy  to  accept  the  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable 
that  80  soon  as  a  vacancy  shall  from  time  to 
time  occur  in  the  office  of  Vicar  General  and 
Official  IMncipal  of  each  of  the  Provincial  and 
of  the  Diocesan  JCourts  in  £ngland  and  Wales, 
the  judge  to  bo  appointed  under  this  Act  shall 
become  ex  officio  such  Vicar  General  and  Offi- 
cial Principal,  and  that  the  salary  of  such  judge 
shall  bo  paid  out  of  the  fees  now  payable  to  the 
said  Vicars  G<»neral  and  Officials  iSindpal," — 
{Mr.  Monk,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  GEEGOEY  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  necessary  to  secure  the  ser- 
vices of  a  special  Judge  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  him  to  hold  continuous 
sittings,  and  his  duties  would  only  be 
occasional.  He,  therefore,  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the  effect 
that  it  might  be  left  to  the  Archbishop 
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with  the  consent  of  the  Grown,  to  select 
any  of  the  Judges  of  the  land  to  exer- 
cise jurisdiction  under  it  until,  at  aU 
events,  it  was  known  how  the  new  law 
would  operate. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  urged 
the  expediency  of  going  at  once  into 
Committee.  The  proper  time  for  dis- 
cussing the  question  raised  as  to  the  new 
Judge  was  when  the  clause  relating  to 
it  was  hrought  forward,  and  that  would 
bo  on  the  78i  clause.  The  question  was, 
no  doubt,  a  very  important  one,  for  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  decisions  of 
the  tribunal  about  to  be  created  should 
carry  the  utmost  weight  with  them  in 
the  country,  and  he  hoped  the  matter 
would  bo  dealt  with  firom  that  point  of 
view. 

Mr.  lilOWBEAY  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  that  there  would  be  a 
real  economy  of  the  time  of  the 
House  in  obtaining  the  opinions  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  question  at 
once.  With  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  retired  Judge,  it  had  been  the 
common  practice  to  swear  in  a  retiring 
Judge  as  a  member  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, and  in  that  capacity  he  gave  a 
great  deal  of  time  to  the  performance  of 
judicial  duties.  There  were  at  present 
three  retired  Lord  Chancellors — Lord 
Chelmsford,  Ijord  Hatherley,  and  Lord 
Solborne,  each  of  whom  might  be  ready 
to  give  up  his  time ;  and  he  was  sure, 
in  that  event,  that  no  one  could  perform 
the  duties  in  a  more  satisfactory  manner. 
Why,  tlien,  sliould  a  sum  of  £3,000  a- 
year  be  paid  when  able  services  of  a 
retired  Judge  might  be  obtained  for  a 
sum  of  £1,000  or  £1,500  a  year. 

Uu.  GOLDNEY  submitted  that  the 
matter  now  before  them  ought  to  be 
discussed,  not  at  this  stage,  but  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  he 
was  asked  to  give  a  pledge  at  once  to 
agree  to  something  in  the  nature  of  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester. Ho  was  not  prepared  to  give 
any  such  pledge,  as  ho  did  not  at  pre- 
sent know  that  tlie  office  of  Vicar  Gene- 
ral was  one  that  ought  to  be  continued. 
In  regard  to  the  salary  of  the  Judge,  he 
was  tlift  last  person  in  the  House  who 
would  desire  to  charge  any  fund  appli- 
cable to  the  improvement  of  poor  livings, 
and  he  would  not  have  made  the  pro- 
posal in  the  form  he  did,  unless  he  had  | 
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been  perfectly  satisfied,  from  infimna- 
tion  which  he  had  in  possesaion,  that 
every  farthing  that  would  be  advanoed 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Gommiasioners  fat 
the  payment  of  that  salary  would  be 
recouped  afterwards  by  a  plan  whidi 
would  be  introduced  in  the  oourae  of 
next  Session  for  the  alteration  of  certua 
ofEces.  He  should  be  prepared  to  du- 
cuss  the  matter  when  they  came  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  The 
feeling  which  he  had,  in  the  first  in- 
stance  was,  that  it  was  of  importance  to 
have  a  Judge  whose  character  and  repu- 
tation would  give  confidence  in  the  tri- 
bunal, and  he  felt,  of  course,  the  diffi- 
culty of  securing  the  services  of  such  a 
person  without  a  certain  salary  being 
named.  He  had  obtained  further  inibr- 
mation  as  to  the  amoimt  of  busineaB, 
and  he  agreed  that  it  would  be  desirable 
as  opportunities  occurred  to  add  to  the 
duties  of  the  Judge,  and,  by  giving  him 
certain  existing  offices  as  they  became 
vacant,  to  remove  the  present  difiBcoUj 
as  to  his  salary.  With  this  view  the 
Bill  at  present  provided  that  on  a  va- 
cancy occurring  in  the  office  of  Dean  of 
the  Arches  or  tiiat  of  the  Master  of  the 
Faculties,  the  Judg^  should  be  appointed 
to  it,  and  if  there  were  other  officee 
which  could  be  added  to  the  number  he 
(Mr.  Eussell  Gumey)  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  add  them. 

Lord  FRANCIS  HEEVEY  said,  thai 
after  what  had  been  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Kecorder,  he  should 
not  feel  it  necessary  to  embarrass  him  or 
the  House  by  moving  the  Amendmenta 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  consid^ed  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mr.  HUBBARD  {London),  in  moving, 
with  the  view  of  preventing  any  misap- 
prehension and  of  describing  more  aocn- 
rately  the  present  nature  of  the  Bill, 
that  the  title  be  altered  from  "  The 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  1874," 
to  *^  The  Ecclesiastical  Causes  Procedure 
Act,  1874,''  said,  the  measure  had  in  its 
progress  acquired  a  degree  of  faimeaa 
which  justified  the  House  in  passing  tiie 
second  reading.  As  the  Bill  had  come 
down  to  them,  he  did  not  see  any  objec- 
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Hon  to  its  proyirions  generally,  but  he 
lid  see  the  importance  of  changing  its 
lefiignation.  The  disfayour  with  ymich 
it  was  receiyed  arose  from  the  fSaultiness 
9f  its  title,  and  it  was  desirable  therefore 
Suit  that  title  should  express  more  truly 
tbe  meaning  of  the  measure.  The  Arch- 
bishop of  Oanterbuiy  took  great  pains  a 
few  &ys  ago  in  Gonyocation  to  insist 
apon  the  fact  that  the  question  inyolyed 
in  this  Bill  was  purely  one  of  procedure 
in  ecclesiastical  causes,  and  ii  the  title 
proposed  were  adopted,  it  would  do  away 
witn  an  immense  amount  of  that  painful 
apprehension  excited  by  the  Bill,  as  it 
was  first  introduced  into  the  other  House 
of  Parliament. 

Me.  EU88ELL  GUENEY  really 
ihonght  that  the  title  suggested  would 
be  more  fitting,  supposing  that  the  sug- 

ron  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Uniyersity  of  London  had  been 
adopted.  He  would  suggest  to  his  hon. 
Kriend  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  raise  the  question  on 
the  Beport. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Amendment,  as  it  stood,  was  liable  to 
objection,  because  it  seemed  to  imply 
that  all  ecclesiastical  causes  came  unaer 
the  Act.  On  the  other  hand,  the  present 
title  was  not  accurate.    

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
short  title— namely,  '*  The  Public  Wor- 
ship Beg^ation  Act,  1874,"  described 
the  real  objects  of  the  Bill,  and,  if  that 
was  rather  lengthened,  it  would  answer 
erery  purpose. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  sug- 
g^ested  that  the  difficulty  might  be  got 
rid  of  by  haying  no  short  title.  A  short 
title  was  not  wanted. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clause  2  (Commencement  of  Act). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Russell  Gub- 
VET,  Amendment  made,  in  page  1,  line 
11,  byleaying  out  **  January,"  and  in- 
serting "  July." 

LoBD  HENRY  SCOTT  thanked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for 
the  concession  he  had  granted. 

danse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Cbrase  3  (Extent  of  Act). 

Mb.  QATHORNE  HARDY  sug- 
flMted  that  the  words  **  and  the  Channel 
Xdanda ''  should  be  omitted,  because  the 
Ghaimel  Islands  might  not  be  willing  to 
IMXMpt  the  legislation  of  the  House. 


Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
had  not  yet  made  an  inquiry  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  he  thought  the  best  course 
woiild  be  to  postpone  the  Amendment 
till  the  Report. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  Ihat  was  a 
matter  which  touched  the  dignity  of 
only  a  yery  small  body,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  far  better  to  omit  the  words. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  if  those  words 
were  retained  he  should  moye  the  inser- 
tion of  **  Wales." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  moyed,  as 
an  Amendment,  in  page  1,  line  15,  the 
omission  of  the  words  **  and  to  the 
Channel  Islands." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Proceedings  under  this  Act 
not  to  bo  deemed  proceedings  under  3  & 
4  Vict.  c.  86.  s.  23.);  and  Clause  5 
(Saving  of  jurisdiction)  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Interpretation  of  terms). 

Mb.  wait  moyed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  2,  line  21,  to  leaye  out 
''other  man  a  cathedral  or  collegiate 
church." 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
had  no  particular  opinion  about  the 
matter.  He  must,  howeyer,  oppose  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
services  in  cathedrals  and  collegiate 
churches  did  not  come  within  the  gene- 
ral category  of  Church  services. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  sup- 
ported the  Amendment,  maintaining 
that  the  difference  of  service  was  no 
sufficient  ground  for  exemption.  He 
could  not  see  why  services  under  the 
deans  and  chapters  should  be  privileged ; 
deans  and  chapters  were  boimd  to  obey 
the  law  as  well  as  the  clergy  who  minis- 
tered in  parish  churches. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  also  sup- 
ported the  Amendment.  He  did  not  see 
why  cathedral  or  collegiate  churches 
should  bo  allowed  to  transgress  the  law 
any  more  than  other  churches.  He 
looked  upon  them  as  mother  churches 
who  should  set  an  example  to  the  others. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  suggested 
that  the  Amendment  be  postponed  till 
the  16th  clause  was  reached,  which 
dealt  with  cathedral  churches. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  contended  that 
though  the  clause  under  discussion  dealt 
with  the  subject  of  the  interpretation  of 
terms,  it  was  different  from  an  ordinary 
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Interpretation  Clause,  and  ought  to  be 
retained  in  its  present  form.  He  could 
see  no  object  in  maintaining  the  pro- 
posed distinction. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  the  ques- 
tion was  who  was  to  make  representa- 
tions to  the  Bishop  in  the  case  of  colle- 
giate churches. 

Me.  wait  said,  his  objection  to 
Clause  6  was,  that  it  gave  laymen  no 
power  whatever.  They  could  initiate 
proceedings  against  parochial  clergymen, 
but  not  against  the  clergy  of  a  cathedral 
or  a  collegiate  church. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  could  see  no  ground 
for  the  exemption,  and  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
given  the  best  of  all  reasons  why  there 
should  be  no  distinction. 

Lord  HENRY  SCOTT  said,  if  colle- 
giate churches  were  to  be  included,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  provide  some 
other  machinery  to  put  the  law  in  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Com- 
mittee appeared  to  be  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  cathedral  and  collegiate 
churches  should  be  included.  The  Com- 
mittee was  not,  however,  now  discussing 
what  places  should  be  included  in  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  but  what  should  be 
the  meaning  of  the  word  *'  church.** 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Re- 
corder, who  drafted  the  Bill,  was  the 
best  judge  on  this  point. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  thought 
that  no  harm  could  come  from  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words,  as  the  16th  clause 
provided  machinery  for  dealing  with 
cathedral  and  collegiate  churches.  He 
submitted  that  the  word  **  incumbent** 
would  not  be  applicable  to  a  collegiate 
church  at  all. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  *  Encumbent*' 
was  so  explained  that  it  would  be  ap- 
plicable to  a  parish  as  well  as  to  a  col- 
legiate church. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  struck  out 
accordingly. 

Mr.  DILLWYN,  in  moving  as  an 
Amendment  in  page  2,  line  36,  to  leave 
out  from  **nge,**  to  "  who,**  in  line  39, 
protested  against  that  attempt  to  widen 
the  line  of  demarcation  between  Church- 
men and  Dissenters.  According  to  the 
Bill,  a  parishioner  meant  only  a  person 
who  had  subscribed  a  solemn  declara- 
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tion  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Chnrdi 
of  England  as  by  law  established.  That 
interpretation,  he  thought,  was  too  strict, 
and  he  contended  that  a  man  ought  to 
be  able  to  lay  daipi  to  beine  ^  P** 
rishioner  without  having  sabscribed 
such  a  declaration. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  36,  to  leave  out  from  the  wovd 
**  age,"  to  the  word  "  who,"  in  line  39, 
inclusive.** — {Mr,  DiUwyn.) 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  '  who 
before  making  any  representation'  stsnd 
part  of  the  Clause.*' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  2691 
Noes  86  :  Majority  183. 

Mb.  WILBEAHAM  EGERTON,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2, 
line  29,  to  leave  out  "one  year,"  and 
insert  "three  years,"  said,  such  tn 
Amendment  was  necessary  in  order  to 
give  greater  security  against  a  man 
newly  settled  in  the  parish  harassing 
an  incumbent  by  vexatious  proceedings. 
The  complaining  parishioner,  he  thought, 
should  be  a  person  of  some  standing  in 
the  parish.  If  that  were  required,  it 
might  prevent  persons  g^ing  about  from 
parish  to  parish  for  the  mere  puipooe 
of  taking  proceedings  against  the  in- 
cumbent. 

Sir  WnJilAM  HAECOURT  hopel 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  presslii 
Amendment.  If  a  man  came  into  a 
parish  and  found  the  incumbent  violat- 
ing the  law,  he  had  as  good  a  right  to 
complain  as  if  he  had  been  in  the  pariah 
three  years.  He  also  thought  it  wsi 
going  rather  too  far  to  say  that  when  a 
man  found  objectionable  practices  g^oing 
on  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  complain 
of  them  for  three  years. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  supported  ths 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  a  man 
should  not  be  allowed  to  disturb  the 
peace  of  the  parish,  unless  he  had  lived 
for  some  time  in  it,  any  more  than  a 
man  who  had  not  been  a  Member  of 
that  House  for  a  3'ear  would  be  allowed 
by  the  public  opinion  of  the  House  to 
do  anything  which  would  tend  to  distaA 
the  harmony  of  the  House. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  it 
would  be  most  unreasonable  to  limit  the 
operation  of  the  Act  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment,  which  he 
hoped  would  not  receive  the  support  of 
the  Committee.  There  was  no  fiaar 
more  groundless  than  that  entertained 
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by  some  that  three  parishioners  would 
be  so  eager  to  make  these  complaints. 
People  were  not  so  willing  to  come  for- 
wara  in  such  cases ;  they  did  not  like  to 
incur  the  odium  of  the  clergy  and  the 
disapproval  of  their  neighbours. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  WILBEAHAM  EGEETON 
moTed,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  3, 
line  3,  to  leave  out  all  after  *'  relates '' 
to  **  parish,"  in  line  5,  inclusive. 

Mb.  FOESYTH  thoroughly  agreed 
that  the  words  in  question  ought  not  to 
remain  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  etrueh  out 
accordingly. 

Mb.  monk  moved,  in  page  3,  line  5, 
after  ^'parish,"  to  insert  ^'  or  cathedral 
precincts." 

Mb.  NEVILLE  -  GEENVILLE  op- 
posed  the  Amendment,  which  would 
torn  cathedrals  into  a  sort  of  proprietary 
ohapels  to  those  who  lived  in  their  pre- 
cincts. 

Sib  WnJJAM  HAECOUET  hoped 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  would 
allow  it  to  stand  over. 

Mb.  monk  explained  that  his  object 
was  to  enable  somebody  who  saw  any- 
thing wrong  in  a  cathedral  church  to 
become  a  complainant. 

Mb.  NEVILLE-GEENVILLE  said, 
that  object  would  be  effected  by  an 
Amendment  which  he  intended  to  move 
in  a  subsequent  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Hekby  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  Amendment  made  in  page  3, 
line  5,  after  **  parish,"  by  insertmg  as  a 
separate  sub-section — 

(Barriflter-at-law.) 

"  B«rrister-at-law  shall  in  tho  Isle  of  Man 
include  advocate.'* 

On  Question?  That  the  clause,  as 
amended,  be  agreed  to, 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
wished  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Eecorder  would  consent  to 
insert  after  the  word  ''male"  ''or 
female."  Women  were  often  better 
oharch-goers  than  men,  and  it  was 
hardly  right,  therefore,  to  exclude  them 
from  the  power  of  joining  in  a  com- 
plaint. 

Sa  HAECOUET  JOHNSTONE 
wished  to  protest  in  the  strongest  lan- 
g^uage  against  the  new  test  created  by 


the  Bill.  It  would  have  the  effect  of 
driving  away  those  Wesleyans  who 
were  attached  to  the  Church,  and  who 
attended  church  in  the  morning  and 
their  own  chapels  at  night.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  numerous  Wesleyans  in 
the  county  where  he  lived  would  resent 
the  restriction  as  a  bitter  insult.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
trying  to  reform  the  Church,  would  not 
deliberately  exclude  persons  sincerely 
attached  to  it,  and  tnat  some  means 
would  be  found  on  the  Eeport  of  giving 
the  Wesleyans  a  legal  status  in  this 
matter.  He  was  sure  that  many  of 
them  would  have  conscientious  scruples 
against  signing  this  test — "I  do  so- 
lemnly declare  I  am  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  England  as  by  law  estab- 
lished"— before  they  could  lodge  a 
complaint. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  thought 
the  objection  ought  to  be  raised  when 
they  came  to  the  Schedule,  and  not  on 
that  clause. 

Mk.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  any  legal 
rights  then  possessed  by  Wesleyans 
and  other  Dissenters  were  not  proposed 
to  be  taken  away  by  the  Bill.  It  was 
simply  to  give  facility  of  procedure. 

Sir  HAECOUET  JOHNSTONE  re- 
plied, that  before  a  parishioner  could 
make  a  complaint,  he  would  have  to 
make  a  solemn  declaration  that  he  was 
a  "  Member  of  the  Church  of  England 
as  by  law  established." 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  of  course  the 
idea  of  those  who  opposed  extension 
was,  that  if  a  man  were  not  a  member 
of  the  Church,  he  could  not  find  fault 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  services 
were  conducted.  Many  persons  attended 
both  church  and  chapel,  and  such  per- 
sons would  not  like  to  declare  them- 
selves members  of  the  Church  of 
England. 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  rose  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  was  return- 
ing to  a  question  which  had  been  de- 
cided. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion  now  being  that  the  clause  be 
agreed  to,  the  hon.  Member  was  in 
Order. 

Mb.  DODSON  believed  that  this  test 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
persons  who  were  not  members  of  the 
Church  from  offensively  making  com- 
plaints as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
service  was  conductedi  because  it  would 
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Lo  easy  to  find  three  persons  who  would 
for  the  consideration  of  a  pint  of  beer 
profess  themselves  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  was  absurd  to 
insist  on  this  test  when  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  a  single  churchwarden  who 
might  be  a  Dissenter  or  a  Jew  could 
lay  a  complaint.  If  persons  brought 
forward  complaints  for  the  purpose  of 
causing  annoyance  the  Bishop  would  not 
entertain  them.  Ho  had  voted  with  the 
minority  in  the  previous  Amendment, 
because  ho  thought  it  undesirable  even 
in  appearance  to  create  a  new  test, 
wliicli,  moreover,  was  unnecessary. 

Viscouxi'  GALWAY  said,  it  was 
very  rarely  that  Wesleyans  attended  a 
Eitualistic  church,  and  therefore  such 
persons  wore  not  likely  to  be  aggrieved 
parishioners. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  thought 
that  the  Dissenting  Bodies  could  not 
expect  the  House  to  go  out  of  its  way  to 
give  them  privileges  for  litigation.  He 
considered  that  it  was  only  fair  to  the 
clergymen  that  the  test  should  be  im- 
posed, because  it  would  not  be  right 
that  persons  not  being  actually  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  should  be  entitled 
to  make  a  representation. 

Mr.  WAIT  observed,  that  after  such 
an  overwhelming  expression  of  opinion, 
the  question  ought  not  to  have  been 
revived. 

Mr.  MOEOAN  LLOYD  said,  he  re- 
presented a  constituency  including  a 
large  proportion  of  Nonconfonnists,  and 
oljjoctod  to  the  tost,  adding  that  ho 
noticed  indications  of  a  desire  to  de- 
nationalize the  Established  Church,  and 
make  it  a  Church  of  a  sect.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  re-consider  tliis  matter. 

Colonel  LEIGH  was  quite  sure  the 
Wesleyans  were  not  desirous  to  be  put 
into  the  position  which  was  now  placed 
before  them.  If  a  clorgj^man  coiud  not 
find  three  members  of  his  own  congrega- 
tion to  ])roceed  against  him,  he  would 
bo  in  littlo  danger  of  the  pains  and 
penalties  of  the  IJill. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  said,  the  Church 
did  not  interfere  with  Dissenters,  and 
ho  did  not  think  it  would  be  right  that 
Dissenters  should  be  allowed  to  interfere 
with  a  service  from  which  they  had 
spontaneously  alif»nated  themselves. 

Mr.  HOKS^LVN  observed,  that  it 
was  loss  of  time  to  re-argue  the  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  Amendment  of  the 

Mr,  Dodson 


hon.  Member  for  Swansea  TMr.  Dillwyn) 
which  had  been  already  aedded,  espe- 
cially as  it  was  not  proposed  to  dinde 
the  House  against  the  clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Appointment,  duties,  and 
salary  of  judge.) 

Mr.  BERESFOED  HOPE  moved  as 
an  Amendment  in  page  3,  lino  11,  afta 
''  sign  manual,"  to  insert  "jointly  or 
severally  as  the  case  may  be."  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  enable  two  Judges 
to  be  appointed,  one  for  the  Province  of 
Canterbury',  the  other  for  the  Province 
of  York.  Under  the  Bill  there  was  to 
be  one  provincial  Judge  for  all  England. 
He  fully  agreed  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  small  number  of  Judees ;  but  thonglit 
the  Bill  went  too  far  m  laying  down 
absolutely  that  the  Provinces  of  Oanier- 
bury  and  York,  differing  in  their  histoiy, 
traditions,  and  local  circumstances,  and  in 
many  respects  in  the  character  of  their 
inhabitants,  should  necessarily  have  the 
same  Judge.  He  proposed  that,  if  it 
should  be  necessary,  there  should  be 
two  Judges.  Possibly  a  retired  Judge 
might  be  appointed — who  need  not  be  an 
ecclesiastical  jurisconsidt — ^the  sole  busi- 
ness of  whose  life  woidd  be  directed  to  the 
various  ecclesiastical  offencesraised  under 
this  Bill.  If  there  were  two  Judges, 
there  woidd  be  the  advantage  that  one 
of  them  might  correct  the  mistake  of  the 
other,  and  not  risk  the  idiosyncrasies  of  a 
man — who  had,  perhaps,  gone  to  Church 
hiw  late  in  life — ^being  stamped  upon 
the  whole  Church. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GTJENEY  thought 
it  most  important  the  House  should 
adhere  to  the  arrangement  in  the  Bill 
for  appointing  only  one  Judge,  for  whose 
salary  ho  was  afraid  there  would  be 
some  difficulty  in  making  provision.  He 
need  not  say  that  if  two  wore  to  be  ap- 
pointed, that  difficulty  would  be  in- 
creased. Ho  would  also  observe  that 
there  would  be  a  High  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, where  the  errors  of  a  single  Judge 
might  be  set  right. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  GREGOKY  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  3,  line  11,  to  leave  out 
from  "  a  barrister  "  to  **has  been  "  in 
line  13.  By  the  clause  as  it  stood,  a 
barrister  of  ten  years'  standingor  an 
ex- Judge  would  bo  appointed.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  duties  to  be  performed 
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would  be  light  and  might  be  under- 
taken by  one  of  the  ordinary  Judges, 
without  interference  with  his  other 
work.  If  such  interference  should 
occur,  the  Judge  might,  for  example,  be 
relieved  from  going  Circuit.  By  adopt- 
ing the  present  proposal,  a  Judge  could 
eaisily  be  obtained  who  would  have  the 
necessary  independence  and  would  pos- 
sess the  confidence  of  the  country,  and 
who,  moreover,  would  have  sufficient 
work  to  do  to  keep  his  faculties  from 
stagnating. 

Mb.  FOESYTH  pointed  out  that  the 
Judges  were  already  fully  occupied,  and 
that  their  number  would  be  reduced 
under  the  operation  of  the  Judicature 
Act.  Under  these  circimistancos,  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
cause  a  deadlock.  If  a  Judge  were  ap- 
pointed at  £3,000  a-year,  and  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Court  did  not  occupy  his 
whole  time,  he  could  assist  the  other 
Judges,  and  thus  give  work  enough 
for  the  salary,  besides  strengthening 
the  existing  judicial  staff. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  bo  agreed  to, 
it  being,  in  his  opinion,  most  impor- 
tant that  there  snould  be  a  special 
Judge  for  this  kind  of  business.  K 
his  Amendment  had  boon  adopted,  there 
would  have  been  ample  funds  from 
which  to  pay  the  Judge. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  if 
the  new  Judicature  Act  had  contem- 
plated the  appointment  of  threo  addi- 
tional Judges  he  could  understand  their 
proposing  to  appoint  one  of  them  tho 
Judge  to  execute  this  Act,  but  not 
otherwise. 

Mb.  SPENCER  WALPOLE  expressed 
the  opinion  that,  within  three  years  or 
so  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  the  questions 
that  would  come  up  for  decision  imder 
the  Act  would  be  disposed  of,  and  that 
altogether  there  would  not  be  more  than 
10  or  a  dozen.  That  being  the  proba- 
bility, he  held  that  it  would  inspire 
great  confidence  in  the  public  mind,  if 
Uiey  could  have  a  person  taken  from 
the  existing  judicial  staff  to  execute  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  They  must  have 
a  person  who  was  independent,  who 
had  considerable  judicial  experience, 
and  who  was  capable  of  decidmg  such 
important  questions  as  those  which 
mu^t  arise  under  the  Bill.  Unless  they 
haa  a  thoroughly  competent  Judge 
nothing  but  dissatisfaction  would  arise. 


The  great  difficulty  would  be  to  get 
such  a  man,  and  he  thought  they  might 
fairly  follow  the  precedent  which  they 
had  in  regard  to  Judges  to  try  Election 
Petitions. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  the  same 
Judge  was  not  likely  to  give  conflicting 
decisions,  and  after  two  or  throe  years, 
practically,  the  law  would  bo  so  well 
imdorstood  that  no  one  would  venture 
to  appeal.  In  that  case,  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  finding  a  barrister  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  office. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  thought 
it  very  undesirable  to  make  a  life  ap- 
pointment to  the  office  in  question,  for 
the  Judge  might  have  next  to  nothing 
to  do.  He  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  state  what  their  opinion  was 
on  the  question  before  tho  Committee. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  quite  agreed  that  the  question  about 
the  Judge  was  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant parts  of  the  Bill.  The  country 
would  judge  of  the  earnestness  of  the 
work  the  Committee  was  about,  by  the 
manner  in  which  they  decided  the  ques- 
tion of  the  appointment  of  the  Judge. 
If  the  Committee  adopted  the  idea  that 
that  was  a  small  affair,  and  that  there 
would  be  nothing  for  the  Judge  to  do, 
the  public  would  imagine  that  it  was  not 
intended  that  the  Bill  should  be  effi- 
ciently put  in  action.  If,  however,  they 
intended  it  to  bo  a  Bill  which  was  to 
declare  the  law  of  tho  land  as  applicable 
to  the  Parliamoutary  State  Church,  that 
matter  ought  to  bo  dealt  with  in  a  serious 
manner  and  under  the  authonty  of  a 
Judge  competent  to  deal  with  such  mat- 
tors.  "When  they  talked  of  the  enormous 
salary  of  £3,000,  did  they  suppose  that 
the  Church  of  England,  with  its  enor- 
mous endowments,  was  not  able  to  pro- 
vide the  means  of  paying  tho  salary  of 
a  Judge  to  enforce  the  law  for  the  bone- 
fit  of  its  own  clergy  and  its  own  people  ? 
He  could  not  entertain  the  idea  for  a 
moment  that  the  Church  of  England 
could  not  provide  the  means.  It  was 
said  that  the  Judge  would  have  little  to 
do ;  but  he  was  not  so  sure  of  that,  and, 
at  all  events,  he  hoped  tho  Committee 
would  not  think  that  a  used-up  Judge  — 
a  Judge  who  had  retired  from  the  Bench 
on  account  of  his  inability  to  cany  on 
judicial  work — should  be  appointed  to 
carry  out  the  measure.  They  ought  to 
appoint  a  first-rate  man  and  give  him  an 
adequate  salary ;  and  if  they  found,  on 
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experience,  that  he  had  not  enough  to 
do  in  deciding  ecclesiastical  questions, 
he  might  be  employed  on  other  business. 
In  that  view,  what  would  be  wiser  than 
to  say  that  the  Judge  appointed  for  the 
limited  purposes  of  the  Bill  should  take 
the  appointment  subject  to  the  perform- 
ance of  any  other  duties  which  Parlia- 
ment might  impose  upon  him  ? 

Mr.  NEVILLE-OEENYILLE  said, 
he  hoped  that,  by  the  appointment,  the 
hard-working  incumbents  of  poor  livings 
in  populous  places,  who  obeyed  the  law, 
would  not  be  called  upon  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  their  richer  neighbours  who 
broke  the  law. 

Mr.  HOESMAN  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  an  occasional  Judge  ap- 
pointed; but  he  contended  that  after 
two  or  three  years,  it  would  be  found  he 
had  little  to  do. 

Colonel  LEIGH  said,  the  judicial 
system  had  broken  down  in  consequence 
of  BO  much  work  being  put  upon  the 
Judges.  "What  he  would  suggest  was 
that  two  new  Judges  should  be  ap- 
pointed, and  the  junior  should  perform 
the  work  of  this  Bill.  Junior es  ad  lahores. 
The  way  in  which  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  a 
junior  Judge,  had  performed  duties  that 
were  extra-judicial,  showed  what  reliance 
might  be  placed  on  the  manner  in  which 
a  junior  Judge  in  this  country  would 
carry  out  this  Bill. 

Mr.  young  said,  he  believed  that 
the  Bill,  when  carried,  would  be  almost 
self-acting.  Ho  would  suggest,  however, 
that  one  of  the  Colonial  Lord  Chief 
Justices  who  generally  returned  to  this 
country  in  the  prime  of  life  might  be 
appointed  to  try  these  cases.  They  were 
not  used  up,  were  in  receipt  of  pensions, 
and  were  perfectly  qualified  for  the 
office. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  his  opinion 
was,  that  thoy  ought  to  appoint  an  effi- 
cient man — the  most  efficient  they  could 
— to  transact  the  business,  without  any 
reference  to  any  other  circumstances. 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  Judge  who  would  be  appointed 
would  have,  perhaps,  more  to  perform 
than  they  contemplated,  because  all  these 
duties  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Judge  were 
performed  by  the  Judge  of  the  Admi- 
ralty Court,  and  he  was  paid  a  large 
salary — £4,000  a-ycar — by  the  nation. 
That  Judge,  under  the  new  Judicature 
Act,  would  relinquish  all  those  ecclesi- 
astical duties.     He  would  be  raised  to 
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£5,000Vyear,  and  the  rank  of  the  other 
Judges.  That  would,  probably,  lead  to 
consequences  which  would  assist  them 
in  considering  the  remuneration  of  the 
Judge  under  this  Bill.  The  point,  how- 
ever, now  to  be  decided  was,  whether 
they  would  have  the  most  efficient  Judge 
possible  for  this  work,  and  he  did  not 
think  any  claims  of  appealing  to  thoee 
Judges  already  appointed,  or  calling 
upon  retired  and  exhausted  Judges, 
ought  to  be  considered. 

Mr. EUSSELL  GUENEY  8aid,gre»t 
inconvenience  had  arisen  from  the  Judge 
having  duties  to  perform  in  the  Admi- 
ralty Courts,  besides  those  which  be- 
longed to  the  Ecclesiastical  Court.  The 
consequence  was,  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  business  in  the  latter  Court  wn 
delayed.  He  agreed  that  there  were 
difficulties  to  contend  with ;  but  thej 
would  arise  more  properly  on  the  latter 
part  of  the  clause.  At  the  scone  time  he 
did  not  think  it  desirable,  when  thej 
wanted  the  best  possible  Judge,  that 
they  should  exclude  the  largest  class  firom 
which  the  selection  could  be  made. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  monk,  in  moving,  as  an  Amend* 
ment,  in  page  2,  line  15,  to  leave 
out  ^'a,"  said,  that  the  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  that,  as  vacancies  oc- 
curred in  the  office  of  Vicar  General 
of  any  of  the  diocesan  Courts  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  the  Judge  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill  should  fill  those 
offices  ex  officio^  in  the  same  way  that  he 
would  become  ex  officio  Judge  of  Jthe 
Court  of  Arches  on  a  vacancy  occumng, 
and  also  ex  officio  Official  Principal  of  the 
Chancery  Court  of  York.  His  proposal 
was  based  upon  a  desire  to  find  a  mode 
of  paying  this  Judge  other  than  through 
the  Common  Fxmd  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  if  what  was  meant  was  that  that 
Judge  should  absorb  the  Diocesan  Courts 
of  England  and  Wales  as  vacancies  arose, 
that  was,  he  thought,  a  very  reasonable 
proposition. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEE8  inferred, 
from  what  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  earlier  in  the  debate, 
that  the  real  object  was  to  abolish  the 
Chancellors  throughout  the  Church  of 
England.  If  that  were  so,  it  was  a  great 
step  which  the  Committee  was  called 
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upon  to  take  by  the  elision  of  the  little 
letter  **  a." 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said, 
that  he  could  not  comprehend  the  pro- 
posal, which,  so  far  as  he  could  under- 
stand it,  would  have  the  effect  of  rolling 
27  gentlemen  into  one.  The  Committee 
were  in  this  difficulty — these  Courts  were 
the  Courts  of  the  Bishops,  who  had  sent 
down  the  Bill  without  any  intimation 
that  they  desired  to  give  them  up,  and  it 
might  very  well  be  that  they  were  of  use 
for  other  purposes,  and  could  not  be  dis- 
pensed with.  It  would  be  a  dangerous 
oourse  to  abolish  them  in  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  by  the  omission  of  the  indefinite 
article. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
wished  to  avoid  any  misconception  that 
might  arise  from  the  fact  that  he,  too,  had 
proposed  to  omit  the  letter  ''  a ; ''  but  his 
reason  was  just  the  opposite  of  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester,  with 
whom  he  did  not  agree.  His  own  Amend- 
ment was  a  consequential  one,  following 
upon  an  Amendment  which  the  House 
had  declined  to  accept,  so  that  it  must 
be  abandoned. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  build  up  a  new 
system  of  ecclesiastical  law,  which  they 
did  not  wish  to  do  by  a  side-wind.  K  the 
Judg^  was  to  be  occupied  by  all  sorts  of 
diocesan,  he  would  not  be  available  for 
his  own  special  business. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  spencer  WALPOLE  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  3,  the  omis- 
sion,  in  line  23,  of  the  Proviso—'*  Such 
Judge  shall  be  ex  officio  an  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioner  for  England."  He  did  so 
because  he  thought  the  duties  of  the  office 
should  be  entirely  of  a  judicial  character, 
and  that  the  Judge  to  be  appointed  should 
not  be  connected  with  any  other  office. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  supported 
the  Amendment,  as  it  was  undesirable  to 
increase  the  number  of  those  who  might 
be  termed  honorary  Members  of  the 
Commission.  He  hoped  that  the  Com- 
mittee, in  accepting  the  proposal,  would 
not  pledge  themselves  to  the  selection  of 
a  "  specialist,"  which  in  an  Ecclesiastical 
Court  was  to  be  avoided. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  hoped  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Recorder  would 
aooept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
willing  to   defer   to  the  general 


opinion  of  the  Committee.  The  Proviso 
had  been  inserted,  because  it  was  thought 
desirable  to  strengthen  the  lay  element 
on  the  Commission. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  remarked  that  the 
lay  Members  were  sufficiently  numerous, 
but  they  hardly  ever  took  part  in  the  de- 
liberations of  the  Commission.  There 
were  already  persons  nominated  specially 
who  were  likely  to  strengthen  the  lay 
element  in  ecclesiastical  procedure,  as 
they  were  persons  of  large  experience. 
Amongst  them  were  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  pages  3  and  4,  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words — 

"  Any  salary  or  omoluments  which  such  Judge 
shall  bo  entitled  to  receive  from  the  said  offices, 
other  than  the  office  of  Judge  under  this  Act, 
shall  be  paid  over  by  him  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  England,  and  all  fees  payable 
in  respect  of  proceedings  before  the  said  Judge 
under  this  Act  ^all  also  be  paid  over  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  shall  pay  to  the  said  Judge  by 
equal  quarterly  payments  such  salary  as  shall  be 
assigned  by  the  Queen,  by  Order  in  Council,  not 
exceeding  the  sum  of  three  thousand  pounds  per 


annum. 


— said,  he  rose  to  make  an  objection  to 
the  paying  the  salary  of  the  Judge  out 
of  the  Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission. He  did  not  think  that,  after  a 
short  time,  the  Judge  would  have  much 
to  do,  at  any  rate,  aJter  a  certain  period 
had  elapsed  from  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
—even  if  he  took  cases  of  immorality, 
which  were  extremely  rare,  and  cases  of 
doctrine,  which  it  was  hoped,  for  the 
peace  of  the  Church,  would  be  also  ex- 
tremely rare  in  the  future ;  but  that  was 
a  secondary  question,  upon  which  he  did 
not  wish  then  to  give  an  opinion.  He 
did  not  ask  the  House  to  give  any 
opinion  as  to  what  ought  to  be  &e  salary 
of  this  Judge,  but  would  rather  that  that 
matter  were  separately  considered.  He 
admitted  that  the  most  efficient  man  pos- 
sible should  be  obtained,  but  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  objection  that  had  been 
made  to  retired  Judges.  Many  retired 
Judges  returned  to  the  Bench,  and  es- 
pecially the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  com- 
monly retired  with  the  view  of  returning 
to  office.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  be 
wise  to  appoint  one  who  already  had  had 
some  experience  of  a  Judge's  functions, 
and  to  select  a  man  whose  decisions 
would  carry  with  them  the  weight  of  the 
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highest  authority.  What,  however,  he 
took  his  stand  on  was,  the  principle  that 
from  whatever  other  source  the  salary  of 
the  Judge  was  to  be  derived,  it  should 
not  come  from  the  Fund  of  the  Commis- 
sion. Let  them  consider  the  objects  with 
which  that  Fund  had  been  established. 
The  whole  plan  of  ecclesiastical  reform 
connected  with  the  re-modeUing  of  the 
Episcopal  incomes,  and  the  great  changes 
introduced  into  the  cathedral  bodies,  de- 
pended on  it,  and  it  had  been  mainly 
established  to  remove  two  prime  evils 
from  the  Church.  One  of  them  was  the 
extreme  poverty  of  certain  benefices — so 
great  that  it  was  difficult  to  get  efficient 
men  to  fill  them;  but,  beyond  that,  there 
was  the  still  greater  mischief  of  a  vast 
population  not  detached  from  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  but  failing  in  active 
connection  with  it  from  the  want  of 
churches  and  pastors.  For  years  states- 
men and  Ministers  of  all  parties  had  co- 
operated in  the  establishment  of  a  suffi- 
cient fund  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
those  great  deficiencies.  There  was  also 
the  providing  of  new  Bishops,  on  the 
necessity  of  which  Bishop  Blomfield 
had  insisted;  and  at  one  time  it  was 
thought  by  some  that,  as  the  Episcopal 
estates  contributed  largely  to  the  Com- 
mon Fund,  a  portion  of  it  might  be 
fitly  devoted  to  the  endowment  of 
new  bishoprics ;  but  the  proposal  was 
opposed,  and  rejected,  on  the  ground 
that  if  the  Fund  were  once  invaded  other 
charges  would  be  imposed  upon  it.  The 
Common  Fund  had  always  been  watched 
by  Parliament  with  the  greatest  jealousy, 
and  the  watclifulness  had  been  main- 
tained down  to  the  present  day.  It  was 
with  astonishment,  therefore,  that  he 
had  hoard  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  make  a  proposal  which  was 
radically  at  variance  with  the  ecclesias- 
tical poHcy  of  the  last  40  years.  He  be- 
lieved that,  with  the  exception  of  £300 
a-year  granted  to  maintain  the  Lambeth 
Library,  there  had  been,  during  the  period 
he  had  mentioned,  no  interference  with 
the  Common  Fund.  Lot  them  look  at  the 
object  of  that  Fund.  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  had  made  use  of  the  Fund 
in  such  a  way  as  to  imlock  private  bene- 
volence for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
income  of  small  benefices.  For  every 
pound,  therefore,  that  would  be  taken 
from  the  Fund  for  the  remuneration  of 
this  important  officer,  two  pounds  would 
be  withdrawn  from  some  of  the  most 
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important  functions  of  the  Church— 
namely,  parochial  duties  among  the  poor. 
Even  a  moderate — ^perhaps  a  too  mode> 
rate — salary  for  this  Judge,  drawn  from 
the  Fund,  meant  the  salaries  of  20,  30, 
or  perhaps  40  of  these  incumbents  and 
curates,  going  among  the  mass  of  ths 
population,  spending  their  time  in  preach- 
ing and  teacfdng  the  young,  in  minister^ 
ing  and  performing  the  services  of  ths 
Church,  and  in  consoHng  the  sick.  In 
short,  such  an  amount  of  good  would  be 
withdrawn  from  these  purposes  that  he 
hoped  the  House  of  Commons  would  be 
induced  not  to  entertain  the  proposaL 
It  was  no  part  of  his  duty  to  sug- 
gest .  the  other  sources  from  whenoe 
the  salary  was  to  come;  but  he  pot 
it  broadly,  that  it  ought  not  to  ocMiie 
from  the  Common  Fund.  He  had 
already  mentioned  three  sources  from 
which  it  might  be  obtained,  evezy  one  of 
which  was  preferable  to  that  proposed. 
The  proposal  of  the  Bill  was  mischievouB 
and  evil  in  itself,  and  if  it  were  once  en- 
tertained, other  claims  would  infallibly 
come  up ;  and  they  would  have  no  op* 
tion  with  regard  to  them,  if  they  now 
made  a  false  step.  He  still  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  agree  to  his  Amendment ;  but,  if 
he  did  not,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  would 
feel  obliged  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it.  He  therefore  begged 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  words  di- 
recting that  the  salary  should  be  paid  by 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 

Me.  RUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  waited  a  few 
minutes  he  would  have  himself  proposed 
this  alteration.  At  an  early  stage  of 
their  proceedings  that  day  he  had  men- 
tioned that  he  had  considerable  doubts 
on  the  point,  and  that  nothing  would 
induce  him  to  trespass  upon  the  Com- 
mon Fund,  imless  he  was  satisfied  that 
every  penny  of  it  would  be  recouped. 
He  thought  the  simplest  plan  would  be 
to  leave  the  new  Judge  as  filling  the 
office  of  the  Judge  of  the  Arches  G>urt, 
the  principal  officer  of  the  Chancery 
Court  of  York,  and  the  Master  of  the 
Faculties ;  and,  until  some  further  legis- 
lation took  place,  he  thought  that  had 
better  remain  so. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
what  was  wanted  was  a  first-rate  Judge, 
and  they  were  going  to  offer  him  a 
situation  in  which  the  salary  would  de- 
pend in  a  great  degree  upon  the  inoome 
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of  offices  not  jet  vacant.  In  other 
words  they  were  offering  him  a  rever- 
sion. If  they  went  into  what  had  been 
called  ''the  Judge  market/'  and  told  a 
man  that  he  would  get  certain  offices 
when  they  were  vacant,  thoy  would  not 
be  likely  to  get  a  good  Judge.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  offer  a  good  salary  for 
that  purpose. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  maintained  that 
there  was  ample  justification  for  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill.  For  how  had  that 
Common  Fund  been  formed?  Out  of 
incomes  taken  from  the  Bishops,  who 
were,  therefore,  no  longer  able  to  meet 
the  expense  of  prosecutions  under  the 
cumbrous  machinery  hitherto  in  use. 
Parliament  had  alienated  the  fund  from 
purposes  of  ecclesiastical  jurisdictioii ; 
and  therefore,  in  justice  to  those  who 
had  made  the  proposal,  this  salary 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  Judge  out  of 
the  Common  Fund. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  where  the 
money  was  to  come  from,  if  not  out  of 
the  fiinds  of  the  Church  of  England? 
He  protested  against  its  coming  from  the 
Common  Fxmd  of  the  country.  It  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  Committee  had 
limited  the  whole  operation  of  the  Bill 
to  members  of  the  so-called  Church  of 
England. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  report  JEVogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Dillwyn.) 

Mb.  DISEAEU  said,  the  question 
was,  when  they  should  meet  again  to 
resume  the  consideration  of  that  Bill  in 
Conmxittee.  It  would  be  convenient  if 
tiiey  could  do  so  that  evening.  There 
were  some  Motions  on  the  Paper  which 
were  interesting,  but  not  of  that  ab- 
sorbing character  which  the  present  Bill 
possessed.  One  of  them,  of  which  Notice 
nad  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Alderman  M* Arthur),  re- 
lated to  the  Fiji  Islands — a  subject  which 
now  very  much  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  Qovemment ;  and  he  did  not  think 
its  discussion  would  be  very  convenient 
at  the  present  moment.  There  were 
seyeral  other  Motions  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men which,  although  he  appreciated 
their  importance,  he  did  not  think  could 
compete  for  a  moment  in  interest  with 
tibiB  oontinuanoe  of  their  labours  on  that 
Bin ;  and,  thereforoi  if  those  hon.  Mem- 


bers would  kindly  give  way  and  assist 
the  House,  he  trusted  that  they  might 
proceed  at  9  o'clock  with  the  Committee, 
and  probably  terminate  it  that  night. 

Mb.  Alderman  W.  M^AETHUE 
said,  that  after  the  very  satisfactory 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  in 
'*  another  place  "  as  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Qovemment  to  yield  to  the  expressed 
wish  of  the  inhabitants  of  Fiji,  and  to 
annex  those  Islands,  ho  did  not  think 
he  would  be  acting  rightly  if  he  did  not 
accede  to  the  appeal  just  made  to  him  by 
the  Prime  Minister. 

Me.  DISEAELI,  while  thanking  the 
hon.  Member  for  yielding  to  his  sug- 
gestion, would  be  sorry  to  obtain  that 
concession  under  anything  like  false 
pretences.  The  hon.  Member  had  cer- 
tainly made  a  communication  to  the 
House  which  his  noble  Colleague  in 
** another  place"  had  not  made  to  him 
(Mr.  Disraeli). 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  this  day. 

And  it  beine  now  five  minutes  to 
seven  of  the  dock,  the  House  suspended 
its  sitting. 

The  House  resxmied  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  dock. 

SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

THE  FIJI  ISLiVXDS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  wished  to  ask.  Whe- 
ther a  day  would  be  given  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Fiji  question  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  Alderman 
W.  M* Arthur)  had  given  way  to  the 
wish  of  the  House ;  but  he  trusted  an 
assurance  would  be  given  that  before 
Parliament  separated,  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  for  discussing  a  ques- 
tion of  so  much  importance. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY:  The 
Government  will  take  care  that  the 
House  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  before  Parliament 
separates. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 
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PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULATION  BILL. 

[Lords.]— [Bill  176.] 

{Mr.  Russell  Guruey.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committoe. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Me.  DILLWYN  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  omission  of  tibe  words 
in  page  4,  from  *' every"  in  line  6,  to 
''vacant"  in  lino  10,  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  upon  what  grounds  it  was 
proposed  to  revise  tests  for  appointments 
to  offices.  Such  a  proviso  only  cast  a 
slur  upon  the  Judge.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  any  Judge  who  might 
be  appointed,  whether  Churchman, 
Dissenter,  or  Eoman  Catholic,  would  be 
impartial.  A  Churchman,  might,  in- 
deed, sympathize  with  one  of  the  parties 
in  the  Church,  and  it  could  with  some 
reason  be  argued  that  greater  impartia- 
lity might  be  looked  for  in  a  Dissenter 
or  Roman  Catholic.  He  thought  they 
were  all  agreed  as  to  the  importance  of 
appointing  the  best  possible  man  as  the 
Judge,  but  for  his  part  he  would  rather 
have  seen  a  full-blown  Judge  than  one 
selected  by  the  Archbishop.  He  wished 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder,  if  he  had  any  reason  for  re- 
quiring that  declaration  to  be  made? 
However,  whether  they  appointed  a 
Churchman,  Dissenter,  or  Roman  Catho- 
lic Judge,  he  hoped  they  would  be  able 
to  secure  as  good  Judges  in  future  as 
those  now  on  the  Bench. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  **  Every,"  in 
line  6,  to  the  word  **  vacant,"  in  Ime  10, 
both  inclusive." — [Mr.  Dillwyn.) 

Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  words  *  Evcrj-  iHsreon  appointed  to 
be  a  judge  under  this  Act  shall  be  a  member  of 
the  Church  of  England'  stand  part  of  the 
Ckuse." 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  begged 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  to  recol- 
lect that  the  individual  to  be  appointed 
Judge  must  bo  tlie  Dean  of  Arches  and 
Master  of  Faculties — the  alter  ego  of  the 
Archbishop.  He  was  to  represent  the 
Church  of  England  in  all  her  judicial 
functions  as  the  substitute,  deputy,  and 
assessor  of  the  two  Primates.  He  there- 
fore hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
satisfied  with  having  spoken  to  his 
Amendment,  and  womd  not  divide  the 


Committee  on  a  proposal  so  preposte- 
rous. They  might  far  more  reasonably 
propose  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  shoold 
be  a  Roman  Catholic. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  trusted  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Recorder  would  consider 
whether  it  was  not  absolutely  certain 
that  the  two  Archbishops  would  appoint 
a  member  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
hold  the  office.  To  suppose  that  the 
two  Archbishops  would  appoint  anybody 
not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England 
was  really  to  imagine  something  too  pre- 
posterous. Was  it  therefore  worth 
while  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  a  daiue 
of  that  description,  when  hon.  Memben 
opposite  had  fully  acknowledged  that 
Judges  of  all  denominations  were  per- 
fectly impartial  ?  He  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  was  quite  justified  in  raising  the 
question,  because  it  was  undesirable  to 
introduce  an  invidious  clause  into  the 
Bill.  He  thought  no  one  in  that  Hoose 
would  wish  that  the  appointment  should 
be  held  by  anybody  who  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Church  of  England.  They 
ought  not  to  depart  from  the  broad 
ground  of  the  National  Church,  which 
was  the  strong  ground  ui>on  which  the 
Bill  rested.  He  was  opposed  to  intro- 
ducing new  tests  injudicial  appointments 
at  that  time  of  day. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  would  not 
press  his  Amendment.  The  question 
was  already  practically  decided,  as  the 
Judge  must  be  Master  of  the  Faculties 
and  hold  certain  other  offices  which  un- 
doubtedly would  be  held  only  by  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Church  of  England.  Besides, 
he  felt  they  ought  to  conciliate  the  clergy 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  It  was  omj 
right  that  the  individual  who  was  to  be 
considered  the  judge  of  their  conduct 
should  be  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England ;  and  if  that  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee,  they  should  have  the 
courage  to  say  so. 

Sir  WEjLIAM  HARCOUET  also 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. K  the  Bill  wont  forth  to  the 
public  with  the  assumption  that  the 
Judge  might  or  might  not  be  a  Noncon- 
formist, it  would  not  work. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  that 
the  Dean  of  Arches  and  Master  of  the 
Faculties  would  be  obliged  to  sign  a  de- 
claration that  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Church  of  England. 
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Mb.  OOSOHEN  thought  there  were 
ample  securities  in  the  Bill  that  the 
Ju<^  to  be  appointed  should  belong  to 
the  Church  of  England,  without  the  use 
of  those  words.  What  he  objected  to 
was  the  introduction  of  a  new  test  into 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  MOWBEAY  hoped  they  would 
get  through  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
to-night ;  but  with  that  view,  it  was  very 
desirable  that  their  time  should  not  be 
taken  up  with  unnecessary  discussion. 

Sib  HARCOUET  JOHNSTONE  sup- 
ported the  Amendment.  If  those  words 
were  retained,  the  obvious  inference 
would  be  that  the  Church  was  resolved 
to  carry  things  her  own  way,  in  confor- 
mity with  the  views  of  the  small  sect  to 
which,  in  his  opinion,  she  would  be  re- 
duced in  a  few  years'  time.  He  thought 
that  as  the  Imperial  Court  of  Appeal  did 
not  necessarily  consist  of  Churchmen,  it 
was  absurd  to  require  that  the  Judge  of 
the  Court  of  First  Instance  should  be  a 
Churchman. 

Mb.  WALTER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Sir  Harcourt  Johnstone)  seemed  to  for- 

fet  that  there  was  a  great  distinction 
etween  the  Judge  who  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed and  the  Privy  Council  or  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  This  Judge  would 
take  the  place  of  some  Ecclesiastical 
Judge.  He  was  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church,  and  would  pos- 
sess a  distinctly  ecclesiastical  character 
as  a  Judge.  But  the  Court  of  Appeal 
was  in  no  sense  an  ecclesiastical  tri- 
bunal. It  was  the  highest  Court  in  the 
land ;  the  Judges  were  paid  out  of  the 
national  Revenue,  and  their  position 
was  not  at  all  similar  to  that  of  the 
Judg^,  whose  quality  and  condition  they 
were  now  discussing.  He,  for  one,  re- 
gretted that  it  was  necessary  to  insert 
words  of  such  a  questionable  nature  in 
the  clause ;  he  lamented  it  as  a  disagree- 
able necessity ;  but  when  it  was  proposed 
to  strike  them  out,  he  felt  how  neces- 
sary it  was  to  retain  them.  It  would  be 
obviously  impossible  for  any  one  not  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Archbishop  as  an  Ec- 
clesiastical Judge,  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church,  and  for  that 
reason  he  could  see  no  reasonable  ob- 
jection to  the  words  being  retained. 

Mb,  HUBBARD  said,  as  this  Judge 
would  be  the  only  Ecclesiastical  Judge 
Jfitt,  and  he  was  to  deal  only  with  the 


afiEairs  of  the  Church  of  England,  it  was 
asking  for  more  than  liberty  for  Dis- 
senters to  strike  out  the  words ;  it  was 
simply  doing  violence  to  the  feelings  of 
the  der^.      ^^^ 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  the  question 
was  not  settled  what  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  England  was.  It  was  a  very 
important  question,  and  one  that  would 
have  to  be  settled  before  long,  for  there 
was  more  difference  between  Churchmen 
than  between  them  and  Dissenters.  He 
believed  the  Bill  to  be  a  bad  Bill,  and 
wished  to  make  it  as  little  objectionable 
as  possible. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  114; 
Noes  32  :  Majority  82. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  be  agreed  to." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  so  anxious  that  the  Bill  should 
pass  that  he  had  put  no  Amendments  on 
the  Paper;  but  he  had  always  enter- 
tained a  strong  opinion  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  this  Judge  by  any  other  autho- 
rity than  the  supreme  authority  in  this 
country,  the  Head  of  the  Church — that 
was  the  Crown.  He  would  now  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  to  con- 
sider the  question  before  the  Report; 
and  he  would  put  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  providing  that  the  nomination  of 
this  Judge  should  be  in  the  Crown. 
Most  of  them  had  in  various  capacities 
solemnly  declared  their  adherence  to  the 
principle,  that  the  Sovereign  of  these 
Realms  was  in  all  causes,  ecclesiastical  as 
well  as  civil,  in  these  Her  Dominions  su- 
preme. He  thought  that  it  would  be 
most  mischievous  and  dangerous  to  en- 
courage the  idea  that  there  was  any 
difference  between  causes  ecclesiastical 
and  civil  as  regarded  their  mode  of  treat- 
ment. The  responsibility  of  such  an 
appointment  as  the  one  in  question 
ought  to  rest  on  the  Sovereign  xmder 
the  advice  of  her  responsible  Ministers, 
and  the  proposal  was  in  no  way  incon- 
sistent with  the  vote  at  which  they  had 
arrived,  while  it  would  avoid  the  scandal 
which  would  ensue  if  the  appointment 
were  left  in  abeyance,  owing  to  the  two 
Archbishops  not  being  able  to  agree  upon 
an  appointment.  He  therefore  gave 
Notice  that  on  the  bringing  up  of  the 
Report  he  should  move  an  Amendment 
to  that  effect. 
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Mb.  GATHOBNE  HAEDY  said,  he  tionlar  yiews,  and  might  override  the 

did  not  propose  to  discuss  the  Notice  wishes  of  his  Colleagues,  of  the  HouBe 

then,  but  he  altogether  protested  against  of  Commons,  and  of  the  country,  whereas 

his  hon.   and    learned  Friend  using  a  they  would  obtain  a  better  security  by 

term  in  respect  to  Her  Majesty  which  leaving  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the 

had  been  refused  by  Queen  Mizabeth  Archbishop. 

and  had  never  been  employed  since  her  Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  would  ven- 

time,  except  by  Queen  Anne.    Her  Ma-  ture  to    remind    the  Committee,    that 

jesty  was  not  the  head  of  the  Church  of  there  was  plenty  to  be  done  without  now 

England.  discussing  a  proposal  which   must  be 

Sib  WILLIAM    HARCOUET  said,  fully  debated  on  the  Report. 

Her  Majesty  was  in  terms  of  the  statute  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

of  the  1st  of  Elizabeth   ''Supreme  Go-  Clause    8  (Representation    by  areh- 

vemor  of   the    Church,"   a    distnction  deacon,  rural  dean,   churchwarden,  or 

which  ho  confessed  was  of  a  somewhat  parishioners.) 

feminine  character.     Ho  would,  how-  ^^  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  moved,  as 

ever    correct  his  phrase,  and  say  that  an  Amendment,  in  page  4,  Hne  13,  to 

the  Supreme  Governor  of  the  Church  ^^^^^  ^^^  .,  ^^^^^  ruraf"to  -  deanery," 

was  the  proper  person  to  appomt  this  in  the  next  line.    Ho  thought  it  advisable 

ecclesiastical  J^^^  that  the  rural  dean  should  be  exempted 

Mr.  HORSMAN  differed  entirely  from  ^^^  ^^^  ^^          ^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^  ^^^^ 

the  hon    and  learned  Gentleman  who  and  elevated  official  Hke  the  Archdeacon, 

had  just  spoken.     If  this  appointment  ^^^    ^^^     ^       .,„^    -^^^^             ^  ^ 

devolved  upon  the  Crown,   eveiybody  brother  clergymen, 

knew  that  it  would  be  made  by  the  ^^    ASSHETON  CROSS    said,  he 

Prime  Mimster,  and  would  therefore  be  j^     ^^  ^^  Amendment  would  be  adopted, 

a  political  appointment.     Suppose  they  rphe  effect  of  the  retention  of  rural  /eans 

took  a  case-not  at  aU  a  probable  one  in  the  BiU  would  be  to  create  distinctions 

for  some  years  to  come-that  they  had  a  between  rural  deans  and  neighbouring 

Ritualistic    Pnme    Minister,    who    de-  clergymen,  which,  in  fact,  did  not  eidst 

nounced  the  Act  of   Uniformity,   who  .°''        '      ,           .  , 

threw  discredit  on  the  Reformation,  who  Amendment  agreed  to, 

endeavoured  by  placing  Resolutions  on  Lord  HENRY  SCOTT  moved,  as  an 
the  Table — ["Oh,  oh!"]  Hon.  Gen-  Amendment,  that  the  words  **  the  chuich- 
tlemen  called  **  Oh  "  because  they  im-  wardens,"  should  be  substituted  for  tbo 
mediately  recognized  the  probability  of  words  "a  churchwarden,"  in  line  14. 
what  ho  was  suggesting.  Supposing  It  ought  not,  he  thought,  to  be  in  the 
they  had  a  Prime  Minister  who  ondea-  power  of  one  person  to  disturb  a  parish 
voured  to  obtain  absolute  impunity  for  or  district  by  the  adoption  of  legal  pro- 
the  most  ingenious,  audacious,  and  un-  ceedings  under  the  Bill, 
scrupulous  persona — for  those  who  went  Mr.  GOSCHEN  pointed  out  that  to 
further  than  any  one  at  the  present  mo-  adopt  the  Amendment  would  be  in  effect 
ment  had  ventured  to  go  in  undermining  to  defeat  the  object  of  the  Bill.  Could 
the  religion  of  the  country.  What  it  be  expected  that  the  vicar's  church- 
would  be  the  result  ?  It  was  not  till  the  warden  would  take  proceedings  against 
time  of  Lord  Aberdeen  that  Letters  of  the  vicar  ? 

] business  were  again  issued  to  Convoca-  Loud  JOHN  MANNERS  hoped  that 

tion,  and  it  was  owing  to  that  action  on  the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed, 

tlio  part  of  a  Prime  Minister  that  Con-  Coix)nel  BARTTELOT  observed  that 

vocation  once  more  became  a  difficulty  in  some  parishes    there  was  but  one 

in  the  way  of  Parliament.     They  had  churchwarden.     In  such  districts,  if  the 

already    folt    very    strongly    the    mis-  Amendment  wore  adopted,  the  Bill  would 

chievous  effects  of  this  revival,  and  they  bo  inoperative. 

had  just  escaped    the   danger  arising  Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  as  the 

from  the  fact  that  a  member  of  the  Bill  stood  a  churchwarden  of  what  he 

Liberal  Party  had  proposed  Resolutions  might  call  tlio  mother  parish,  in  which 

which  amounted  in  effect  to  a  complete  parish  there  were  several  districts  and 

revolution.     A  Ritualistic  Prime  Mini-  several  churches,  might  take  x)roccedine8 

ster  might  make  the  appointment  of  this  which  would  affect  all  the  churches  m 

Judge  in  accordance  with  his  own  par-  the  district.    That  was  not  a  provision 
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whioh  he  thought  the  Oommittee  ought 
to  approve. 

Mb.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  referred  his 
hon.  Friend  who  last  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  Interpretation  Clause,  by 
which  it  was  made  clear  that  a  church- 
warden— ^whether  of  the  mother  church 
of  a  pansh  or  of  a  district  in  the  parish — 
could  only  by  any  action  he  took  affect 
the  particular  district  in  respect  of  which 
he  had  been  selected  or  elected. 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  opposed 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGE88EN 
said,  that  although  he  was  no  friend  to 
the  Bill,  he  could  not  be  a  party  to  any- 
thing which  would  make  it  unworkable, 
as  he  believed  that  Amendment  would  do. 

Mb.  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  thought  a 
definition  of  churchwarden  should  be  in- 
serted in  the  Interpretation  Clause. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  that  what  they 
wished  was  not  to  give  too  much  power 
to  one  churchwarden.  Kmore  than  one 
were  necessary  to  make  a  complaint, 
unless  the  two  agreed  nothing  could  be 
done.  He  thought  the  Amendment,  if 
carried,  would  tend  to  prevent  Htigation. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  TORRENS  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  4,  line  14,  to  leave  out 
"three,"  and  insert  ** twelve."  He 
thought  three  was  too  small  a  number 
of  parishioners  entitled  to  take  steps  to 
put  the  machinery  of  the  Bill  into  opera- 
tion. 

Sib  henry  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
also  thought  three  far  too  small  for 
large  parishes.  He  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  as  to 
whether  he  could  not  introduce  some 
Amendment  on  the  Report,  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  sliding  scale,  so  that  an  in- 
cumbent might  be  secure  against  vexa- 
tious interference. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  not  alter  the  number  of 
parishioners  named  in  the  Bill.  The 
general  principle  of  law  was  that  any 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  were  entitled 
to  complain  of  a  breach  of  the  law ;  but, 
seeing  that  three  was  the  number  fixed 
by  the  other  House,  and  that  there  was 
no  particular  reason  why  they  should 
take  one  number  more  than  another, 
lie  was  content  to  abide  by  it,  inas- 
BUioh  as  it  gave  some  security  against 
indiTidoal  malignity. 


Mb.  BEBESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to 
substitute  **six"  for  ** three;"  but  as 
three  had  come  down  from  the  other 
House,  he  should  not  try  to  disturb  it. 
He  should,  however,  like  to  have  some 
guarantee  that  the  three  parishioners 
^ould  be  substantial  men,  and  not  men 
of  straw.  He  would  therefore  give  No- 
tice of  his  intention  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  parishioners 
should  have  resided  in  the  parish  for  at 
least  12  months. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  suggested  that  the 
number  should  be  *'tlupee  or  more."  As 
security  for  the  payment  of  costs  had  to 
be  given  when  required,  he  thought  it 
should  be  left  open  for  the  number  of 
persons  instituting  proceedings  to  be 
more  than  three,  if  tiiought  necessary, 
in  order  to  distribute  the  liability  to  pay 
costs.  He  should  therefore  move,  in  the 
proper  place,  to  insert  the  words  **  or 
more  "  after  the  word  "  three." 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  did  not  see  any 
necessity  for  those  words.  He  thought 
they  would  tend  to  cast  a  reflection  upon 
the  three  people  who  were  willing  to 
make  the  representation,  and  for  that 
reason,  he  thought  the  Committee  ought 
to  adhere  to  the  number  **  three." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  should  ad- 
here to  the  words  he  had  proposed. 
Their  insertion  could  not  do  any  possible 
harm,  and  ho  should  like  to  hear  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  upon  them. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
certainly  intended  to  adhere  to  the  word 
"three."  First  of  all,  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  *'one"  was  inserted; 
but  the  question  was  submitted  to  Con- 
vocation, and  they  altered  the  number 
to  **  three,"  and  they  did  not  insist 
upon  resident  householders. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE    supported    the 

Proposal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
[ember  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschon).  He  thought  the  insertion  of 
the  proposed  words  very  important. 

Mr.  a.  EGERTON  hoped  that  the 
proposed  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  contended  that  by 
the  Bill  the  number  of  parishioners  was 
not  limited  to  three.  It  simply  proposed 
that  three  should  be  the  minimum. 

Mr.  DODSON  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  do  well  to  adopt  the  dause 
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as  it  stood.  Under  the  Ohuroli  Disci- 
pline Act  of  1840  the  words  used  were 
**any  party,"  which  might  mean  any- 
body. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  14,  to  insert  after  "  three," 
the  words  *'  or  more." 

Mr.  GATHGENE  HARDY  said,  that 
he  thought  the  words  were  quite  im- 
necessary. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  thought 
that  the  words  would  do  no  harm,  out 
certainly  they  would  do  no  good. 

Mr.  ASSHETGN  CEGSS  said,  any 
hon.  Member  who  acted  as  a  magistrate 
at  quarter  sessions  must  have  noticed 
how  memorials  were  got  up  in  every 
parish,  and  the  same  course  might  be 
adopted  in  this  case.  He  hoped  the 
number  "  three  "  would  be  adhered  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mr.  BEEESFGED  HOPE  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  line  15,  after 
*' parish"  to  insert— 

**and  who  havo  been  resident  householders 
in  the  parish  during  at  least  the  last  preceding 
twelve  months.'* 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  asked, 
why  they  were  to  be  householders.  Very 
often  the  curate  was  not  a  householder. 
Why  was  a  parishioner  to  be  disqualified 
because  he  was  a  lodger  ? 

Mr.  PELL  said,  he  could  have  un- 
derstood the  Amendment,  if  it  had  pro- 
vided that  the  man  should  be  a  resident 
worshipper. 

Mr.  OA'WTjEY  said,  the  Committee 
had  already  decided  that  the  man  should 
be  a  parishioner,  and  that  was  enough. 

Mr.  BEEESFGED  HOPE  said, 
he  should  heartily  prefer  the  word 
*' worshipper"  to  **  householder."  No 
doubt,  a  lodger  might  be  as  good  a  man 
as  a  householder,  and  a  man  might  be  a 
good  man  although  he  slept  in  Hyde 
Park.  He  only  followed  the  analogy  of 
our  Constitution,  which  made  a  house- 
holder an  elector. 

Mr.  ASSHETGN  CEGSS  would  re- 
mind his  hon.  Friend  that  there  was  a 
lodger  as  well  as  a  household  franchise. 
All  they  wanted  was  the  guarantee  that 
the  persons  complaining  were  hond  fide 
parishioners,  and  he  thought  they  had 
that  in  the  ^*  12  months'  residence." 

Mr.  BEEESFGED  HGPE  said,  that 
was  true  of  boroughs,  but  there  was  no 
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lodger  franchise  for  oonntieB.  As  tha 
clause  stood,  the  three  paiishionen 
might  be  one  strong  man  and  two 
'^  dummies."  They  might  be  a  man  and 
his  two  sons  or  servants.  He  wanted 
three  independent  opinions. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  BEEESFGED  HOPE  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  line  15,  to  leave 
out  the  words  '*  rural  deanery." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  wait,  in  moving  an  Amendment, 
said,  he  did  so  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
effect  to  the  Eesolution  to  whi<m  the 
Committee  had  come  during  the  morn- 
ing sitting,  bringing  cathei&als  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  He  proposed  that 
the  requisition  of  three  inhabitants  of 
the  diocese,  addressed  to  the  BiBhop, 
should  have  the  same  effect  as  the  re- 
quisition of  three  parishioners  in  the 
case  of  a  parish  church. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  17,  after  the  word  "  provided," 
to  insert  the  words  **  or  in  case  of  cathednla, 
any  three  inhabitants  of  the  diocese  who  havi 
signed  and  transmitted  to  the  bishop  unda*  their 
hands  the  declaration  contained  in  Schedule  A 
under  this  Act,  and  who  cither  have,  and  far 
one  year  next  beforo  taking  any  proceeding 
under  this  Act  have  had  their  usual  place  at 
abode  in  the  diocese  within  which  the  cathednl 
is  situated." — (Mr,  Wait.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  wordf 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BEEESFGED  HOPE  trusted 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oloa- 
cester  (Mr.  Wait)  would  not  press  the 
Amendment,  as  the  question  of  the 
cathedrals  would  be  gone  into  on  the 
16th  clause. 

Sill  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  the  Committee  having  determined 
that  ** cathedral"  meant  ** church"  in 
the  Interpretation  Clause,  it  would  be 
entirely  inconsistent  with  their  recent 
decision  to  insert  cathedrals  in  the  dause. 
If  the  proposed  Amendment  were  made, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  retaining 
the  16th  clause. 

Mr.  ASSHETGN  CEGSS  said,  theze 
was  no  doubt  the  1 6th  clause  had  been 
put  into  the  Bill  on  the  understanding 
that  cathedrals  were  to  be  dealt  with 
separately,  but  the  alteration  now  af- 
fected in  Clause  8  rendered  it  necessary 
that  they  should  be  regarded  merely  as 
larger  churches.  He  always  looked  upon 
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the  cathedral  as  the  mother  ohuroh  of 
the  diocese — the  church  which  set  the 
example  to  all  the  parish  churches — and 
therefore  every  parishioner  within  the 
diocese  was  interested  in  seeing  that  the 
services  there  were  properly  conducted. 
Moreover,  *  *  three  resident  parishioners, ' ' 
who  would  bo  liable  to  costs,  gave  ample 
security  that  they  would  not  interfere 
without  soHd  grounds. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, the  omission  in  line  3  of  the  word 
"either." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  proposed 
Amendment  amended  accordingly. 

Sir  HENEY  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
said,  he  objected  to  the  omission  of 
Clause  16  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oxford. 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  also  ob- 
jected against  juggling  away  their  deter- 
mination as  suggested  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  clause, 
having  been  constructed  upon  the  basis 
of  non-application  to  cathedrals,  would 
be  impeifect  if  it  remained  as  it  was.  It 
should  be  amended,  either  to  include  or 
exclude  them.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Eecorder  to  state 
how  he  regarded  the  question — whether 
as  the  clause  was  now  altered  it  placed 
cathedrals  and  other  churches  upon  the 
same  footing  ? 

Mb.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  the 
question  had  come  upon  him  by  surprise, 
and  any  other  Member  of  the  Commit- 
tee was  competent  as  he  to  interpret  the 
provision.  He  thought,  however,  the 
oifficulty  might  be  removed,  when  they 
reached  the  1 6th  clause. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  considered  that  the 
dause  did  not  apply  to  cathedrals. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IBELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  supposed  that 
there  were  cathedrals  in  England  as  in 
Ireland  which  were  parish  churches. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  the  clause 
as  it  stood  could  not  affect  cathedrals, 
inasmuch  as  neither  the  archdeacon,  the 
rural  dean,  or  the  churchwardens — the 
persons  through  whom '  the  complaint 
was  to  be  made  —  had  ever  had  any 
jnrisdiction  over  cathedrals,  which  were 
in  their  nature  ''peculiar.''  He  sug- 
gested that  they  should,  after  the  word 
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'^  church,"  insert  the  words  "  other  than 
a  cathedral." 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  had  been  in  a 
cathedral  when  150  banns  of  marriage 
were  published ;  there  could  be  no  doubt 
therefore  that  that  was  a  parish  church. 
As  the  Bill  was  drawn,  it  was  intended 
to  exempt  cathedrals ;  but  the  Commit- 
tee had  now  decided  that  cathedral 
churches  should  not  be  exempted. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  suggested  that 
the  clause  should  be  restored  to  its  ori- 
ginal shape. 

Question  put, 

'*  That  the  words '  or  in  case  of  cathedrals, 
any  three  inhabitants  of  the  diocese  who  have 
signed  and  transmitted  to  the  bishop  under 
their  hands  the  declaration  contained  m  Sche- 
dule A  under  this  Act,  and  who  have,  and  for 
one  year  next  before  taking  any  proceeding 
under  this  Act  have  had  their  iisual  place  of 
abode  in  the  diocese  within  which  the  cathedral 
is  situated'  bo  inserted  after  the  word  'pro- 
vided,* in  line  17." 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  238  ; 
Noes  57  :  Majority  181. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY,  in  mov- 
ing, as  an  Amendment,  in  page  4,  line 
19,  after  the  word  "made,^'  to  insert 
'*  during  the  incumbency  of  the  incum- 
bent,'' said,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
alterations  or  additions  made  without  a 
faculty  during  that  period. 

Mr.  GLAI)ST0NE  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Eecorder  ought 
to  take  the  initiative  in  proposing  that 
the  Bill  should  be  made  appHc^le  to 
illegal  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Bishops, 
as  weU  as  to  offences  committed  by  in- 
cumbents. The  Bill  had  not  the  slightest 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Bishops 
in  the  performance  of  Divine  Service. 
He  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  in  every  parish  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  had  the  right  to  be  minister 
whenever,  and  as  often  as  he  pleased,  to 
the  extent  even  of  setting  the  incumbent 
aside.  That  being  the  case,  it  seemed 
to  liim  highly  inexpedient,  especially  in 
the  case  of  a  Bill  framed  imder  episcopal 
sanction,  and  which  had  for  its  object  to 
establish  legality  in  too  bare  and  naked 
a  form,  that  an  immunity  so  imnecessary 
and  so  useless  should  be  established  on 
behalf  of  the  Bishops  themselves.  That 
immunity  would  be  at  once  invidious 
and  unnecessary.  He  woidd  not  him- 
self bring  forward  a  proposal  on  the 
subject,  as  if  he  did  so,  he  would  pro- 
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bably  bo  met  with  the  objection  that 
there  was  no  jnachineiy  to  carry  it  out, 
and  that  it  would  impede  the  progress 
of  the  Bill ;  but  he  diought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Becorder  ought  to  take 
the  matter  up  and  endeavour  to  remedy, 
if  possible,  the  imperfection  to  which  he 
had  referred. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was 
essential  that  the  Bishops  should  act  in 
conformity  with  the  law ;  but  as  the  Bill 
stood,  they  might  stop  the  very  proceed- 
ings they  had  initiated.  He  hoped  words 
would  be  inserted  requiring  that  notice 
should  be  given  to  the  parishioners  of 
an  intention  to  apply  for  an  order  to  alter 
tlie  fabric  of  the  church. 

Mr.  a.  mills  pointed  out  that  the 
discussion  was  wandering  from  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Motion.  The  time  might 
arrive  when  words  relating  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Bishop  might  be  inserted  ;  but  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  made  liad 
no  reference  to  that  question. 

Mr.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  that 
by  the  common  law  of  the  Church,  the 
fabric  of  the  churcli  was  in  the  hands 
not  of  the  incumbent,  but  of  the 
churchwardens,  with  an  exception  as 
to  the  chancel  in  the  case  of  a  rec- 
tory ;  and  the  clause,  in  a  very  quiet 
way,  introduced  quite  a  new  prin- 
ciple, by  making  the  incumbent  respon- 
sible where  he  had  not  been  so  before. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  words  *^  and 
by  his  direction"  should  be  added  to 
those  proposed  to  be  inserted.  The  in- 
cumbent would  then  be  liable  and  punish- 
able for  any  illegality  of  which  he 
might  bo  guilty,  but  not  for  the  acts  of 
others. 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  expressed 
agreement  with  the  last  speaker. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
ho  could  not  see  why  additions  to  the 
fabric  of  the  ohurcli,  ornaments,  or 
alterations  of  any  kind  should  be  con- 
tinued if  they  were  illegal.  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder 
would  leave  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  CORDES  th(jught  the  church- 
wardens, and  not  the  incumbent,  should 
be  made  responsible  for  any  illegality 
with  regard  to  the  fabric  or  the  fur- 
niture. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  that  according 
to  the  proposed  Amendment,  parishes 
would  have  now  power  to  take  proceed- 
ings with  respect  to  anything  done  before 
a  specified  time,  and  he  did  not  think 
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that  such  a  provision  was  in  acoardsnce 
with  the  spirit  or  object  of  the  mea- 
sure 

Mb.  CAWLEY  said,  the  real  offender 
ought  to  be  dealt  with,  and,  as  the  light 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  mads 
a  mistake  in  making  his  propositioii, 
he  (Mr.  Cawley)  should  vote  against  it 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  it  was  fordgn 
to  the  intention  of  llie  Bill  to  amend  the 
clause  in  the  manner  proposed.  The 
second  and  third  sub-sections  limited 
proceeding  to  offences  which  had  been 
committed  within  a  limited  time,  and  if 
the  third  sub-section  were  amended  in 
the  way  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  there  would  practi- 
cally be  no  remedy  in  certain  cases,  be- 
cause the  irregularity  might  have  existed 
for  10  or  20  years,  and  it  would  include 
a  number  of  things  perfectly  legal  and 
proper.  It  would  enable  any  three  per- 
sons to  complain  of  matters  which  had 
occurred  during  the  previous  incum- 
bency, and  with  which  the  present  in- 
cumbent had  nothing  to  do.  That  must 
be  vexatious  in  the  extreme. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said,  it 
was  quite  clear  that  the  incumbent  was 
^'  the  person  "  intended  to  be  punished, 
for  he  was  "  the  person  "  who  would  be 
made  responsible  by  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Becorder.  That 
proposal  would  allow  any  person  to 
raise  a  complaint  of  a  thing  as  an  ille- 
gality although  it  was  of  the  g^reatest 
possible  benefit  to  a  church.  He  did  not 
object  to  some  limit  of  time  as  to  altera- 
tions of  a  church ;  but  he  asked  anyone 
who  had  been  connected  with  alterations 
in  churches,  whether  the  Bishop  had  not 
been  only  too  glad  if  people  would  at- 
tempt to  alter  a  church  without  asking 
for  faculties?  AVhen  things  were  not 
illegal,  it  was  monstrous  that  anybody 
should  be  allowed  to  raise  what  might 
prove  to  be  a  vexatious  litigation  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  pointe<l  out  that 
the  Amendment  went  beyond  the  matter 
of  illegalities  aimed  at  by  the  Bill,  to  a 
branch  of  the  existing  Ecclesiastical  Law 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  these  ille- 
galities, and  recommended  that  the  ope- 
ration of  the  clause  should  be  confined 
throughout  to  the  latter.  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Becorder 
would  give  effect  to  that  view,  so  as  to 
keep  the  clause  in  conformity  with  the 
purpose  of  the  Bill .    A  faculty,  however. 
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oonld  not  be  had  withont  a  fee,  bat  if 
there  was  no  fiind  out  of  which  to  pay  the 
fee,  there  would  be  a  great  difficulty  in 
getting  a  faculty. 

Lord  HENET  SCOTT  agreed  in  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich.  He  objected 
to  the  KOpe  of  the  Amendment. 

Six  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  eaid, 
that  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  pre- 
Tent  an  incumbent  irom  putting  up  a 
liifh  altar  in  place  of  a  Communion 
table,  and  therefore  he  did  not  think  the 
Am^idment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
neoessarr. 

Ma.  GATHORNE  HARDY  sug- 
gested that  the  desired  object  would  be 
obtained  by  making  the  clause  read  ' '  fa- 
brica,  ornaments,  or  furniture  forbidden 
by  law." 

Ma.  CHILDEB8  said,  that  instead 
of  the  proposed  Amendment,  he  would 
more  that  the  clause  be  so  amended  as 
to  read,  "  any  alteration  in,  or  addition 
to  the  fabric,  ornaments,  or  furniture 
thereof,  forbidden  by  law." 

Mb.  SIT88ELL  GURNET  thouffht 
it  Tery  undesirable  to  exclude  fabrics 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Ha.  DODSOX  su^sted  that  the 
difficulty  might  be  met  by  an  alteration 
of  the  wording  of  the  section  in  ques- 
tion, so  as  to  lay  open  to  proceeings 
any  alteration  or  addition  to  the  fabric 
or  furniture  that  might  have  been  unlaw- 
fully made,  or  any  decoration  forbidden 
by  law.  

The  ATTOHNET  GENERAL  fob 
HtBIiAND  (Dr.  Ball)  maintained  that 
the  etaoBe  ought  to  be  without  limitation 
aa  to  the  incumbency  of  any  particular 
inoombent,  and  should  be  guarded  by 
the  introduction  of  the  words  "  for- 
bidden by  law  "  or  "  unlawfuUy  made." 

Me.  RUSSELL  GUENBY  said,  he 
would  be  glad  to  adopt  the  words  "  un- 
lawfully made." 

Amendment  (Jfr.  RusttU  Gurntg),  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 
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,t  {Ifr.Child^t)  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Childebs, 
Amflsdment  made  in  page  A,  line  20,  by 
striking  out -the  words  "without  a  fa- 
cnlW  from  the  ordinaiy  authorizing  or 
oonfiiming  such  alteration  or  addition." 

Ma.  BERESFOED  HOPE  moved  as 
as  Amendment,  in  page  4,  line  23,  to 
laare  out  "twelve,"  and  insert  "six." 
Be  did  so,  because  bethought itwould 


be  advantageous  to  substitute  six  months 
for  12,  as  &e  time  within  w4uch  there- 
presentation  should  be  made.  If  the 
archdeacon,  churchwarden,  or  three  pa- 
riahioners,  had  not  found  out  the  unlaw- 
ful ornament  within  six  months,  Uiey 
ought  to  have  no  right  to  prosecute  the 
incumbent. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  sii 
months  would  not  be  sufficient,  because 
the  archdeacon  ought  to  have  time  to  re- 
ceive information. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  line  26,  to  insert  after 
"Church  or"  the  following  words — 
"  neglected  to  use  any  prescribed  orna- 
ment or  vesture." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  26,  after  the  word  "church,"  to 
insert  ih&  words  "  or  neglected  to  use 
any  prescribed  ornament  or  vesture." — 
{Mr.  Huhhard.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he 
must  decidedly  oppose  the  Amendment 
as  unnecessaiy. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  150; 
Noes  125  ;  Majority  25. 

Mr.  COWPER-TEMPLE,  who  had 
to  move  the  next  Amendment  upon 
the  Paper,  said,  it  was  hopeless  to  ex- 
pect that  its  discussion  could  be  con- 
cluded at  that  sitting,  and,  as  it  would 
be  inconvenient  to  adjourn  in  the  middle 
of  the  discussion,  he  should  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr, 
CotepeT'  Temple. ) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  should  be 
happy  to  give  every  possible  facility  for 
the  discnssionof  the  Bill,  but  he  thought 
it  was  a  rather  early  hour—twenty 
minutes  to  one — fo  report  Progress. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  go  on 
for  another  hour  before  reporting  Pro- 
gress. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  of  some  importance,  and  it 
was  quite  plain  that  nothing  would  be 
gained  by  commencing  a  discussion 
upon  it,  unless  there  was  a  prospect  of 
completing  it.    He  was  very  desirous  to 
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see  the  Bill  go  forward  without  delay, 
and  did  iiot*wish  to  press  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  unduly;  but 
considering  that  the  Amendment  was 
only  placed  upon  the  books  of  the  House 
on  the  preceding  evening,  and  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  could 
not  possibly  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
communicating  upon  it  with  those  he 
would  probably  think  it  his  duty  to 
consult,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  thought 
they  would  make  much  better  progress 
by  deferring  the  discussion.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  them 
to  resume  tlie  discussion  on  Monday,  at 
an  hour  when  they  would  be  able  to 
finish  the  discussion  in  the  course  of 
tlie  sitting,  it  would  expedite  Public 
Business.     [  Cries  o/*  **  Go  on !  "] 

Mr.  COAVTER-TEMPLE  said,  that 
ho  had  no  desire  to  hinder  proceedings ; 
but  as  it  was  impossible  the  discussion 
could  be  concluded  at  that  sitting,  he 
believed  it  would  assist  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  not  to  commence  it  now. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  56 ; 
Noes  198  :  Afajority  142. 

Mr.  COAVa^ER-TEMPLE  said,  that 
he  would  accept  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  and  at  once  proceed  with 
his  Amendment,  which  was  to  add,  in 
page  4,  line  41,  after  **  representation," 
the  words — 

'*  And  it  shall  Ik*  tho  duty  of  tho  bishop  on 
thf  ro(.'C'ij>t  nf  thf  n'jirpwntiition  to  awortain,  so 
far  as  hf  is  ahl«',  -wht'thor  th»»  pnictii'o  specified 
in  siicli  rcpiTsmtation  is  or  is  not  in  accordance 
■with  the  «sta]>lis]u*<l  custtini,  and  whether  it  is 
or  is  not  in  consonance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
nieni]»rs  of  tht*  Cliurch  of  Enjjland  ivsident  in 
the  j){iri>h.  and  with  the  wishes  of  the  persons 
at  tendinis  or  desirinir  to  attend  the  services  in 
such  churcli." 

His  Amendment  arose  from  the  appre- 
hension that  the  liill  miji^ht  not  only  put 
down  Ritualism,  which  lie  approved,  but 
also  put  down  tho  exorcise  of  common 
sense  and  reason.  The  stern  enforire- 
nient  of  every  iota  of  tho  laws  which 
had  orijj^inatod  under  circumstances  dif- 
ferent from  tho  i)resont,  might  revoke 
several  of  tlios(^  improvements  in  the 
rubrics  wliich  wore  pnerally  considered 
necessary  or  convenient,  and  wliich  were 
in  accordance  with  the  spii-it,  thougli  not 
with  tht»  letter,  of  tlie  law.  Manv  of 
tho  rules  and  directions  contained  in  the 
Book  of  Conmum  Prayer  were  framed 
to  suit  the  habits  and  practices  of  past 
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times,  and  not  to  decide  disputed  quec- 
tions  of  doctrine.  Full  discretion  cng^ 
to  be  entrusted  to  the  Bishop,  so  that  he 
might  be  clearly  authorized  to  withhold 
from  the  Judge  such  departures  from 
the  rubric  as  had  been  sanctioned  bj 
general  consent  and  approval.  To  com- 
pel every  incumbent  to  read  moTning 
and  evening  service  in  the  parish  church, 
with  an  aSendance  of  only  three  pe^ 
sons,  would  be  instituting  an  irksome 
formality,  and  withdrawing  him  from 
other  more  urgent  duties.  The  intemro- 
tion  of  the  evening  service  for  the  pubuc 
catechizing  rof  children,  was  a  practice 
rendered  obsolete  by  the  improvement 
of  schools,  and  its  revival  would  liimini'A 
attendance.  The  recital  of  the  Athans- 
sian  Creed  had  often  been  omitted  b? 
the  consent  of  all  the  congregatioUp  and 
there  were  distinguished  clergymen  who 
woidd  prefer  secession  from  the  Church 
to  the  oDservance  of  the  rubric,  because 
thougli  they  assented  doctrinally  to  the 
Creed,  they  objected  to  impose  it  upon 
congregations  who  woidd  misunderstand 
it.  To  prosecute  a  clergyman,  would, 
under  the  circumstances,  be  a  public  mis- 
fortune. 13y  this,  and  by  a  subsequent 
Amendment,  he  wished  to  g^ve  to  the 
parishioners  a  voice  in  the  decision  of 
discretionary  questions.  Many  of  the 
difficulties  of  the  Church  resulted  from 
its  still  retaining  the  old  feudal  forms 
and  principles.  As  the  State  was  the 
nation  organized  for  civil  purposes,  bo 
the  National  Church  was  tho  nation  or- 
ganized for  public  worship  and  religions 
teaching.  It  was  unfortunate  that  no 
popular  changes  had  occurred  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  the  Cliurch  analogous 
to  those  Constitutional  reforms  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  government  of 
the  State.  As  Ix)uis  XIV.  once  said 
— *'Tlie  iState  —  it  is  me,"  clergymen 
thought—"  The  Cliurch— it  is  me."  The 
position  of  the  Hi  shop  was  still  feudal; 
he  was  lortl  over  the  clergy,  and  the 
clergy  over  the  people,  and  neither 
thought  it  necessar}'  to  consult  the  laity. 
He  should  like  to  see  introduced  into 
the  Bill  some  representation  of  the  laity 
to  act  with  the  liishop,  for  if  the  laity 
had  been  placed  in  a  position  of  autho- 
rity to  co-operate  with  the  clergy,  many 
of  the  disaster^  which  this  Bill  was  de- 
signed to  remedy  would  not  have  arisen. 
If  the  State  Church  had  undergone 
some  constitutional  cliauges,  such,  as 
had  been  made  in   the  State  itself,  it 


265 


Public  Worship 


(July  17,  1874} 


Regulation  Bill. 


266 


would  have  been  more  in  harmony  than 
it  now  was  with  the  national  feeling, 
and  the  development  of  sacerdotalism 
would  not  have  been  so  alarming.  By 
a  further  Amendment  he  would  pro- 
pose that  the  Bishop  should  trans- 
mit the  representation  to  the  church- 
wardens, who  should  convene  a  meeting 
of  the  parishioners.  By  that  means  the 
Bishop  would  get  a  knowledge  of  their 
wishes  which  could  not  bo  obtained  by 
anylprivate  inquiry.  Among  the  facts 
that  would  be  elements  in  his  consi- 
deration, and  which  would  thus  be  as- 
certained, would  be  the  established  cus- 
tom of  the  place  and  the  wishes  of  the 
members  of  the  congregation  and  the 
resident  parisliioners.  The  Bishop  would 
then  be  able  to  consider  whether  the 
practices  complained  of  were  obsolete 
or  not  adapted  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  parish,  and  by  that  procedure  his 
hancb  would  be  strengthened  in  the 
functions  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
Bill.  If  a  complaint  were  puerile  or 
frivolous,  he  could  exercise  a  discretion 
as  to  allowing  it  to  proceed  further ;  and 
he  was  anxious  that  a  Bishop  should  not 
be  deprived  of  the  fuller  powers  he  pos- 
sessed, under  the  Church  Discipline  Act, 
of  exorcising  a  discretion  as  to  whether 
a  complaint  should  bo  sent  further  for 
adjudication.  The  Bishop  w^ould  con- 
tinue to  be  the  only  responsible  person, 
and  must  give  a  reason  for  his  conduct. 
The  proposal  could  not  involve  the  con- 
tinuance of  any  serious  breach  of  the 
law,  and  it  would  help  the  Bishop  in 
the  exercise  of  a  discretion  demanded  by 
public  opinion.  That  which  constituted 
the  real  grievance  in  respect  of  many 
Situalistic  innovations  was  that  they 
were  changes  introduced  by  the  incum- 
bent against  the  wishes  of  the  congrega- 
tion, and  the  indignation  often  arose, 
not  from  the  change  itself,  but  from  its 
having  been  made  without  the  assent 
of  tjie  people  attending  the  church.  For 
these  reasons,  ho  begged  to  move  the 
first  of  the  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  would  move 
to  report  Progress,  and  in  doing  so, 
would  refer  to  the  amoimt  of  work  which 
the  House  had  got  through  during  the 
week.  They  h^  sat  since  2  o'clock  on 
the  previous  day,  and  it .  was  not  im- 
reasonable  12  hours  afterwards  and  at 
the  end  of  the  week,  to  ask  the  House  to 
report  Progress. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Bilhcyn.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
were  it  not  that  he  thought  there  was  a 
very  general  feeling  in  the  Committee  in 
favour  of  coming  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
question  under  discussion.  Surely  in  the 
course  of  another  hour  they  could  have 
sufficiently  discussed  the  Amendment,  for 
he  believed  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  in  a  mood  to  discuss  it, 
as  they  were  quite  opposed  to  its  purport. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment as  a  very  simple  one.  It  merely 
gave  the  Bishop  instructions  how  to  act 
in  certain  circumstances.  The  House 
was,  he  thought,  now  in  a  position  to 
come  to  a  decision  respecting  it. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
could  not  look  upon  the  question  raised 
as  simple.  It  was  one  which  deserved, 
and,  he  hoped,  would  receive  further 
consideration. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  unless 
Progress  were  reported,  it  would  be 
better  for  all  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  to  be  dropped;  for  the  Bill  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  through  Committee, 
and  for  the  Amendments  to  be  revived 
upon  the  Report.  As  it  was,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  that  most  important 
Amendment  to  be  discussed  at  such  an 
hour  (twenty  minutes  past  one  o'clock.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  could  not  concur  in  the  view  just 
expressed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
for  this  reason — that  the  question  before 
the  Committee  was  not  a  new  one.  It 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  that  which  was  in 
the  fourth  of  the  six  Resolutions  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich.  Was  it  to  be  said  that  if 
the  parish  wished  the  minister  to  per- 
form the  Mass  the  performance  of  the 
mass  was  therefore  to  be  regarded  as 
legal?  If  that  were  so,  the  pa- 
rishioners, and  not  the  Legislature, 
would  be  the  makers  of  the  law. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  it 
was  not  because  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  had  with- 
drawn his  Resolutions,  that  the  House 
shoidd  be  taken  to  have  discussed  the 
principle  they  involved.  He  coidd  not 
think  that  the  country  would  be  satis- 
fied if  at  haK-past  one  o'clock  in  the 
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morning  they — at  that  period  of  the 
Session — adjourned  the  debate. 

Mr.  S ANDFORD  protested  against  tlie 
question  of  the  Mass  being  introduced 
into  the  discussion  as  it  had  been  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ox- 
ford.    [*' Order!"] 

The  chairman  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  question  before  the 
Committee  was  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  that  being  so, 
the  argument  to  which  he  was  about  to 
reply  when  cedled  to  Order  was  ex- 
tremely irregular. 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  believed  that  if 
the  Committee  came  to  a  decision  upon 
the  subject  at  that  time,  it  would  save  a 
great  deal  of  time  hereafter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  had 
withdrawn  tlie  Resolutions,  in  order  that 
the  questions  they  raised  might  be  alto- 
gether severed  from  the  progress  of  the 
present  Bill.  That  was  a  question  in  re- 
spect to  which  the  House  had  not  merely 
to  consider  the  discussion  among  them- 
selves, but  it  was  also  desirable  that  the 
public  should  be  informed  of  what  hon. 
Members  were  doing.  If  they  debated  the 
matter  from  that  time  untU  3  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  full  justice  could  not  be 
done  to  it,  and  of  what  avail  or  profit 
would  it  be  as  far  as  the  country  was  con- 
cerned? The  continuation  of  the  state  of 
illegality  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  was  one  which  could  only 
be  properly  interpreted  by  reference  to 
the  entire  history  of  our  Church  since 
the  Refomiation.  In  his  judgment,  it 
would  be  nocossar}',  or  at  least  desirable, 
to  renew  the  discussion  on  the  Report, 
and  to  take  that  opportunity  of  explain- 
ing a  matter  of  groat  importance,  under 
sucli  circnnistaiices  that  the  country 
would  be  likely  to  obtain  information  of 
what  hon.  Members  wore  about,  which 
it  could  not  do,  if  the  course  proposed 
were  persisted  in.  Perhaps  it  might  be 
necessary  to  move  the  re-committal  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  he 
would  consent  to  Progress  being  reported. 
With  regard  to  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill,  he  might  state  that  the  Government 
intended  to  proceed  on  l^londay  with  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill  in  Committee.  If 
it  passed  through  Committee  on  that  day 
he  would  propose  that  this  Bill  should  bo 
proceeded  with    on    Tuesday,    and  he 
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should  also  ask  the  Honse  to  oontimie 
the  discussion  of  it  in  Committee  on 
Wednesday,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  suggested  that  it 
would  be  more  conyenient  to  proceed 
with  the  present  Bill  on  Monday,  and  to 
postpone  until  Tuesday  the  oonsideratiGn 
in  Committee  of  the  Endowed  Schoob 
Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  lie  could  not 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  he  had  to  look  at  the  re- 
lative positions  of  the  two  Bills  with  re- 
gard to  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
The  Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill  had 
already  p^sed  the  House  of  Lordfl, 
whereas  the  Endowed  Schools  Bill  had 
not. 

Question  put,  khA.  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  at 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

PRIVATE  LXTXATIC  ASYLUMS  (lBEI.Ain))  BOL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Henhy  Sum. 
BiU  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  certain  n- 
ccipts  and  expenses  connected  with  Ptifite 
Lunatic  Anylums  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brouprht  in  by  ^\x,  William  Henry  Smith  and 
Sir  Michael  Hickr-Beach. 

^iM  presented y  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  215.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  befon 
Two  o'clock  till  Mtmdmy  next 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  20^A  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^iraf  Semiit^- 
Infanticidfj  *  (184) ;  Intcmatiozial  Coprxi^' 
(18o)  ;  Conveyancing  and  Land  jurmnrier 
(Scotland)  ♦  (186). 

Second  Miading — Hating  (168). 

Jtcpori — f'actories  (Health  of  Womeii,  4c)* 
ri  13^ :  Vaccination  Act,  1871,  AmendnuBt* 
(161) ;  Chain  Cables  and  Anchors*  (157-188}. 

T/n'rd  Jieading — ^^Vorking  Men's  DweUiDgi' 
(183) ;  Colonial  Attomoys  Relief  Act  Aani- 
mcnt*  (134),  VLvApMsed. 

H.R.H.  PRIXCE  LEOPOLD. 
MESSAGE     FHOM    THE     QUEEZT. 

,     Delivered  by  Tlie   Lord  PKEaznsBrr, 
I  uud  read  by  The  Lord    CkaitceuaIi 
as  follows : — 

"ViCTOKIA  R. 

**  Ilcr  Majesty  hinng  desirous  of  makiii^  ooBi* 
potent  pro'V'ision  for  the  honourable  anppQKt  and 
inHintimnncc  of  her  fourth  son,  Pzinoe  Leopold 
(tcov^c  Duncan  Albert,  on  his  coming  of  age, 
relics  upon  the  attachment  of  the  HooM  d 
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Lords  to  concur  in  the  adoption  of  such  mea- 
sures as  may  be  suitable  to  the  occasion. 

"  V.  R." 

Ordered^  That  the  said  message  be 
taken  into  consideration  on  Thursday 
next. 

RATING  BILL— (No.  158.) 

{The  Lord  Presidefit.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  the  measure  was  one  of  so 
great  importance  that  he  thought  their 
Lordships  would  require  no  apology 
from  him  if  he  asked  them  to  bear  with 
liim  while  he  brought  its  various  pro- 
visions under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  stated  some  few  of  the  rea- 
sons why  the  Government  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  deal  with  the  question. 
The  subject  of  this  Bill  was  one  which 
had  been  frequently  before  Parliament ; 
and  no  further  back  than  last  Session 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government  intro- 
duced a  Bill  dealing  with  the  question. 
That  Bill  did  not  pass  their  Lordships' 
House — partly  because  their  Lordships 
considered  it  was  only  the  fringe  of  a 
larger  measure,  and  partly  because  of 
the  late  period  of  the  Session  at  which 
it  was  introduced.  Their  Lordships, 
therefore,  thought  the  subject  should  be 
withdrawn  for  a  time,  and  brouglit  for- 
ward on  a  future  occasion.  He  hoped 
that  the  arguments  which  he  had  now 
to  adduce  would  commend  the  measure 
to  their  Lordships'  favourable  considera- 
tion, and  that  they  would  consider  it 
just  and  expedient  to  pass  it.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  was  very  different  from  the  one 
wbich  was  before  their  Lordships  at  the 
end  of  last  Session — in  fact,  the  com- 
plexion of  the  question  had  been  com- 
pletely altered  since  that  time.  In  the 
TOesent  Session  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  found  himself  able  to  con- 
tribute largely  to  the  rating  of  the 
country — and  it  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  if  he  did  so  contribute,  it  would  be 
impossible  that  property  which  had  not 
hitherto  been  brought  within  the  rating 
area  should  continue  to  be  altogether  leS 
out.  According  to  a  statement  made  by 
him  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to 
contribute  a  considerable  sum  towards 
the  cost  of  the  lunatic  poor;  and  he  also 


proposed  to  contribute  a  further  sum  of 
£600,000,  in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£600,000  now  paid  by  the  State  towards 
the  expense  of  the  police.  His  contri- 
bution towards  the  lunatic  asyhuns 
would  be  £400,000 ;  so  that,  in  aid  of 
these  institutions  and  the  maintenance 
of  the  police,  the  sum  to  be  paid  by  the 
State  would  amount  to  £1,000,000.  He 
was  sure  noble  Lords  who  took  an  interest 
in  county  matters  would  appreciate  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  they  knew  that  in  the 
expenses  of  a  coimty  the  charge  for  the 
lunatic  poor  was  a  very  large  one,  and 
one  that  was  perpetually  increasing. 
Those  who  had  to  assist  in  building 
lunatic  asylums  were  aware  that  struc- 
tures which  were  sufficiently  capacious 
20  years  ago  had  now  to  be  considerably 
enlarged;  and  he  knew  of  no  expense 
which  caused  more  trouble  at  Quarter 
Sessions  than  the  expenditure  connected 
with  the  care  of  the  lunatic  poor.  But 
the  contributions  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  local  rates  did  not  stop 
with  the  two  items  which  he  had  stated  to 
their  Lordships.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  that  £170,000  more 
should  be  contributed,  not  to  the  poor 
rate  alone,  but  to  all  the  rates  now 
levied  in  the  country.  The  contribution 
now  made  to  the  poor  rate  alone  would, 
when  increased  as  proposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  be  made  to  all 
the  rates.  In  1860  there  was  no  con- 
tribution by  the  Government  of  any  sort 
towards  the  rates  of  the  country — or  only 
a  very  small  one.  In  1859  his  right 
hon.  Friend  Mr.  Sotheron  Estcourt 
brought  in  a  measure  to  deal  with  the 
subject ;  but  it  was.dropped.  There  was 
a  change  of  Government,  and  the  new 
Government  took  up  the  matter.  Since 
they  did  so,  there  had  been  a  partial 
contribution  by  the  Government  towards 
the  rates  of  the  country.  At  first  the 
sum  contributed,  by  the  means  of  Par- 
liamentary gprants,  amounted  in  England 
to  only  £35,000 ;  but  at  present  it  was 
something  over  £63,000,  divided  under 
several  heads — namely,  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Establishments,  £36,400 ;  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  £17,500 ;  the  Bevenue 
Department,  £7,400 ;  Convict  Prisons 
and  Fortifications,  £1,760.  There  was, 
however,  this  difficulty  in  respect  of  the 
contribution  of  the  Government  under 
these  various  heads — namely,  that  it  was 
entirely  at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the 
Government.    They  acted,  as  it  were^ 
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by  a  sort  of  rule  of  thumb,  and  confined 
their  contributions  to  parishes  in  which 
the  State  owned  one-sixth  of  the  whole 
property  of  the  parish.  Now,  though 
such  a  system  might  have  been  gratify- 
ing to  those  parishes  in  which  the  State 
held  large  property,  it  was  veiy  dis- 
tasteful to  those  parishes  in  which  the 
State  did  not  hold  one-sixth,  and  the 
latter  felt  themselves  unable  to  appre- 
ciate a  distinction  so  decidedly  to  their 
disadvantage.  The  practical  result  had 
been,  that  very  large  establishments  of 
the  Government  escaped  pajHing  anything 
towards  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now 
proposed  to  contribute  towards  the  rates 
of  every  i)arisli  in  which  the  State  had 
property,  whether  largo  or  small — whe- 
ther the  establishment  consisted  of  a 
dockyard,  or  of  a  post-office,  or  a  coast- 
guard station.  It  might  be  right  that 
he  should  road  to  their  Lordships  a  copy 
of  **  a  Minute  of  the  Board  of  Treasury 
on  Contributions  to  Local  Rates  in  respect 
of  Projierty  in  the  Occupation  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government."  It  bore  date 
the  25th  of  June,  1874,  and  was  in  these 
terms — 

"Tlic  Ch;mct'llor  uf  the  Kxchequcr  brings 
before  the  B»>urd  the  enpr^gomont  privon  by  him 
to  Parliainent  on  the  occasion  of  proposinpf  his 
Budget  for  tho  year  1874-7o,  that  property  in 
the  oct:upation  of  the  Cfovommeiit,  iuclmling 
l)ropcrly  under  the  c«»ntrol  of  ITcr  Majesty's 
Commissi  oners  of  "Woods,  &c.,  and  not  in  tlie 
occupation  of  any  other  occupier,  nhould, 
througliont  thi.'  Tnit^'d  Kinp^dom,  bear  its  du(^ 
sliarc  of  all  local  burdens  ;  anrl  ho  submits  that, 
for  this  purpose,  the  valuations  of  i\V'\i  proiK'rty 
as  art,'  in)W  acted  up(»n  b(i  ordered  to  be  corrected 
(so  far  as  they  rcfiuint  it)  up  to  the  present 
time :  that  valuations  bo  made  in  like  manner 
of  all  such  iin)pTty  in  respect  of  which  contribu- 
tions to  tin;  local  lilies  jtre  not  now  paid ;  and 
that,  as  soon  ar<  possible,  a  lietum  be  completed, 
and  laid  before  I*arliam«'nt,  setting  forth  : — 1, 
The  name  of  each  paiish  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment o»"CUpies  [)roi)erty  ;  2,  the  r;it<\ible  value  of 
such  parish,  exclusive  (»t'  the  wiid  property :  3, 
the  extent  and  chanieter  of  such  property :  4, 
tin*  valuati(m  i)ut  upon  such  pvoj)erty  for  local 
rating:  o.  sprei.-il  Acts  of  Parliament  (if  any) 
appli«'ablti  to  the  case." 

That  Paper  being  laid  before  Parliament, 
anyone  thinking  that  tho  contributions 
made  in  any  particular  case  were  not  fair 
and  just  would  be  af lorded  an  oppor- 
tunity of  having  attention  called  to  tho 
matter.  He  found  that  the  Government 
liad  been  in  the  habit  of  contributing  to 
the  rates  in  England  a  sum  of  £63,060. 
In  future  the  contribution  in  England 
would  be  £200,000.  In  Ireland  it  had 
hitherto  been  £1,469 ;  in  future  it  would 
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be  £22,000.  In  Scotland  it  had  hitherto 
been  £486;  infuture  it  would  be  £13,000. 
The  total  contributions  for  the  three 
countries  was  now  £65,015;  in  future 
it  would  be  £235,000.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Gt)vemment  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  deal  with  three  species  of 
property  which  hitherto  to  a  great  ex- 
tent had  been  exempt  from  rating- 
plantations  or  woods,  right  of  sporting, 
and  mines  other  than  coal  mines.  With 
regard  to  plantations  they  had  not  been 
brought  within  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  or 
within  subsequent  rating  Acts  because. 
perhaps,  it  had  been  thought  desirable 
to  encourage  by  that  means  the  growth 
of  timber  in  times  when  our  ships  were 
made  of  that  material.  It  had  not 
been  so  in  Scotland.  In  that  countiy 
plantations  and  woods,  including  under- 
wood, were  already  rated  under  the  Lund 
Valuation  Act  the  17  &  18  Vici.  c.  91 ; 
so  that  this  was  not  the  introduction  of 
a  new  principle.  The  4th  clause  of 
the  Bill  provided  for  the  manner  of  the 
valuation  of  land  used  as  plantation.  It 
provided  as  follows  : — 

*'  (ff.)  If  the  land  is  used  only  for  a  plantation 
or  a  wood,  the  \tiluc  shall  bo  C8tiinatc*a.  as  if  the 
land  instead  of  being  a  plantation  or  a  vood 
were  let  and  occupied  in  its  natural  and  umm- 
proved  state,  {h^  If  the  land  is  used  for  the 
f^rowth  of  sal(?able  underwood,  tho  value  shall  br 
estimatcHl  as  if  tlic  land  were  let  for  that  pur- 
pose, (r.)  If  the  Land  is  used  both  for  a  planta- 
tion or  a  wood  and  for  the  growth  of  mleable 
underwood,  the  value  shall  be  estimated  cither 
as  if  the  land  wt-re  used  only  for  a  plantation  or 
a  wood,  or  as  if  the  land  were  used  only  for  the 
sro\vth  of  the  saleable  underwood  growing 
tiien^on,  as  the  assessment  committee  may  de- 
tennine." 

Clause  6,  which  related  to  the  valuation 
and  rating  of  rights  of  shooting,  was  one 
respecting  the  bearings  of  which  there 
was  much  difference  of  opinion,  and  he 
thought  this  was  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  exact  bearing  of  the  existing  law 
was  not  sufficiently  appreciated  by  some 
who  had  discussed  the  subject.  Under 
the  existing  law,  whero  the  owner  or  the 
tenant  retained  tho  right  of  sporting, 
whatever  might  be  its  value,  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  was  bound  to  take  it 
into  account.  Again,  where  the  owner 
of  the  land  let  tho  right  of  sporting,  it 
was  rated.  But  there  was  a  case  in 
which  the  right  of  sporting  would  not 
be  rated  under  the  existing  law.  That 
was  where  the  owner  let  the  land  and 
resented  to  himself  the  right  of  sporting ; 
there  was  no  means,  under  the  existing 
law,  of  rating  that  right  of  spozting. 
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There  migllt  be  three  fannere  in  onti  I  minos  U  foundGd  on  no  soand  prindpla,  and  do- 
paHsh,  each  of  which  would  come  under  |  l>™iiH  upon  the  form  of  agreement  made  between 
a  different  one  of  the  three  cases  which  |  ^^"^  ^^  ^'^^■" 

he  had  juet  put  to  their  Lordships.  'And  in  1856-57  a  Select  Committee  of 
There  might  bo  a  cose  in  which  the  oc-  '  the  House  of  Commons  reported — 
cupier  was  tho  owner  of  the  farm  and 
retained  the  right  of  sporting.  Then 
there  might  bo  another  in  iirhich  tho 
tenant  was  tho  occupier,  and  the  owner 
had  let  tho  right  of  sporting.  In  both 
those  cases  the  right  of  sport  would  bo 
taken  into  account  by  the  Assessment 
Committee.  But  there  might  be  a  third 
case,  where  the  owner  of  land  in  occupa- 
tion of  a  tenant  reserved  to  himself  the 
right  of  sorting,  and  in  this  case,  under 
Uie  existing  law,  the  Assessment  Com- 


■'  That  the  liuhiUty  of  mines  to  be  rated  wm 
full  of  onomaliea.  Thnt  there  wag  no  valid 
ground  for  the  distinction  now  existing.  That 
aa  long  aa  coal  miaca  and  quarrioa  aro  rated 
there  wiu  no  icoson  why  atl  other  mineB  should 
not  be  put  on  the  some  footiag." 

The  oiemption  of  mining  properties  had 
given  rise,  from  time  to  time,  to  strong 
eipressiona  of  dissatisfaction  in  different 
parts  of  the  country.  In  some  agricul- 
tural districts  the  use  made  of  the  roads 

_^__ _^ ^ for  traffic  to  and  from  mines  had  conai- 

mittee  wouM  not  'be  able"to  tlkeMiat  ■  derabiy  increased  the  charges  on  the 
right  into  account.  But  it  was  certain  r^t^^s,  to  which  those  mines  contributed 
that  the  value  of  the  farm  would  he  di-  \  nothing.  In  Ireland  and  Scotland  mining 
minished  by  tho  value  of  the  right  of  I  property  was  rated.  Again,  though 
■porting  reserved  by  the  owner.  The  royalties,  if  paid  m  kind,  were  rateable, 
object  of  the  6th  clauw  of  this  Bill  was  ^'^^'^^  '"e?  ■^«re  taken  in  money  they 
toputanendtotheanomalyilluBtratedby  "^^^  no*  rateable;  so  that  now  it  was 
the  three  cases  he  had  put  to  their  Lord-  perfectly  competent  for  the  owner  of 
ahipB.  Under  its  provisions  the  right  of  royalties  to  obtain  an  exemption.  He 
ahooting  reserved  in  the  third  case  would  ^<1  oa^J  ^  *««»  *"»  royalties  in  money 
he  rated  as  the  right  in  the  two  other  instead  of  lo  kind.  This  Bill  would  ex- 
cases  now  were.  It  was  inaccurate  to  ^^^d  rating  to  mmes  other  than  coal 
Bay  thatthis  was  the  introduction  of  any  inmoa-  There  was  a  valuable  provision 
new  principle.  Assessment  of  the  right  respecting  contract  contained  m  this  Bill 
of  sporting  existed  at  the  present  time,  which  was  not  in  the  BiU  of  last  year. 
All  that  was  proposed  was  amendment,  "e  thought  he  had  now  described  the 
aa    these    words    of    the    clause    fuUy    ''arious  reasons  which  had  induced  Her 

showed' Majesty's  Government  to  propose  that 

..  i.rr  ■  1 ..    f  J    1.  c    -L    .     measure.     He  was  afraid  that  the  de- 

"WTiero  any  right  of  fowling  or  of  shoot-  .  '"r""'.";  V.  ,  7  T  i  i  i.i  i  ii  ■ 
ing-,  or  of  Uking  game  or  nilibila,  or  of  !  tails  With  which  he  had  troubled  their 
fishing  (herein  rpfLired  to  as  a  right  of  siiort-  '  LordshipHweresomewhatdryandtedious, 
ing}  is  severed  from  tho  otcuimtion  of  tho  land  I  but  it  was  necessary  that  he  should  state 
and  is  not  let,  and  the  owner  of  such  right  ^-^  j^  consequence  of  their  being  so 
receives  rent  for  tho  Inna,  the  saia  ngrit  shall  i  , '  ,  ■,]_    ,i_      <■  ■   i 

not  be  isparatelv  %-alued  or  rated,  but  th.  gross  |  ^uch  miicd  up  with  the  financitd  pro- 
andratMiblo  value  of  the  land  shall  be  eatimatcd  posals  of  his  right  hon.  Fnend  thoChan- 
ai  if  the  said  right  were  not  aevercd ;   and  in  ^  cellor  of  the  Exchequer.    The  BiU  would 


ic  if  the  rateable  value  is  incronstd  hy 
T«ason  of  its  being  so  estimated,  hut  not  other- 
wise, the  occupier  of  tho  land  may  (unless  he 
baa  ipecifically  contracted  to  pay  such  rate  in 
the  event  of  an  increase)  deduct  from  his  rent 
■uch  portion  of  any  poor  or  other  locul  rate  as 
is  paid  by  him  in  respect  of  such  incrcaw ;  and 


render  hablo  to  assessment  several  de- 
sert ptionsofpropertynot  hitherto  brought 
!  within  the  area  of  rateabiUty,  and  by 
,  that  means  they  would  relieve  the  rate- 
payers of  an  anomaly  and  an  injustice  to 
ivhich  they  had  boon  for  some  time  sub- 

^ ject,  and  against  which  they  had  a  fair 

Lt  of  Buch  '■  ground  of  complaint. 
!^™**' .  „      .  .  Jfoiiei,  "ThattheBillbenowread2'." 

The  rating    of    nunes  was  a  <\^^^l\  ^r  The  Lord  Prmdent.) 
which  had  occupied  the  attention  oi  both  ! 

Houses  of  Parliament.  So  for  back  as  ;  The  Eabi.  ob  KEMBERLET  said,  the 
ISSO  a  Select  Committee  of  their  Lord-  >  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Hichmond)  un- 
ahipa'  House  mode  a  Bcmort,  in  which  .  doubtedly  had  one  advantage  over  him 
tlus  opinion  was  expressed: —  In  moving  the  second  reading  of  that  Bill 

"Thrt  it  i.  expedient  that  all  mines  should  be  -'>™ely'  ^t  >>«  °i°^^  '*  f  ^^  20th 
w^^od  as  coal  mines  are  now  asaessed,  inas-  '  Of  July,  whereas  last  ^eai  he  himselt 
■anoh  as  the  sxemption  from  rates  of  mineral !  mOTed  the  second  reading  of  a  similar 
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moasiiro  on  tlio  25th  of  July.  He  would 
not  follow  the  noblo  l^uke  through  this 
interesting  statement  with  regard  to  the 
jDroposals  of  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  aiding  local  rates  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  because  he  under- 
stood it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  on  a  large  scale  with  tlio 
subject  of  local  taxation  next  yeai*,  and 
he  desired  to  defer  giving  his  opinion 
until  ho  saw  the  whole  scope  of  the  new 
system  wliich  the  Government  proposed 
to  lay  before  the  country.  As  to  the 
particular  arrangements  proposed  in  the 
present  Bill,  it  was  not  probable  that  he 
should  raise  much  objection  to  them — 
for  the  simple  reason  that  in  regard  to 
those  three  subjects  of  mines,  woods,  and 
sporting  rights  there  was  really  no  ma- 
terial difference  between  the  i)resent  Bill 
and  the  one  of  last  year.  It  was  a  great 
improvement,  and  a  thing  much  desired 
in  the  country,  that  mining  property 
should  bo  brought  under  assessment, 
and  the  owners  of  mines  themselves 
approved  that  proposal.  With  respect 
to  the  rating  of  woods,  he  need  only 
remark  that  those  who  thought  a  very 
considerable  ann)uut  of  property  would 
be  brought  under  assessment  by  that 
measure  would  bo  much  disap2)ointed. 
As  to  the  assessment  of  game,  he  had 
never  been  able  tlioroughly  to  satisfy 
himself  on  the  subject.  Tlio  present 
proposal  was  the  same  as  that  made 
last  year,  which  was  carefully  considered 
by  himself  and  his  right  lion.  Friend, 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Iknxrd  (Mr.  St  an  sf eld).  It  appeared 
therefore  that  noble  Lords  opposite  had 
not  found  lliat  any  bett(;r  arrangf-ment 
could  bo  ]uade  on  that  matter,  lie  had 
always  been  of  opinion  that  land  upon 
which  timber  was  grown  should  not 
escape  assessment ;  and  as  the  scheme 
proposed  for  its  rating  was  identical 
with  that  he  had  proposed  himself  it 
would  be  superfluous  for  him  to  attempt 
to  say  anything  about  it.  He  hoped  the 
Assessment  Committees  would  be  able 
to  work  all  these  complicated  ari'ange- 
ments  successfully.  The  question  of 
rating  Government  property  was  dealt 
with  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  arrange- 
ment made  by  the  present  Government  on 
that  point  was  not  somewhat  more  satis- 
factoiy.  Last  year  they  proposed  that  the 
Bill  should  simply  lay  down  the  liability  of 
all  Government  property  to  be  rated, 
and  that  then  the  Treasury*  should  sub- 
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mit  schemes  to  Parliaxnent  as  to  tlie 
amount  at  which  the  different  properties 
should  bo  rated.  That,  of  course,  left 
it  much  in  the  power  of  the  Treasozr 
and  of  Parliament  to  rate  the  propeztj 
as  they  might  deem  proper.  ^&aX  ms 
not  very  different  in  principle  from  what 
the  Government  now  contemplated.  Ther 
proposed  to  bring  all  Gt)Yeminent  pro- 
perty under  contribution,  only  tiier 
would  take  the  initiative  at  once  with- 
out a  Bill,  and  the  Treasury  would  deal 
with  the  matter  by  Votes  to  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  for  its 
assent.  He  would  only  add  that  he 
regretted  noble  Lords  opposite  did  not 
allow  the  Bill  of  last  year  to  pass,  seeing 
that  when  they  came  into  office  them- 
selves theyproposednothing  substantiallj 
better. 

Lord  HENNIKEB  said,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  think  him  too 
presumptuous  in  making  a  few  remarks 
on  this  measure.  Their  Lordships  had 
given  him  a  hearing  on  this  Question 
last  year,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  pre- 
sume upon  their  kindness.  However* 
there  were  many  in  the  House,  he  be^ 
lieved — and  he  knew  there  were  many 
outside  it — who  agreed  with  him  in  the 
view  he  took,  and  he  did  not  think 
ho  should  be  doing  what  was  right 
towards  them,  and  to  some  of  those  with 
whom  he  acted  last  year,  were  he  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass  by  unnoticed. 
Their  Lordships  would,  he  hoped,  give 
him  credit  for  taking  a  great  interest  in 
this  difficult  question,  and  if  he  should 
speak  too  strongly  upon  any  point  he 
trusted  that  they  would  know  that  it  was 
quite  unintentional  on  his  part.  He  had 
last  year  asked  their  Lordships  to  reject 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  then  in 
power,  because  it  was  unworkable  in 
many  of  its  provisions,  because  it  was 
so  late  in  the  Session  that  it  wti 
impossible  to  deal  with  it  satiafflGto- 
rily,  and  because — and  this  was  the 
principal  reason — it  was  a  mere  frag- 
ment, the  remnant  of  three  measnreB 
introduced — of  what  were  acknowledged 
to  bo  measures  which  touched  only  the 
fringe  of  a  great  question.  On  these 
grounds  he  had  the  support  of  seyenl  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  now  occupied  the 
front  bench.  The  present  Bill  was,  he 
admitted,  an  improved  Bill;  it  ain^y 
omitted  one  or  two  important  pouts 
which  were  not  dealt  with  satiafiMSfeonlj 
in  the  Bill  of  last  year,  and  which  it  WM 
the  endeavour  of  the  late  Ghnrenunflit 


277  Rating  Bill—  (July  20,  1874)  Second  Reading.  278 

to  deal  with.  It  omittod  the  rating  of ,  better  for  the  county  in  which  it  was 
Government  property ;  the  plan  of  last  I  situated  not  to  take  the  grant  at  all.  It 
year  was  an  impossible  one,  it  was  true,  -  would  be  far  better  to  taJce  the  whole  of 
and  the  present  Government  had  in-  ,  the  burden  off  the  hands  of  the  local 
creased  the  sum  already  given  for  this  authorities  in  one  or  two  cases,  and  leave 
piirpose  to  a  large  extent  by  a  Treasury  j  them  to  pay  for  the  other  matters  entirely 
Minute ;  but  a  matter  of  so  much  im-  :  themselves.  A  good  system  of  inspec- 
portance  in  some  localities  should  ]iave  >  tion  could  always  be  established,  and 
been  dealt  with  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  i  would  be  welcomed,  grant  or  no  grant, 


A  Treasury  Minute  might  be  over-ridden 
by  another,  and  by  employing  a  good 
valuer  in  two  or  three  cases  a  plan  could 


by  local  authorities.  Nothing  was  of 
more  national  importance  than  the  police 
force,  nothing  required  more  one  central 


have  been  arrived  at  very  easily.  Here,  •  control ;  for,  good  as  the  force  was  in 
too,  was  more  of  that  piecemeal  legisla-  |  some  places,  it  was  equally  bad  in  others, 
tion,  to  which  noble  Lords  greatly  objected  He  thought,  if  the  Bill  of  last  year  was 
last  year.  It  was  only  proposed  to  vote  !  a  bad  one — and  it  was  rejected  on  the 
this  larger  sum,  for  a  few  years  at  the  ;  ground  of  its  being  a  very  sm«dl  measure. 


most,  till  some  permanent  arrangement 
ooidd  be  arrived  at,  and  surely  it  would 


which  put  forward  no  plan  for  the  future 
re-adjustment  of  local  taxation — that  his 


have  been  much  better  to  wait  till  such  an  j  argument  that,  if  found  necessary,  the 
arrcuigement  could  have  been  hit  upon. !  Bill  of  last  year  would  be  passed  in  a 


He  was  sorry  the  Bill  omitted  to  deal 
with  the  rating  of  scientific  and  literary 
societies.  The  poor  societies  paid  rates 
now,  while  the  rich  ones  went  free.  In 
other  respects — that  was  to  say,  except 
in  omissions — the  Bill  was  pretty  much 
the  same,  and  if  the  Bill  of  last  year 
was  a  fragment,  this  was  not  only  a 
fragment,  but  a  mere  shadow  of  the 
fragment  of  last  year.  It  was  a  very 
puny  child   of   a    puny   child    of   the 


very  short  time,  but  ought  not  to  be 
passed  till  a  far  larger  plan  was  before 
the  House,  would  doubly  apply  here ; 
for  this  was  a  much  smedler  Bill,  and  if 
it  was  necessary  to  pass  it,  when  the 
proper  time  arrived,  surely  it  could  be 
passed  in  a  shorter  time  than  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  dealing,  as  it  did,  with  much 
fewer  subjects.  He  believed  the  Bill  was 
a  smedl  matter  in  itself,  but  it  would  raise 
difficulties  and  bad  feeling,  and  probably 


late  Government,  and  he  regretted  ex- 1  lead  to  litigation.  It  was  to  be  a  boon 
tremely  it  had  been  adopted.  Of  course,  j  to  a  certain  class,  but  it  might  turn  out 
something  had  been  done  this  year  to  '  to  be  the  reverse ;  in  fact,  it  might  lead 
relieve  local  rates,  but  the  relief  was  to  a  re-valuation  in  many  instances,  and 


small.    It  would  have  been  far  better  to 
have    taken    the    maintenance  of  the 


more  often  than  not  to  an  increase  in 
rent  far  greater  than    any  advantage 


police  entirely  off  the  local  rates.  Each  gained.  However,  it  was  useless  for  him 
additional  grant  gave  the  central  autho- 1  to  do  more  than  make  this  protest,  for 
rity  greater  power ;  and  while  the  rates  |  the  Bill  was  a  Government  measure, 
were  relieved  the  expenses  were  often  !  He  could  hardly  expect  noble  Lords  op- 
unnecessarily  increased  under  threat  of  i  posite  to  repudiate  their  own  work,  and 
reducing  the  grant.  Only  the  other  day  ;  had  he  moved  the  rejection  of  the  mea- 
in  his  own  county  a  reserve  of  police  j  sure  he  would  only  have  put  their  Lord- 
was  recommended — a  good  thing,  but  ships  to  the  trouble  of  dividing  to  no 
the  ratepayers  would  hardly  be  repaid  purpose.  He  would,  however,  make  a 
for  the  extra  expenditure.  This  was  few  brief  remarks  on  one  or  two  of  the 
small,  no  doubt,  but  it  was  one  of  many  ,  provisions  of  the  Bill  before  he  sat 
and  ever-recurring  instances  of  recom- ;  down.  First  came  the  question  of  the 
xuendations  from  head-quarters  which,  rating  of  timber.  He  ventured  to  point 
in  consideration  of  the  grant,  it  was ,  out  last  year  that  the  clause  would  act 
difficult  not  to  follow.  They  were  some-  imfairly,  were  the  tenant  of  a  wood 
times,  however,  more  grants  in  name  rated  for  the  timber  instead  of  the  un- 
than  in  any  other  sense.  It  was  the  j  derwood,  where  he  had  no  power  of 
same  with  the  prisons.  The  recom- 1  cutting  timber,  imderwood  being  far 
xnendations  for  altering  the  cells  and  for  ;  less  valuable  where  timber  was  grown 
altering  the  arrangements  were  so  £re-  !  with  it,  and  the  Assessment  Committee 
quent,  that  he  had  been  told  by  the  j  being  qidte  certain  to  take  the  highest 
GoTemor  of  a  very  well  managed  gaol,  .  value.  He  ventured  to  point  out  that 
that  it  would  in  the  long  run  be  far .  copyhold  tenants  would  pay  the  ^li5:^\i^ 
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rato  witliout  power  of  redress  ;  and  this 
could  easily  have  been  avoided.     These 
might  be  small  matters,  but  a  rating  Bill 
should  be  precise,  whether  in  leaving 
matters  entirely   to    Assessment    Com- 
mittees,  or  in  laying  down   rules  for 
their  guidance.     lie  should,  therefore, 
have  liked  to  say — no  land  should  bo 
rated  for  timber,  at  present  liable  to  be 
rated  for  saleable  underwood.     There 
would  have  been  no  difficulty  then  ;  all 
woods  would  be  rated,  no  one  who  had 
hired  a  wood,  without  i)ower  of  cutting 
timber,  would  have  anything  to  com- 
plain of,   and    the  Bill  would  be  im- 
proved.      Much    was    said    about    not 
trusting    Assessment    Committees.      It 
was  true  it  would  bo  far  better  to  pass 
an  Assessment  Bill  before  any  alteration 
was  made  in  the  incidence  of  local  taxa- 
tion, and  he  felt  strongly  on  this  point ; 
but  if  they  wore  to  legislate  under  exist- 
ing  circumstances    he    should   not    be 
afraid  to  leave  a  great  deal  to  the  dis- 
cretion and  judgment  of  the  Assessment 
Committees.  The  clause,  however,  stood 
otherwise,  and  he   should  like  to  ask, 
what  exactly  was  the  natural  and  im- 
proved value  of  land? — how  that  expres- 
sion was  to  be  defined?    Ho  had  had 
the   curiosity  to    ask    two    veiy    good 
valuers   in  his  own   county,   how  they 
would  intoi-pret  the  clause  ?    They  both 
said  tlie  actual  value  of  the  land  as  it 
was  before  it  was  planted  ;   so  that  a 
piece  of  pasture  of  the  yearly  value  of  £3 
an  aero  would  bo  ratud  at  that  value.    He 
believed  these  words  to  mean  the  value 
of  the   land   in  an  unimproved  condi- 
tion, without  draining,  buildings,  gates, 
fences,   and  so  on,  and  that  the  mere 
planting  of  trees  vvas  not  intended  to 
mean — and  it  certainly  was  not  the  case 
as  a  genc^ral  rule — an  increase  in  the 
value  of  tlie  land.     On  the  other  hand, 
th(^    value    of    the     surrounding    land 
might  be    taken,    whereas    very    often 
a  bad  bit  of  land  was  planted  because 
it  was  not  worth  cidtivating.     He  had 
a  small  wood  on  his  property  of  about 
6   or  7  acres.      It  was  simply  a  sand- 
hill.    An  ozier  bed  at  the  bottom  of  the 
hill  let  at  a  fairly  high  rent,  and  all  the 
land  round  it  was  worth  from  34«.  to 
.3o«.  an  acre.     In  another  case,  a  noble 
Friend  of  his  had  a  piece  of  land  which 
he  had  planted  many  years  ago.    The 
tenant  of  the  farm  asked  him  to   take 
it  off  his  hands,  saying  that  he  would 
rather  be  without  it,  and  would  as  gladly 
pay  the  same  rent  for  the  farm  without 
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it,   as  with  it.    How   was    this  to  be 
rated?    It  was  almost  valueless;  but 
was  it  to  be  rated  as  if  it  were  as  good 
as  the  surrounding  land  ?     He  did  not 
say  this  would  often  be  the  case,  but  it 
might  sometimes,  and  he  believed  the 
difference  of  opinion  among  valuers  and 
Assessment    Committees    would    be  so 
wide  that  the  Bill  would  lead  to  trouble 
and  litigation.    "Why  should  there  not 
be  some  clear  definition  of  these  words  ? 
They  might  be  clearly  explained  in  the 
House,  but  they  ought  to  be  explained 
in  the  Bill,  for  the  information  of  thoee 
who   woidd  really  carry  out    its    pro- 
visions. So  with  regard  to  game.     What 
was  the  fuU  lettable  value  of  the  land  ? 
This  was  what  the  Bill  intended  to  lay 
down ;    but   it   ought   to    have  laid  it 
down  more  distinctly,  or  have  left  it  en- 
tirely to  the  Assessment    Committees. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  principle  of 
rating  game,  but  in  all  cases  where  a 
difference  of  opinion  was  likely  to  arise 
the  provisions  of  a  Bill  of   this   kind 
ought  either  to  lay  down  unmistakeable 
rules,  or  leave  it  to  the  local  authority  to 
apply  the  Bill  as  best  they  could.    He 
hoped  the  clauses  allowing^  deduction  of 
rates  wore  sufficiently  guarded;  but  he 
must    remind  their  Lordships   that  no 
agi*oements  could  possibly  exist  at  the 
present  time  relatmg  to   matters  dealt 
with  in  the  Bill,  and  interference,  even 
in  the  smallest  degree,  with  freedom  of 
contract  was    a   dangerous    precedent. 
1  Of  course,  there  were  exceptional  cases ; 
j  the  mines  clauses  were  agreed  to  by  all 
I  concerned,  and  ample  time   had  been 
given  during  the  last  year  for  any  ob- 
jection to    bo    made.    This  case  was, 
therefore,  a  different  one,  and  he  wished 
the  Bill    had    been  confined   to  those 
I  clauses.    On  the  gproimds  he  had  stated 
I  he  wished  the  Government  had  not  taken 
,  up  the  Bill,  except  to  the  limited  extent 
.  he    had    mentioned.     He  believed  the 
Bill,  as  it  was,  would  not  work  well; 
he  believed  it  would  cause  unnecessary 
i  ill  feeling,  with  little  or  no  result ;  bnt 
I  he  especiedly  regretted  its  introduction, 
I  as  one  of  Ihose  who  wished  to  see  a 
I  thorough  and  complete  revision  of  local 
;  taxation,  and  as  one  who  disliked  piece- 
i  meal  legislation  on  all  occasions,  com* 
j  pHcating  laws  which  ought  and  might 
;  be  consolidated,  and  particularly  on  a 
j  great  question  about  which  there  was 
a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  oountzy. 
:     The  Earl  of  STRADBBOKE,  iriw 
was  very  indistinctly  heard,  waa  iindflr- 
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stood  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  land 
ought  to  be  rated  for  wnat  it  was 
worth  as  land,  independently  of  what 
was  grown  upon  it. 

The  Earl  of  AIELIE  said,  he  was 
quite  at  a  loss  to  see  how  the  Govern- 
ment  proposed  to  ascertain  the  value  of 
land  used  as  plantation ;  nor  did  he  see 
how  the  tenant  was  to  ascertain  how 
much  of  the  rate  he  was  to  deduct  from 
his  rent  in  respect  of  the  increase  of  the 
rateable  over  the  gross  valuation. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  explained 
that  where  the  owner  of  land  let  it  to  a 
tenant,  but  reserved  the  right  of  sport- 
ing, the  right  of  sporting  would 
not  be  separately  valued  but  the  gross 
and  rateable  value  of  the  land  would 
bo  estimated  as  if  the  right  were 
not  secured,  and  if  the  rateable 
value  were  increased  by  the  valuation, 
the  tenant  would  deduct  from  the  rent 
the  amount  of  rate  paid  by  him  in  re- 
spect of  such  increase.  If  the  tenant 
thought  ho  was  unfairly  rated  he  could 
apply  to  the  Assessment  Committee, 
who  woidd  adjust  the  amount  of  assess- 
ment derived  from  the  right  of  sporting. 

Lord  WALSINGHAM  said,  the  Bill 
attempted  to  effect  an  object  which  had 
long  been  contended  for  by  a  large  body 
of  uie  ratepayers  throughout  the  country 
— that  certain  kinds  of  property  having 
a  distinct  and  undoubted  money  value 
should  contribute  to  the  poor-rates  of 
the  districts  in  which  they  were  situated, 
and  no  longer  enjoy  immunity  from  those 
burdens  which,  owing  to  increased  and 
additional  charges  for  national  purposes, 
bcul  of  late  years  weighed  so  heavily 
upon  other  property  on  which  they  had 
fallen.  What  were  the  objections  that 
had  been  urged  against  the  Bill  ?  First, 
it  was  objected  to  because  it  was,  as  it 
were,  an  adopted  child  —  a  nestling 
plucked  by  the  present  Government  from 
the  pigeon-holes  of  their  Predecessors, 
and  pi*esented  as  a  new  and  distinct 
variety.  It  was  not  unusual  for  both 
parents  to  take  part  in  the  process  of 
incubation,  and  he  was,  therefore,  sur- 
prised that  any  jealousy  should  be  felt 
Docause  of  the  anxious  care  with  which 
their  Lordships,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  had  sat  over  this  Bill.  It  would, 
he  thought,  be  acknowledged  that  the 
Bill  was  in  many  respects  a  very  con- 
siderable improvement  upon  that  of  last 
Session.  It  was  not  one  of  a  batch  of 
Bills ;  it  did  not  propose,  like  the  Bill  of 
Iftst  Session,  to  do  what  was  necessary 


by  a  method  the  success  of  which  de- 
pended upon  the  doing  of  something 
else,  but  a  Bill  that  stood  upon  its  own 
merits,  dealing  with  three  specific  objects 
in  no  way  dependent  upon  such  further 
and  future  legislation  as  might  be  con- 
sidered necessary  to  adjust  the  incidence 
of  local  taxation.  Ho  knew  what  the 
feeling  in  certain  parts  of  the  country 
was  upon  this  and  kindred  subjects,  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  the 
Government  had  not  taken  up  this  sub- 
ject and  dealt  with  it  in  a  fair  and  liberal 
spirit,  it  would  have  been  said  that,  in 
spite  of  the  professions  of  their  party, 
and  the  hopes  held  out  of  assistance  ad- 
mitted to  be  only  just  and  reasonable, 
they  wore  not  really  anxious  to  alleviate 
the  burdens  which  pressed  so  heavily 
upon  the  agricultural  community.  It 
was  contended  very  forcibly  in  the  House 
of  Commons  last  year  that  a  measure  of 
this  kind  should  not  be  sanctioned  with- 
out a  principle  of  rating  being  clearly 
laid  down,  which  could  be  carried  out 
by  the  Assessment  Committees  according 
to  certain  definite  rules.  He  claimed 
for  the  present  one  that  it  was  framed  in 
accordance  with  many  valuable  sugges- 
tions made  during  the  progress  of  the 
debate  on  the  subject  in  the  House  of 
Commons  last  year.  As  regarded  the 
right  of  sporting,  it  would  bo  clearly 
understood  that  it  was  not  tho  game, 
but  the  privilege  of  pursuing  it,  which 
was  taken  to  possess  a  money  value  ap- 
plicable to  the  purposes  of  this  Bill. 
Where  an  owner  or  occupier  let  the 
right  of  shooting,  but  retained  the  occu- 
pation of  the  land,  he  was  liable  and 
ought  to  be  rated  under  the  existing  law 
in  respect  of  the  amount  for  which  the 
shooting  was  let,  and  it  seemed  not  un- 
reasonable, since  the  value  of  the  right 
was  already  so  acknowledged,  that  it 
should  be  equally  liable  to  assessment 
when  let  by  the  owner  to  a  tenant  other 
than  the  occupier,  or  retained  in  sever- 
ance from  the  occupation.  There  wore 
many  considerations  which  might  induce 
an  occupier  to  offer  higher  rent  for  land 
upon  which  he  could  exercise  a  right  of 
sporting.  His  farm  might  be  subject  to 
injury  and  depreciation  by  the  excessive 
preservation  of  game,  and  if  he  could 
himself  exercise  the  right  of  sporting, 
the  depreciation  might  be  considered  to 
be  removed,  for  by  killing  off  the  game 
he  would  be  able  to  realize  the  full  agri- 
cultural value  of  the  land,  and  that  v^ue 
was  what  the  Assessment  Gomtcd^^ic^ 
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under  this  Bill  woiQd  be  enabled  to  put 
upon  it.  Perhaps  the  portion  of  the  Bill 
on  which  less  difference  of  opinion  ex- 
isted than  on  any  other  was  that  which 
related  to  the  assessment  of  mines.  If 
coal  mines  were  already  rated,  why 
should  metallic  mines  be  exempt  ?  And 
when  the  royalty  of  «dl  mines  if  paid  in 
kind  was  already  rated,  why  should  it 
not  also  contribute  to  the  rates  if  paid 
in  money?  There  was  one  objection 
that  was  urged  against  the  Bill  of  last 
year  which,  if  it  were  an  objection  at 
all,  would  be  equally  applicable  to  this. 
It  had  been  argued  that  it  contained  a 
dangerous  provision  by  which  it  was 
proposed  to  over-ride  existing  contracts ; 
but  if  the  lessee  of  a  mine  had  specific- 
ally contracted  to  pay  the  rate  in  the 
event  of  such  a  rate  being  imposed,  this 
contract  was  respected  by  the  Bill.  It 
was  only  in  cases  where  such  a  burden 
had  not  been  specially  anticipated  by 
agreement  that,  as  a  new  charge,  it  was 
proposed  according  to  numerous  prece- 
dents to  divide  it  between  the  owner  and 
the  occupier;  and  upon  this  point  the 
lessors  and  lessees  of  mines  were  for  the 
most  part  equally  agreed.  He  trusted 
the  Bill  would  be  accepted  by  the  House 
as  a  measure  which  overcame  in  the 
best  possible  manner  the  difficidties 
which  existed  in  determining  the  basis 
upon  which  certain  kinds  of  property 
were  to  be  assessed.  Those  difficulties, 
owing  to  the  varying  and  uncertain  na- 
ture of  the  circumstances  which  con- 
trolled and  influenced  the  value  of  such 
property,  had  not  liitherto  been  success- 
fully dealt  with  by  legislation ;  but  in 
this  Bill  he  ventured  to  think  they  had 
been  fairly  overcome. 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  said,  he  was 
afraid  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  a 
little  too  apt  to  forget  that  the  change  in 
the  political  feeling  of  the  country  which 
had  so  strongly  manifested  itself  at  the 
late  General  Election  was  due  to  the  dis- 
like which  the  people  had  to  tlie  mea- 
sures of  their  Predecessors ;  and  that  if 
they  were  anxious  to  merit  and  main-  | 
tain  their  present  position  they  must 
show  a  little  more  confidence  in  them- 
selves, and  not  think  to  retain  strength 
and  power  by  searching  into  the  pigeon- 
holes of  the  various  departmental  oflices 
for  the  discarded  measures  of  their  Pre- 
decessors— of  which  this  Bill  was  one — 
and  would  rather  mistrust  the  recom- 
mendations of  those  permanent  officials 
who  had  so  largely  contributed  to  the 
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downfall  of  the  late  GbTemment.  TIm 
rating  question  had,  no  doubt,  created 
great  interest  throughout  the  countij. 
It  might  be  divided  mto  two  questioni. 
The  greater  question  of  the  two  was  the 
hardship  inflicted  by  the  pressure  of  the 
rates  on  the  agricultural  interest  and  on 
that  interest  alone,  and  with  that  ques- 
tion the  Grovemment  did  not  propose  to 
deal.  The  lesser  grievance  arose  out  of 
the  fact  that,  whereas  the  larger  portion 
of  the  agricultural  interest  paid  the  rates, 
certain  other  property,  such  as  woods, 
mines,  and  game,  escaped  untaxed. 
With  this  lesser  grievance  the  present 
Government,  like  their  Predecessors,  did 
propose  to  deal.  But  there  was  this  dif- 
ference— that  the  country  believed  that 
the  present  G-ovemment  would  also  deal 
with  the  larger  question,  while  they 
placed  no  confidence  in  the  late  Govern- 
ment. Though  in  some  of  its  details 
with  respect  to  the  rights  of  fishing  and 
sporting  it  was  open  to  objection,  he 
approved  the  principles  of  the  Bill  now 
before  their  Lordships,  in  the  belief  that 
it  was  only  a  portion  of  a  larger  scheme 
to  be  introduced  hereafter. 

Lord  KESTEYEN  suggested  that 
there  would  be  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  rating  floating  and  flying  pro- 
perty like  fish  and  game,  and  believed 
that  unless  they  were  very  careful  thej 
would  give  occasion  for  much  perplexity 
and  litigation. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  pointed 
out  that  the  Bill  proposed  not  to  rate 
game,  but  to  rate  the  right  of  sporting, 
the  value  of  which  could  be  determined 
with  sufficient  accuracy  without  much 
difficulty.  If  the  shooting  or  fishing 
were  of  no  value,  it  would  not,  of  coarse, 
become  rateable.  The  noble  Marqaev 
(the  ^[arquess  of  Bath)  had  been  rather 
hard  upon  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
country.  They  were  a  most  yaluaUa 
set  of  men,  and  what  they  did  was  to 
lay  all  the  views  for  or  against  a  quea- 
tion  before  the  Ministerial  heads  of 
Departments,  leaving  them  to  deeida. 
There  was  no  ground  for  saying  thai  Iha 
Government  were  unduly  influenced  bj 
the  permanent  officials.  Neither  was 
there  any  ground  for  supposing  tbaft 
tlie  present  Government  intended  ta 
houlever/ter  all  the  institutions  of  tta 
country,  because  their  Predecessors  aughi 
have  meditated  some  further  changw  oa 
the  subject  of  local  and  other  nftaH^ 
When  the  Government  were  prepmedfc 
contribute  to  the  local  rates  in 
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all  Oorenimeiit  property,  wherever  it 
might  be  situated,  some  such  Bill  as  the 
present  became  absolutely  necessary. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ARMY— MILITIA  RETURNS. 
OBSEEVATIONS. 

The  Eakl  of  UMEEICK  rose  (1.) 
to  call  attention  to  the  Eetums  relating 
to  the  Militia,  dated  respectively  1 5th 
May,  1874,  and   loth  June,  1874;  and 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  whether  the  inducements  to  re- 
enrol  now  offered  to  militiamen  are  less 
than  those  offered  prior  to  December, 
1873 ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent ;  (2.) 
also  whether  it  was  in  contemplation  to 
increase  such  inducements ;  and  also  to 
call  attention  to  the  constitution  of  the 
permanent  staffs  of  militia  regiments, 
both  as  regards  numbers  and  mode  of 
appointment,  and  to  the  amount  of  pen- 
nons granted  for  long  service  in  the 
same.     It  appeared  from  an  analysis  of 
these  Betums  that  there    had  been  a 
falling  off  in  the  enrolment  of  recruits 
in  two  months  of  the  present  year — 
namely,  February  and  March,  as  com- 
pared with  the  enrolments  in  February 
and  March  of  the  preceding  two  years ; 
and  a  still  more  remarkable  falling  off 
in  the  re-enrolment  of  men  after  their 
first  term  of  service  had  expired.     He 
was   anxious  to  hear  from   the  noble 
fiarl  the  Under  Secretary  for  War  some 
explanation  as  to  what  he  supposed  to 
be  the  cause  of  the  remarkable  faUing 
off  in  the  re-enrolment  of  men.     Men 
who  re-enrolled  showed  a  preference  to 
remaining  in  the  Militia  to  joining  the 
regular  Army ;  and  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance that    inducements  should   be 
(eld  out  to  them  to  re- enrol.    It  ap- 
peared, also,  that  the  desertions  had  been 
Tery  large.  In  1873,  25,000  recruits  were 
enlisted,  and,  according  to  the  Eetums, 
the  desertions  amounted  to  10,000.     He 
troflted  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
deyise  some  plan  to  prevent  such  a  loss  of 
men,  and  also  to  induce  the  men  whose 
service  had  expired  to  re-enrol.     The 
tmth  was  that  these  men  constituted  the 
strength  of  the    Militia  force.     There 
had  also  been  a  very  great  nimiber  of 
men  absent  from  training  in  1873.   The 
estaUiahment  was  about  126,000,  and 
the  wnnber  of  men  enrolled  on  Ist  May 


1873  was  111,256,  but  there  were  only 
92,089   men  present  at  the  trainings. 
As  to  the  Permanent  Staff  of  Militia 
regiments,  he  might  observe  that  under 
the  old  system  the  Staff  of  Militia  regi- 
ments was  so  kept  up  that  they  were 
really  ready  for  service  at  any  time  ;  and 
there  was  an  advantage  in  this,  because 
however  quickly  they  might  bo  able  to 
manufacture  ordinary  militiamen,  yet  it 
was  by  no  means  an  easy  matter  quickly 
to  manufacture  good  non-commissioned 
officers.    He  thought  that  great  mischief 
was  likely  to  arise  from  decreasing  the 
Permanent  Staff  of  Militia  regiments — 
especially  in  reducing  such  appointments 
as  those  of  the  orderly-room  clerk  and 
the  paymaster  sergeant ;  because  it  was 
reaUy   impossible  to   work  a  regiment 
properly  without  the  aid  of  such  per- 
sons.    Another  circumstance  was,  that 
it  had  been  found  of  great  practical  ad- 
vantage to  allow  Volunteer  sergeants  to 
join  the  Permanent  Staff  of  Militia  re- 
giments, one  advantage  being  that  they 
were  the  best  recruiters  that  could  be  got. 
He  hoped  that  some  means  would  be 
found  for  allowing  a  certain  nimiber  of 
these  men,  if  properly  qualified,  still  to 
join  the  Staff.     Another  ground  of  com- 
plaint was,   the  miserable    amount    of 
pension  which  was  given  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Permanent  Staff  at  the  end 
of  a  long  and  loyal  service.    When  they 
left  the  service,  they  were  usually  unfit 
for  and  unable  to  obtain  any  permanent 
employ,  and  their  families  had  no  pro- 
spect of  relief  but  the  poor-house.     The 
maximum  pension  was  5^?.  a  day  after  a 
service  of  20  years,  the  amount,  he  be- 
lieved,   not  having  been   altered    since 
1796;  and  tliis   smedl  amount  of  pen- 
sion tended,  in  his  opinion,  seriously  to 
deteriorate  the  efficiency  of   the  Staff. 
He  should  like  to  hear  some  explana- 
tion of  the  cause  of  so  many  men  being 
absent  without  leave  from  their  regi- 
ments as  the  Eetums  showed. 

TiiE  Earl  of  PEMBROKE  said, 
that  as  to  the  great  number  of  men  in 
the  Militia  who  had  leave  of  absence  a 
year  or  two  ago  it  arose  from  the  fact 
that  several  regiments  were  ordered  out, 
and  they  were  only  allowed  to  take  with 
them  a  certain  number  of  the  men.  The 
noble  Efirl  had  given  a  perfectly  accu- 
rate statement  with  regard  to  the  in- 
ducements to  recruit  and  re-enrol.  The 
inducements  to  recruit  had  not  been 
very  much  diminished.  The  pay  was 
about  the  same  as  before  \  but  l\i^  \nr 
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ducements  to  're-enrol  had  been  most 
seriously  diminished,  and  in  consequence 
the  re-enrolment  had  not  gone  on  so 
well  this  year  as  could  have  been  de- 
sired. The  whole  matter  would  be 
thoroughly  considered  whenever  the 
training  was  over  and  the  Reports  had 
Leon  sent  in.  With  regard  to  the  second 
Question — the  constitution  of  the  Per- 
manent Staff  of  Militia  regiments — ho 
was  afraid  the  only  answer  he  could  give 
would  be  an  unsatisfactory  one.  The 
reduction  of  the  Permanent  Staff  was  a 
consequence  of  the  scheme  of  the  late 
Government  to  bring  the  l^Iilitia  and 
Line  together,  and  pcrliaps  it  was  rather 
unfortunate  for  the  present  Government 
that  their  predecessors  had  not  remained 
a  little  longer  in  oihce  until  their  scheme 
had  been  thoroughly  developed.  How- 
over,  the  present  (lovemment  had  done 
the  best  it  could  for  it.  The  intention 
of  the  Circular  referred  to  was  to  dimi- 
nish the  expense  of  keeping  up  the  Staff 
all  the  year,  and  to  give  during  the 
training  time  only  the  niunber  or  ser- 
geants that  were  wanted.  With  regard 
to  the  taking  away  of  paymaster-ser- 
geants, if  it  was  found  to  work  badly 
the  matter  would  have  to  be  re-consi- 
dored;  bat  all  those  things  were  parts 
of  a  systei.i  which  was  now  on  trial. 

Lord  WAVENF.Y  contended  that  the 
Militia  would  work  satisfactorily  if  it 
wore  left  alone.  Everj^  regiment  should 
bo  complete  in  itself — that  was  most  es- 
sential— an<l  it  was  also  essential  that 
before  any  alterations  were  made  the 
^filitia  oflicers  should  be  consulted.  The 
!Militia  should  be  a  su])stantive  service, 
should  have  its  own  oflicers,  and  its  own 
system  of  drill.  If  that  were  attended 
to  they  would  obtain  from  the  Militia 
all  they  could  desire.  Thev  were  en- 
deavouring  to  bniig  about  a  system  of 
lending  from  the  Alilitia  to  the  Line 
and  then  drafting  the  men  back  again. 
That  syst<!m  would  break  down.  If 
jNIilitia  officers  were  consulted  they  would 
not  liave  that  check  on  recniiting  which 
had  occurred,  nor  in  the  re-enrolments. 
He  had  2 1  years'  experience  in  a  ^Militia 
rogim(?nt,  and  he  had  not  found  any 
material  alteration  in  th(^  uumb<T  of  re- 
cruits. In  his  regiment  they  were  drawn 
from  agricultural  districts  and  from  the 
coast  villages,  where  the  population  had 
not  increased  during  the  past  two  decen- 
nial periods.  If  the  inducements  which 
were  fonnerlv  held  out  were  continued 
they  would  have  plenty  of  recniits,  as 

JXe  £arl  of  Pemlrokt 


there  were  always  lads  ooming  on  wiw 
could  not  obtain  any  settled  agricnltml 
occupation.  

The  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  said, 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Limeiick]. 
had  gone  so  fully  into  all  the  details, 
that  Httle  was  left  for  him  to  say ;  but  he 
might  venture  to  add  his  opinion  that  it 
was  an  utter  mistake  to  confound  the 
Militia  and  the  Eegular  Army.  It  was 
all  very  well  in  theory  to  talk  of  weld- 
ing the  two  forces  together ;  but  the 
organization  of  the  Militia  was  entirely 
different  from  that  of  the  Begalar 
Army.  Their  combination  was  only 
good  in  theory.  He  had  had  many  yean 
experience  as  a  Militia  officer,  and 
he  certainly  considered  the  present 
organization  of  the  Militia  was  not  a 
satisfactory  one.  The  clothing  supplied 
to  the  men  was  deplorably  bad.  A 
pa3anaster- sergeant  must  be  a  good  ac- 
countant, and  should  be  thoroughly 
honest  and  steady,  as  he  was  the  rig^t 
hand  of  the  adjutant.  With  regard  to 
re-enrolment,  he  had  himself  this  veiy 
year  asked  men  whether  they  would  en- 
rol, and  they  had  replied  that  thn 
would  not,  as  they  would  obtain  no  ad- 
vantage by  doing  so. 

Viscount  CAEDWELL  agreed  with 
his  noble  Friend  behind  him  (Lord 
Waveney)  that  the  Militia  ought  to  be 
a  substantive  force,  and  at  the  same 
time  one  on  which  the  country  could 
in  perfect  safety  rely  as  a  reserre  of 
tlie  llegidar  Army.  He  thought  thii 
was  likely  to  be  brought  about  by  the 
system  of  localization  which  had  been 
adopted  by  tlie  late  Government,  and 
under  which  it  was  hoped  to  dnw  a 
sufficient  number  of  recruits  from  the 
districts  in  which  the  regiments  wen 
localized.  It  had  been  urged  that  in  all 
matters  of  tliis  kind  the  opinions  of  Afl 
highest  military  authorities  should  bo 
taken.  As  far  as  the  late  Qovemment 
was  concerned,  this  was  precisely  Ae 
course  which  was  followed,  and  he 
thought  the  result,  as  far  as  it  could  be 
ascei*tained  at  present,  was  satisfactoiT. 
Tlio  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Limerick) 
whu  brouglit  the  subject  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  had  quoted  the  fignree 
on  the  question  with  perfect  accuracy; 
!  but  he  omitted  to  state  that  the  number 
I  of  IMilitiamen  on  the  roll  at  the  date  of 
!  liis  Eeturn  was  the  largest  on  reoord, 
and  that  the  number  of  men  "  requixed 
to  complete"  bore  an  inverse  ratio  to 
;  the  number  of  men  on  the  roll;  whib 


289            WorUngMmCB            [Jur.T20,  1874)  DweUings  BiU.            290 

the  number  of  men  actually  present  at  for  the  resolution   to  which  they  had 
the  training  was  also  larger  than  had  come  as  to  non-re-appointments  to  the 
been  known  before.     His  figures,  there-  Permanent  Staff.    The  alterations  made 
fore,  did  not  support  the  conclusion  at  by  the  late  Government  ought  to  be  suf- 
which  he  had  arrived,  that  there  were  ficiently  tried  before  further  alterations 
exceptional  difficulties  in  finding  men.  were  made ;  but  at  all  events,  whether 
There  were  92,000  men  actually  present  by  the  changes  introduced  by  the  late 
at  the  training,  a  nimibor  greater  than  Government,  or  by  further  changes,  if 
had  ever  been  kuown  before.     Further,  necessary,  to  be  made  by  their  succes- 
nobody   could    deny    that    the  schools  sors,  ho  hoped  to  see  the  Militia  kept  in 
which  had  been  recently  opened  for  the  such  a  state  of  efficiency  as  to  be  a  ^eet 
instruction  of  officers  had  been  well  at-  anchor  of  the  State  in  the  event  of  their 
tended,    and    that    the    Militia    regi-  services  being  required, 
ments   were    now   officered  by  gentle-  After    a    few    remarks    from.    Lord 
men  who  felt  confidence  in  themselves,  Wayeney  and  the  Duke  of  Btjccleuch, 
and  inspired  a  similar  feeling  in  their  the  subject  dropped, 
men,  as  had  been  shown  by  the  con- 
duct of    the    rank    and   file    on   every  WORKINCr  ]\IEN\S  DWELLINGS  BILL, 
occasion  during  tlio  past  few  years,  when  {The  Eari  of  Shaftesbury.) 
they  had  had  the  opportunity  of  exhi-  (no.  183.)    tuird  re^vdixg. 
biting  thomselyes  at  tlio  military  manoou-  q^^       ^  j^   j^     ^      ^    ^j^^  ^    ^, 
rres.     It  was  true  that  deficiencies  still  .             ,                '^ 
existed ;  but  remedies  might  be  possible  ^* 

for  these,  and  if  the  remedies  were  Moved,  *'Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read 
found  and  applied,  no  one  would  regard  3*." — {27ie  Earl  of  ShaflMhury,) 
the  fact  with  more  interest  and  pleasure  Lord  EEDESDALE  moved,  as  an 
than  himself.  The  Eotum  referred  to  Amendment,  that  it  be  read  a  third 
by  the  noble  Earl  undoubtedly  showed  time  that  day  three  months.  The  origi- 
that  the  number  of  re-enrolments  had  nal  Bill  contained  46  clauses ;  but  since 
diminished ;  but  the  reason  of  this  was  the  second  reading  the  Preamble  had 
probably  to  be  found  rather  in  the  state  been  amended,  and  the  first  and  all  after 
of  the  labour  market  than  in  any  of  tlio  the  second  clause  had  been  struck  out  of 
other  reasons  which  had  been  put  forth  the  Bill,  and  ht)  contended  that  that  was 
by  the  critics  of  the  course  nursued  by  not  a  proper  manner  of  dealing  with  a 
the  late  Government.  If  the  present  measure.  lie  understood  that  the  BiU 
8}-8tem  did  not  work  well  iu  respect  of  would  be  ro-conmiitted,  but  that  had  not 
re-emoluments,  tlie  present  Secretary  for  been  done.  The  Bill  would  be  of  no 
War  could  re-consider  the  question,  and  practical  use  whatever.  It  gave  no 
adoDt  new  arrangements.  It  was  true,  further  power  to  corporations  than  they 
aa  tie  noble  Duke  had  r(?niarkod,  that  at  present  possessed,  except  in  this— that 
the  clothing  supplied  to  the  Militia  regi-  it  proposed  that  they  should  grant  leases 
ments  had  been  deplorably  bad.  Well,  for  999  years  or  for  a  longer  period.  He 
the  late  Government  felt  that  it  was  so,  thought  that  under  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
and  they  applied  a  remedy.  They  con-  rations  Act  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
suited  Militia  officers,  and  appointed  a  would  be  able  to  do  all  they  wished.  The 
Committee  to  consider  the  subject.  The  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  restrictive  of 
Conunittee  recommended  certain  changes  the  beneficial  powers  which  the  Treasury 
— ^they  were  carried  out,  and  ho  under-  had  over  the  corporations  in  the  matter 
stood  that  the  men  were  now  satisfied,  of  the  letting  of  their  lands,  and  as  he 
No  doubt  there  was  some  truth  in  others  regarded  the  measure  as  objectionable  in 
of  the  criticisms  which  had  been  passed;  other  respects,  ho  trusted  their  Lord- 
but  these  were  matters  of  detail,  in  re-  ships  would  reject  it. 
eard  to  some  of  which  improvement  had  *  a  j  ^  j  j.  t 
Slready  been  effected,  and  for  all  of  which  „  ^"^  Amendment   «ior*rf,  to  leave  out 

remedies  were  possible.     He  was  glad  to  '  ^^o^',  „ '^°*^/<^^  /J*  ^"^  ^°^°^  *^  J^' 

Me  that  the  number  of  non-commissioned  ^«^  1*^"^  "^ay    three  monthB."-(2^* 

officers  in  the  Militia  had  been  increased.  ^^'^  Eedeidale. ) 

For  that  change,  the  Secretary  for  War  The  Earl  of  SnATTESBUEY  said, 

and  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Under  that  although  the  Bill  was  s  very  small 

Secretaiy)  were  entitled  to  credit,  as  also  one,  and  although  it  had  passed  through 

VOL.  CCXXI.    [thikd  series.]  L 
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tlie  House  of  Commons  without  a  divi- 
sion, yet  it  had  caused  their  Lordships 
more  trouble  than  if  it  had  been  a  Bill 
for  the  better  government  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  enable  working  men  to  provide 
themselves  with  dwellings  outside  towns, 
and  for  this  purpose  it  enabled  corpo- 
rations to  let  their  lands  on  long  leases, 
with  the  view  of  small  tenements  being 
erected  on  them,  in  order  to  encourage 
thrift  on  tlio  part  of  the  working  men, 
by  giving  them  an  opportunity  of  be- 
coming the  owners  of  the  houses  they 
occupied,  and  to  relieve  the  densely 
crowded  centres  of  population.  The 
original  Bill  was  intended  to  enable 
men  to  become  the  freeholders  of  their 
own  dwellings ;  but  the  objections  of 
noble  and  learned  Lords  to  the  plans 
proposed  wore  so  great,  that  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  had  been  driven  to 
provide  a  new  macliinory.  They  ac- 
cordingly struck  out  the  clauses  relating 
to  fieeh<^lds,  and  introduced  others  pro- 
viding for  the  granting  of  leases.  Under 
the  Act  to  wliiitli  the  noble  Lord  had 
alluded  —  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act — the  (jorporations  had  powers  to 
sell  with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury ; 
but  they  had  not  the  powers  which  the 
Bill  would  give  them — namely,  to  lay 
out  lands,  make  roads,  and  to  make  the 
other  necessarv  alterations  before  offer- 
ing  the  lands  in  lots  for  building  pur- 
poses. He  wished  before  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Rodesdale)  had  risen  to 
speak  on  this  subject,  he  had  witnessed 
what  had  boon  done  within  ton  minutes' 
journey  of  that  House  to  enable  the 
working  classes  to  have  comfortable 
residences  of  their  own,  because  the 
sight  was  on(^  that  the  w(U'ld  had  never 
setiu  biiiore.  Instead  of  raising  objec- 
tions to  tho  scheme,  the  noble  Lord 
ought  to  be  tliankful  that  so  ^rand  an 
rxpcTiment  had  result j.kI  in  success.  If 
the  noble  Ijord  would  visit  the  dtaist  Iv 
crowded  coui-ts  of  I^ondon,  he  would 
learn  that  tliu  artizans  had  the  grpatest 
desire  to  live  in  the  suburbs  ;  and  everv 
statesman  ought  to  (;ncoura<^e  that  de- 
sire, as  well  as  the  wish  of  the  artizans 
lo  become  tlKM>wners  of  their  dwellinjjjs. 
In  his  opinion,  this  l^ill  would  conduce 
largely  to  the  comfort,  happiness,  and 
]»rosperity  of  Wm  w< irking  classes,  and 
consequently  conduce  in  a  corresponding 
degre»j  to  the  stability  of  tho  State.  He 
therefore   hoped    that   their   l^ordships 
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by  passing  this  measure,  would  show 
themselves  to  be  equally  anxious  with 
the  House  of  Commons  for  the  interest 
and  welfare  of  the  workings  classes. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  plan  of  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions Act  was  one  of  prohibition — that 
was  to  say,  the  corporations  cotdd  do 
nothing  in  respect  to  parting*  with  their 
property  for  a  period  exceeding  31 
years,  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasur}',  and  it  could  not  be  expected 
that  any  coi'poration  would  run  to  the 
Treasury  to  ask  power  to  grant  a  lease, 
or  do  other  small  matters.  This  BiU 
would  enable  corporations  to  lease  their 
property  for  the  specific  purpose  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  without  sucli  restric- 
tion, and  he  thought  it  was  a  power  that 
might  very  well  be  granted. 

On  Question,  Tlmt  ("now")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion?  Resolved  in  tho  Affirms* 
five ;  Bill  read  3=*  accordinrfy,  with  the 
Amendments  ;  further  AmendmentB 
made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock 

'till  To*inoiTow,  A  quftitcr 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondat/,  20th  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]  —  I'lHLif    Bills  —  SesoiiUm 

iJuly  17]  I'lportnl — Ordered — Ft  rat  Eetidim^ 
ir^yiil  (late  Indian)  Ordnnnce  Corps  [Com- 
ponsHtion]*  [219]. 

Orthrid — Flr»t  Rtadlttg — Summary'  Jurisdiction 
(Iirland)  *  [217] ;  \lovi^\\  Comb  Na\-igatioii* 
[218]. 

Second  Ri-adintf — Royal  Irish  Conatahular\' and 
Dublin  Mttropolitan  Police*  [196];  "turn- 
])iki?  Acts  rontiuujinco*  [186];  Police  Foroe 
ExiJcnscH  •  [211]  ;  Elementarj-  Edncatiflo 
I'ronsitmjil  OrdiT  Omiinnation  •  [214] ;  Vote 
;it  PHilianifiiUay  Ekt'tiona*  [171],  Atetr 
adjuurtu  d. 

CoinMitfic-  -Y.Tn\i)\KiHi  Schools  Acta  Amendmeot 
[187],  dthaff  adjuttrmd. 

Coiinnitfrt  --  Jirjforf  —  Fovle  CoUeeo  [208]: 
Aldenu'v  Ilarhoiir*  [2051;  Cvidenoe  Iaw 
Auurn(bncnt  (Scotland)  (re'eoutm.)  •  [208]; 
hifuntsCcntmctH*  [164]- 

Rfjjorf—  AiKilhecarics  liiccnccs*  [165]. 

Considt'rrd  ax  a  mended — Colonial  Clorgy  •  [206] ; 
AtiomovH  and  Solicitors*  [76]. 

Third  Jteadhnj — ('onvevuncing  and  Land  ^u^ 
fci-  (Scotland) «  [I06] ;  Shannon  Navigatiflo* 
^im] ;  lif>^al  Practitioners*  [241,  and^awA 

JVithdruirn — Iimkcopfira  Liability  *  [60]. 
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CNMITBOYSBTSD  EEJUmOITB — BOROCOB  OF 
KroSESMUfSTEIt. 
Ub.  Sfeauh  informed  the  Honee,  that  tie 
luid  received  from  Mi.  Juitico  Mellor,  one  of 
the  Judges  aolcctcd  for  the  Trial  of  Election 
PetitionB,  pursuant  to  the  Parliamentarj-  Elec- 
tion*  Art,  1 868,  a  Certificate  und  Rpport  relating 
to  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of  Kidder- 
ndniter.  And  the  a&me  were  rend,  to  the  effect 
that  Albert  Grant  was  not  duly  elected  and 
returned  at  the  said  Election,  and  that  his 
Elfiction  and  Return  were  and  are  wholly  null 
•ad  Toid :  and  that  it  was  proved  betoio  the 
iMuned  Judge  that  the  Raid  Albert  Grant  was 
gnilty  of  a  corrupt  practice  at  the  said  Election 


within  the  true  in 
rnpt  Practices   Preve 


of  the  Cor- 
^  Act,  iBfi4,  in  pro- 

rining  before  and  at  the  time  of  the  said  Elec- 
tion to  certain  i-otcm  for  the  Raid  borough  of 
Kiddcnninntcr,  and  other  inhiliitanta  thereof, 
that  he  the  said  Alliert  Oriint  would  in  the 
event  of  hw  Ixiing  irtumed  at  the  B:iid  Election, 
and  after  such  return,  pivo  to  such  votiTS  and 
othpT  voters  and  inhnhitanta  of  Kidderminster, 
an  entertninment  coniuBting  amongst  other 
things  of  meat  and  drink,  with  tho  view  and 
intent  to  induce  such  voters  to  vote  for  him  the 
■ud  Albert  Grant ;  and  that  a  number  of  voters 
bad  been  induced  to  vote  for  the  said  Albert 
Omnt  hy  virtue  of  u  promise  made  to  them  hv 
penons  canvossiiiK  them  for  their  votes  that 
their  names  should  be  put  down  upon  a  com. 
mittee,  and  that  it  would  be  worth  to  them  10<. 
eoi^  when  all  was  over,  and  in  other  cases  that 
they  would  he  paid  for  their  services  when  it 
could  be  done  with  safety.  The  learned  Judge 
further  reported  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  "corrupt  practices  extensively  pre- 
T«iled  at  the  said  Election ; "  that  there  was 
evidence  of  a  good  deal  of  illegal  treating  during 
the  Election,  but  it  was  not  proved  to  his  satis- 
faction to  have  been  corrupt;  and  that  it  also 
appeared  that  several  accounts  relating  to  expen- 
diture at  the  KlectioD  had  not  been  n-tutnod  by 
Mr.  Giant's  expense  a^at  to  the  Ketuming 
Offii'er.  And  the  said  CertiScate  and  Report 
wore  ordered  to  ho  entered  in  tho  JoiimaLi  of 
this  House. 

AEMT— CHARGE  AGAINST  A  CAVALRY 
OFFICER.— QUESTION. 

Me.  8TACP00LE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  K  hia  attention 
liae  been  called  to  a  statoment  published 
in  the  "WeBtem  Daily  Mercury"  of 
Hay  19th,  alleg^g  that  a  eerioue  fraud 
on  the  public  purse  had  taken  place  iu  a 
Cavalry  Begiment ;  and,  if  eo,  will  he 
state  when  tho  case  was  first  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  authorities,  and  what 
ateps  have  been  or  will  be  taken  to  in- 
▼eatig&te  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
aaid,  that,  according  to  the  statement  in 
queBtion,  which  appeared  in  a  leti«r 
m  Tkt  Wtttem  Daily  Mercury,  signed 
"  Tedette  " — and  wMch  could  not  be  md 


..  be  anonymooB,  since  the  proprietors  of 
the  paper  had  promieed,  if  required  to 
five  the  real  one— an  officer  of  a  cavalry 
regiment  had  availed  himself  of  the 
privilege  of  taking  a  horse  from  the 
ranks,  of  the  value  of  £^0,  and  after 
keeping  it  for  a  short  time  as  his  charger, 
had  returned  it  with  one  of  its  legs 
broken,  and  had  not  paid  for  it,  but  had 
taken  another  horse  from  ih%  ranks  in 
its  stead.  That  was  a  very  serious 
charge,  end  it  was  duly  investigated ;  any 
delay  that  occurred  arising  from  tho  ab- 
sence on  leave  of  the  commanding  officer. 
The  facts  of  the  case  were  these— The 
officer  in  question  asked  to  be  allowed  to 
select  a  particular  nioro  from  the  ranks 
for  his  chai^er,  and  the  commanding 
officer  esprossed  a  doubt  as  to  iier  fitness, 
but  permitted  her  to  be  tried.  In  the 
school  she  showed  temper  und  threw  up 
her  head,  nearly  stunning  him,  and  after 
being  returned  to  the  ranks,  she  received 
a  kick  from  a  stable  companion,  which 
broke  her  leg.  It  was  absolutely  untrue 
that  tho  officer  in  question  had  had 
another  horse  from  tho  ranks  since. 

EAST  AFRICUI  SLAVE  TRADE. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  ROBERT  AN8TEUTHER  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  ho  will  state  to  the  House 
what  steps  are  being  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  secure  the  sup- 
pression of  the  traffic  in  slaves  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  I  am  well  aware, 
Sir,  that  this  ia  a  subject  about  which 
much  interest  is  taken  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Fife  has  had  a  Notice  of  Motion 
on  the  subject  upon  the  Paper  for  some 
time,  but  has  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  it  forward.  Had  be  done  so, 
I  should  have  availed  myself  of  the  op- 
portunity of  showing  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  am  quite  alive  to  the  interest 
which  is  taken  by  all  classes  of  the  Eng- 
lish public  in  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  trade.  TJie  Treaty  which  was 
made  last  year,  if  it  ie  not  all  that  we 
could  desire,  has  had  certainly  a  good 
effect;  and  I  think  the  acknowledgments 
of  the  country  are  duo  to  tho  Sultan  of 
Jianzibar  for  signing  that  Treaty.  We 
have  no  reason  to  think  that  the  Sultan 
is  anxious  to  recede  from  the  engage- 
ments imposed  upon  him  by  that  inBtru.- 
L  2 
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ment,  on  the  contrary,  we  have  reason 
to  believe  that  he  is  desirous  to  see  that 
Treaty  carried  out  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  'was  framed ;  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  great  credit  is  due  to  him  for  facing 
the  ^fELcultiee  which  undoubtedly  that 
Treaty  imposed  upon  him.  He  has, 
contrary  to  the  wishes  of  many  of  his 
most  powerful  subjects,  absolutely  abo- 
lished the  slave  market  at  Zanzibar,  and 
1  believe  him  to  be  doing  his  best  to 
discourage  the  slave  trade  all  over  his 
dominions  ;  but  his  resources  are  not 
great,  and  wo  must  not  ospect  too  mucli 
from  a  Eulor  who  has  upon  this  ques- 
tion the  most  violent  opposition  to  en- 
counter from  almost  alibis  own  subjects. 
I  would  also  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  authority  of  the  Sultan  of  Zan- 
zibar does  not  extend  along  the  whole  of 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa ;  that  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Kast  African  slave  trade 
cannot  be  put  down  by  his  co-operation 
and  exertions  alone  ;  that  if  we  succeed 
in  putting  it  down  on  the  Coast  of  Zan- 
zibar it  will  very  Kkely  break  out  at 
other  places ;  and,  further,  that  if  we 
succeed  in  abolishing  tlio  Coast  traffic 
altogether,  vigorous  efforts  will  bo  made 
to  carry  it  on  by  land.  But  the  best 
authorities  upon  the  subject  are  of 
opinion  that  if  we  keep  up  a  close 
blockade  by  sea  it  will  not  pay  the  slave 
dealers  to  run  tlio  risk  of  exporting 
slaves  from  tlio  interior,  and  in  this  way 
a  vital  blow  will  bo  given  to  tlie  trade, 
which  will  have  the  samo  effect  on  the 
llast  Const  that  unquestionably  this 
policy  lias  had  upon  the  West.  t7udor 
these  cdreum.-itances,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  tnkcu  uieasuros  lo  in- 
crease tlu'  squadron  on  the  East  Coast, 
and  by  a  Sujiplnmentary  Estimate  placed 
on  the  Table  by  the  right  hon.  (joutle- 
uian  the  I'irst  Ijord  of  the  Admii-alty  an 
expenditure  of  no  less  than  ilOo.OOO 
has  been  proposed.  The  London,  a  very 
large  ship,  specially  prcpai-od  for  the 
pni'pose,  and  intcndi'il  to  serve  as  a 
depot,  lias  already  sailed,  and  she  will 
have  many  sumll  boats  altathed  to  her. 
So  also  has  tho  Fiying  Finli,  and  the 
Jigeria  will  follow  in  about  a  monlli. 
■\Vith  respect  to  an  additional  Consul,  it 
is  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  we  may  find  it  necessarj-  to 
increase  the  Conmilar  Staff  on  tho  East 
Coast,  and  that  it  maybe  advisable  to 
appoint  a  Consul  at  Slozautbique ;  but 
the  House  is  aware  that  no  provision 
31r.  liourke 
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has  been  made  in  the  Sstimatea  for  tin 
present  year  for  auch  increaAe,  and  h 
such  proposal  can  be  made  withont  tbt 
consent  of  the  Treasury.  But  the  tbu 
is  not  far  distant  when  it  will  he  flw 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Goremment  ta 
consider  the  Estimates  for  the  eiuniii| 
year ;  and  if  it  is  thought  a  Consul  at 
Mozambique  would  do  good  mv  noUe 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  will'be  pn- 
pared  to  appoint  one.  But  upon  thu 
subject  I  do  not  wish  to  ^vo  a  definh* 
pledge,  as  it  is  possible  further  infoimi- 
tion  might  render  it  desirable  to  nub 
another  proposal.  On  the  whole,  1  en 
promise  the  hon.  Msmber  that  the  mb- 
jeet  shall  have  the  close  and.  earnest  at- 
tention of  the  Goveniment,  and  I  wtrald 
remind  the  House  that  the  work  npoa 
which  we  are  intent  will  require  mneh 
patience,  much  prudence,  and  modi  a- 
penee  to  accompush. 

PATENT  lIUSEUSf.— QUESTIOX. 

Mb.  MTINDELLA  asked  the  Pint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Hw 
Majesty's  Government  is  aware  that, 
owing  to  the  want  of  apace  and  aoitabk 
accommodation,  the  Patent  Museom  ia 
losing  constant  opportunities  of  acqnir- 
ing  models  of  original  inventions  of  the 
greatest  interest  to  the  Country;  ud. 
whether  the  Government  is  prepandta 
take  immediate  steps  to  provide  a  not- 
able building  for  the  Museum,  which  ii 
capable  of  being  made  one  of  the  moat 
valuable  schools  of  inatruction  in  nie- 
chanicsl  science  in  the  world? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  am  very  aoziy, 
Sir,  to  say  that  the  Patent  Museum  it 
not  the  only  public  institution  whidi  it 
suffering  irom  want  of  space  and  rf 
suitable  accommodation.  That  is  now  a 
crying  grievance  with  respect  to  all  our 
public  buildings,  collections,  and  offioH. 
In  reganl  to  the  Patent  Museum,  how- 
over,  I  perceive  another  Question  on  the 
Paper,  and  I  am  aware  from  a  cmunB- 
nication  whieh  I  have  received  from  mf 
noble  Friend  the  First  Commisaionna 
Works,  that  the  matter  is  at 
gaging  attention. 

NAVY— liEAR  ADMIRAL  RAKBOLFH. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  BEDFORD  FIU  asked  Ite 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiraify,  If  he  viD 
state  to  the  House  by  what  autf  " 
Rear  Admiral  Randolph,  C.B., 
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ing  tlie  Flying  Squadron,  then  croising 
in  the  Mediterranean,  ordered  a  Court 
Uartial  on  the  Captains  of  Her  Majesty's 
Bhips  "  Narcissus  "  and  "  Endyniion  ;  " 
•nd  if  he  obtained  the  sanction  and  con- 
currence of  the  Commander-in-Chief  on 
the  station  ;  who  &amod  the  only  chai^ 
on  which.  Bear  Admiral  Bandolnh  him- 
self has  just  been  tried  by  Court  Martial, 
viz.,  forthat-he  the  said  Eear  Admiral 
in  command  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships  did 
on  the  night  of  the  10th  May,  1874, 
negligently  hazard  the  said  Ships,  &c. ; 
ana,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  Uie  House  the  Minutes  of  both  Court 
Uartials? 

Mb.  hunt  ;  Sir,  Admiral  Eandolph 
ordered  the  Courts  Martial  by  authority 
of  a  warrant  which  he  held  from  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  :  he  did  not  ob- 
tain the  sanction  and  concurrence  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  on  the  station.  The 
charge  on  which  Admiral  Bandolph  was 
tried  was  Iramed  by  order  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  the  Minutes  of  the  Courts  Mar- 
tial they  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table. 


HOME-ALLEGED  DISTUBBANCES. 
QilEstio;T, 

Me.  O'CLEEY  asked  the  Under 
Seoretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  Government  have  received  official 
information  relative  to  the  disturbance 
which  took  place  on  the  2l8t  of  June  in 
the  square  of  St.  Peter's  at  Borne,  dur- 
ing wuich  a  tumultuous  mob  is  reported 
to  nave  approached  the  Vatican,  uttering 
cries  and  throats  against  the  Sovereign 
Pontiff;  and,  in  the  event  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  having  received  such  official  intelli- 

f>noe,   to  ask  that  it  be  laid   before 
arliament  ? 

Ms.  BOUBEE  :  Sir,  mention  is  made 
in  a  Despatch  received  from  the  Secretory 
of  Legation,  of  a  disturbance  which 
oocorred  in  the  square  of  St.  Peter's  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  It  does  not,  however,  appear 
to  have  been  of  a  serious  character,  and 
no  mention  is  made  of  threats  directed 
against  the  Pope.  There  is  no  objection 
to  lay  the  Despatch  on  the  Table, 
should  the  hon.  Member  require  it ;  but 
it  oontaina  ret7  little  more  than  will  be 
fousd  in  the  newspapers. 


MONASnC  AND  CONVENTUAL  INSTI- 
TUTIONS.—QUESTION. 

8iB  JOHN  KENNAWAT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  answers  have  been 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Envoys  in 
Foreign  Countries  as  to  the  existence 
and  operations  of  Laws  there  relating  to 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions ; 
and  if  he  can  state  when  that  informa- 

m  will  be  laid  before  the  House? 

Mk.  BOUBKE:  Sir,  early  in  the 
Session  I  promised  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr,  Newdegate) 
to  endeavour  to  obtain  the  information 
mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  place 
that  information  in  the  Library  of  the 
House.  But  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  has  had  a 
Motion  for  an  Address  to  the  Crown  on 
the  subject  upon  the  Paper  ever  since ; 
and,  until  that  Motion  is  disposed  of,  or 
taken  off,  I  have  thought  it  more  respect- 
ful to  the  House  and  to  the  hon.  Member 

refrain  from  placing  the  information 

the  Library  which  I  had  conditionally 


ARMY— MUZZLE-LOADIKG  FIELD 

GL^S. -QUESTION. 

Captain  NOLAN  aaked  the  Surveyor 
General  of  the  Ordnance,  If  he  can  in- 
form the  House  whether  any  or  all  of 
the  fourChief  Military  Powers  of  Europe 
bave  determined  to  discontinue  the  ma- 
nufacture of  field  guns  which  load  at 
the  muzzle ;  and,  what  will  be  the  pro- 
bable cost  incurred  by  the  manufacture 
of  muzzle- loading  field  guns,  with  the 
accompanying  stores  and  ammunition, 
during  the  present  financial  year  ? 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Beports  with  regard  to 
other  countries  were  of  a,  confidential 
character;  but  that  it  was  pretty  ge- 
nerally known  that  the  four  pnn- 
cipai  Powers  had  either  adopted  the 
breech-loading  principle,  or  were  about 
to  do  it.  The  eipendlture  in  this  coun- 
try during  the  preaeat  year  on  muzzle- 
loading  guns,  including  equipments, 
would  be  about  £40,000. 

THE  CONSULAR  SERVICE— 

UNHEALTHY    CLIMATES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  COCHEANE  asked 

the  UnderSecretaryof  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs,  Whether  by  a  new  Begulation 
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Consuls  serving  in  South  America, 
Cliina,  or  any  trying  climate,  are  per- 
mitted to  count  for  every  year  of  service 
two  years  towards  a  pension  ;  and,  if  so, 
w^liy  tlic  same  favour  is  not  extended  to 
the  diplomatic  service  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE  :  No,  Sir ;  there  is  no 
new  regulation  to  the  effect  suggested. 
A  regulation  was  agreed  upon  between 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  and  the  Board  of  Treasury  by 
which  two  years'  service  in  unhealthy 
climates  was  to  count  as  three  in  calcu- 
lating the  pensions  for  the  consular  ser- 
vice. That  is  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Services.  The  regulation 
is  intended  to  meet  the  consular  case  of 
officers  stationed  for  considerable  periods 
at  particularly  imhealthy  places.  It  was 
not  recommended  by  the  Committee  for 
the  Diplomatic  Service,  whoso  members 
are  not  as  a  rule  stationed  at  places  to 
which  it  would  apply. 


ARMY— ]\IAJOHS  OF  AKTJLLKRY 
SEKVINO  IN   INDIA.— (iUESTlON. 

Colonel  JERVIS  asked  the  Secretary 
nf  State  for  AVar,  A\niether  during  the 
Kocess  he  will  kindly  take  into  his  con- 
sideration the  case  of  the  nonpayment  of 
tli(»ir  rank  to  ]\rujors  of  Artiller}'  now 
serving  in  India,  a  largo  proportion  of 
wlioni  aro  Oflicora  of  the  Old  Iloval 
Artillery  who  have  liad  to  proceed  to 
tliiit  country  under  orders  from  the  AVar 
J)rpartnu>nt,  and  represent  their  case  to 
tin*  Indian  Office? 

Mii.  GATHOllNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  lie  was  happy  to  say  that  ho  did 
not  think  it  would  be  necessary  during 
the  Recess  to  pay  much  attention  to  this 
subject,  because  ho  believed  an  ari'ange- 
ment  with  regard  to  it  had  been  entered 
into  which  would,  ho  thought,  be  quite 
satisfactory  to  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend. 


OlinXAXrK  ^^^KV^:V-('()UNTY  OF 
MKRIONKTU.- (U'ESTFOX. 

]Mr.  irOIiLANl)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  has 
arranged  any  ])lan  for  comi)leting  the 
Survey  of  the  County  of  Merioneth,  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  expressed  by 
the  deputation  who  lately  waited  upon 
him? 

Mr.  jDaillic  Cochrane 


Lord  HENEY  LENNOX,  in  reply, 
said,  ho  regretted  that  ho  was  unaUe  to 
give  a  favourable  Answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  other  Members  who 
had  waited  on  him  with  a  deputation. 
After  full  consideration,  he  had  decided 
it  was  not  expedient  to  interfere  with  the 
orders  of  progress  of  the  Ordnance  Sur- 
vey, as  laid  down  by  the  War  Office  and 
confirmed  by  his  Pl^edecessor  at  theOffiee 
of  Works. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS   COMMISSIOXERS 
SCHEMES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  If  he  will  state 
to  the  House  how  many  schemes  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Comniissioners  have 
been  approved  by  the    Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  since  the  present 
Government  came  into  office,  how  manj 
have  been  disapproved,  and  how  many 
are  aw^aiting  decision ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  have  ascertained  how  many 
schools,  and  which  schools  will,  nndflr 
Clause  4  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Acti 
Amendment  BiU,  be  exempted  from  ilie 
operation  of  the  17th  and  18th  Clauses 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1869, 
which   provide  for  persons   not  being 
disqualified  for   acting  as   members  Si 
tlie  governing  body  of   schools  on  ac- 
count of  their  religious  opinions,  and 
for  tlio  head  master  not   being  neces- 
sanly  in  holy  orders  ? 

Yisrouirr  SANDON,  inreply,  said,  that 
when  the  present  Government  came  into 
ofilce  they  found  a  large  number  of 
schemes  which  had  been  handsomely 
postponed  by  their  Predecessors  as  soon 
as  the}'-  felt  that  they  were  about  to  cease 
to  be  Members  of  the  Government.  They 
felt  that  it  was  right  their  Successon 
should  have  the  responsibility  of  deter- 
mining upon  those  schemes.  The  nmn- 
ber  of  scliemes  approved  of  by  the  pre- 
sent Government  was  42,  three  of  wnidi 
had  been  remitted  to  the  Commissionen 
for  alteration ;  1 3  of  those  schemes  were 
for  grammar  schools,  and  25  for  other 
educational  charities.  The  number  of 
schemes  awaiting  approval  was  32.  PMr. 
W.  E.  EoRSTEii:  How  many  nave 
been  disapproved  of?]  None  had  been 
disapproved  of ;  but  he  hoj^ed  the  Houee 
w^ould  recollect  that  32  were  awaiting  ap- 
2)roval,  and  that  it  was  not  improbabra 
that  some  of  these  might  be  disappxored 
of.  lie  regretted  that  he  could  give  no  in- 
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PATENT  MUSEUM.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether,  as 
the  Commissioners  have  for  the  future 
abandoned  annual  International  Exhibi- 
tions at  South  Kensington,  the  Govem- 
ment  will  be  willing  to  g^ve  early  and 
fJEkYOurable  consideration  to  the  proposal 
to  transfer  the  Patent  Office  Museum 
from  its  present  place  to  the  southern 
block  and  adjacent  portions  of  the  Exhi- 
bition buildings  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  the  abandonment  of 
annual  International  Exhibitions  would 
leave  a  large  amount  of  space  available 
for  some  of  our  national  collections  ;  and 
it  would  appear  from  the  Papers  before 
Parliament  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  a 
scheme  which,  if  it  were  agreed  to, 
would  enable  him  to  offer  the  Patent 
Museum  suitable  accommodation  in  the 
southern  block  of  the  Exhibition  build- 
ings. 


THE  FIJI  ISLANDS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  Aldermax  W.M^ARTHUE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What 
day  he  can  fix  for  the  discussion  on 
Fiji,    in    accordance  with  the  promise 

fiven  on  belialf  of  the  Government  on 
riday  nieht? 

Mr.  DISEAELI,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  could  not  fix  a  day  for  a  discussion 
on  Fiji,  but  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  (ientleman  would  have  several  op- 
portunities before  the  House  was  pro- 
rogued— for  instance,  on  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill — of  bringing  on  that  discussion. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  thought 
the  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
hardly  be  aware  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  had  promised  that  a  day  would  be 
given  for  tne  discussion. 

Mr.  DISBAELI  said,  that  he  had  in- 
dicated to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
1>er  for  Lambeth,  a  certain  mode  by 
which  he  could  bring  the  question  be- 
fore the  House. 


ARMY— TIIE  MILITIA— FINES  FOll 
DRUNKENNESS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NOETH  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  anything  has  been 
decided  as  to  what  is  to  be  done  with 
the  money  which  has  been  stopped  for 
drunkenness  in  the  Militia  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  money  would  be  applied  to  the 
promotion  of  music,  the  purchase  of 
books,  and  the  providing  of  recreation 
for  the  Militia,  and  he  hoped  that  by 
that  means,  drunkenness  in  the  Militia 
would  be  decreased. 

H.R.II.  PRINCE  LEOPOLD. 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  QUEEK. 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  brought  up, 
and  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  (all  the  Mem- 
bers being  uncovered),  as  follows : — 

"  VICTORIA  R. 
"  Her  I^Iajesty,  being  desirous  of  making  a 
competent  provision  for  the  honourable  support 
and  maintenance  of  Her  fourth  Son  Prince 
Leopold  (xeorge  Duncan  Albert  on  his  coming 
of  age,  recommends  the  consideration  thereof 
to  Her  faithful  Commons,  and  relics  upon  their 
attachment  to  adopt  such  measures  as  may  be 
suitable  to  the  occasion. 

"V.  R." 

Committee  thereupon  upon  Thursday. 

END0A\T::D  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL  -[Bill  187.]— COMMITTEE. 

( Viscount  tSaudon^  3£r.  Scent ary  Civm.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That'^Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — (  Viscount  Sandon,) 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  M* ARTHUR 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  Wesleyan 
Body,  and  was  proceeding  to  read  the 
same,  when — 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  out  of  Order  in  readine  the 
Petition.  If  he  wished  it  read,  he 
should  move  that  it  be  read  by  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table. 

Mr.  Aldermax  W.  M'ARTHUR 
having  moved  accordingly, 

The  Clerk  read  the  Petition,  which 
set  forth  that  the  Petitioners  viewed 
with  alarm  and  regret  certain  provisions 
in  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill,  and  prayed  that  it  might  not 
pass  into  law. 
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Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment — 

"I'hat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
inexpedient  to  Rinciion  a  measure  which  will 
allow  any  one  religious  Body  to  control  schools 
that  wen*  thrown  open  to  the  whole  nation  by 
the  jjolicy  of  the  List  Parliament," 

said,  tho  Bill  wliicli  thoy  were  asked  to 
consider  was  of  such  significance,  tliat  it 
would,  in  all  probability,  give  an  en- 
tirely new  aspect  to  contemporary  poli- 
tics, and  would  make  some  of  those  who 
were  tho  supporters  of  institutions  which 
were  cherished  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site become  their  strong  opponents.  It 
would  tend  to  make  a  party  which  had 
to  some  extent  been  disunited  and  dis- 
located, finn  and  compact.  With  regard 
to  educational  questions,  he  had  always 
acted  independently  of  party,  and  had 
striven  not  to  let  any  abstract  views  of 
his  own  stand  in  tho  way  of  tho  progress 
of  any  measure  which  he  thought  would 
promote  tho  intellectual  advancement  of 
the  people.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  what  was  it  intended  to  do,  and  what 
would  be  its  probable  consequences  ?  It 
would  convert  into  narrow  sectarian  in- 
stitutions many  hundreds  of  schools 
which  were  declared  by  tho  late  Parlia- 
ment to  be  national  institutions,  whose 
endowments  ought  to  be  used  to  promote 
the  intellectual  advancement  of  the 
entire  people.  It  said  the  House  was 
to  search  out  the  obscure  records  of 
the  past,  and  if  they  could  find  any 
symbol  of  ecclosiasticism,  any  remnant 
of  sectarianism,  they  were  to  impress  it 
on  these  schools,  regardless  of  the  con- 
sequences which  might  be  produced  in 
the  educational  efficiency  of  the  localit}', 
or  the  religious  concord  of  the  people. 
At  whatever  time  a  school  was  founded 
— whether  by  the  Catholics  before  the 
Reformation,  or  by  the  Presbyterians  or 
Puritans  in  tho  days  of  Cromwell — if  the 
slightest  roforc^nce  were  made  in  the 
foundation -deed  to  the  Church,  the 
House  was  to  assume  that  the  religion 
which  tlie  founders  wished  to  promote 
was  that  particular  form  of  Church 
worshij^  now  prevalent ;  and  that  their 
primary-  object  was  not  to  bring  high 
learning  witliin  the  reach  of  those  who 
were  debarred  by  poverty  from  obtaining 
it ;  and  that  their  endowment  must  be 
administered  with  the  object  of  fostering 
a  Church  which  was  riven  asunder  b}*^ 
internal  discord  and  intestine  disputes. 
Every  Catholic  school  founded   before 


the  Eeformation — eveiy  school  fbnnded 
by  a  Nonconformist,  was  to  be  regarded 
as  a  Church  school,  if  any  reference  to 
religion  or  any  ecclesiastical  authoritr 
was  mentioned.  Before  it  was  too  late 
he  would  ask  the  House  carefully  to  con- 
sider whether  it  was  wise  and  prudent  to 
revive  the  remembrance  of  past  wron^ 
and  awaken  the  recollection  of  past  in- 
justice ?  Did  the  House  wish  to  remind 
every  Nonconformist  in  the  country  that 
prior  to  the  year  1770  his  forefathers,  if 
they  were  of  tho  same  faith  as  himselt 
could  not  found  a  school  ?  Did  it  wiah 
to  tell  every  Nonconformist  that,  even  if 
a  school  were  founded  in  his  native 
town,  ho  could  not  be  appointed  a 
manager,  and  his  children  could  not 
enjoy  the  advantage  of  education  in 
it,  as  though  he  were  an  outlaw 
and  they  were  outcasts?  Had  the 
great  Conservative  party  become  n 
flushed  with  victory,  so  intoxicated  by 
success,  that,  forgetting  all  their  tradi- 
tions of  moderation,  they  were  going  to 
revive  a  fierce  sectaiian  war  in  almost 
every  town  and  village  in  the  countiy, 
to  recall  the  memory  of  past  injustioe, 
and  to  bestow  on  tho  Nonconformists  an 
undeserved,  an  unmerited,  and  unpre- 
cedented insult?  Was  it  likely  the 
Nonconformists  would  submit  to  that? 
Why,  the  Govemmont  might  as  well 
expect  to  revive  the  Star  Chamber,  to  re- 
impose  Ship  Money,  or  to  restore  anj 
other  emblem  of  olfeto  wrong.  ["  No, 
no!"]  Hon.  Members  might  say  No; 
but  ho  knew  he  was  putting  a  correct 
interpretation  u];)on  the  feelings  of 
thousands  of  his  fellow-countrymen.  He 
would  give  one  example  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  would  work.  In  the 
last  debate  on  the  subject,  reference  was 
made  to  Birmingham,  and  it  was  not 
obscurely  hinted  that  one  of  the  chief 
reasons  for  attacking  the  Commissionen 
was,  that  they  had  not  converted  Bir- 
mingham School  into  a  denominatioDal 
institution.  There  was  no  place  in  the 
Kingdom  whero  there  existed  more  nal 
for  education,  or  where  education  wai 
supported  with  more  public  Bpirit  Hiaa 
it  was  in  Birmingham.  A  aGneme  had 
been  proposed  which  would  giye  to  tha 
town  council  of  Birmingham  dircot  S9- 
preseutation  in  the  manafement  of  flw 
school,  so  that  CathoUos,  Monooiifrn 
and  men  of  different  religioiia  a 
their  fellow-townsmen  bo  deaj 
elected.    Under  the  sohema,  0m 
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of  a  high  kind  would  have  been  pro- 
vided for  2,250  boys  and  girls ;  and,  so 
vast  were  the  endowments,  that  one- 
third  of  the  whole  number  of  pupils 
would  have  been  exhibitioners  elected 
from  the  elementary  schools.  There 
would  have  been  a  gradation  of  schools 
through  which  tlie  son  of  the  poorest 
artizan  might  have  advanced  to  the 
highest  honours  and  emoluments  of  the 
Universities.  But  if  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House  was  passed,  not  a  single  Non- 
conformist or  Eoman  Catholic  could  be- 
come a  manager,  and  the  children  of 
Nonconformists  and  Eoman  Catholics 
would  be  deprived  of  the  advantage  of 
the  endowment  of  scholarships  and  exhi- 
bitions. In  fact,  the  Bill  would  actually 
make  things  worse  than  they  were  at 
present,  for  their  was  nothing  in  the 
deed  of  the  school  to  prevent  a  Noncon- 
formist from  being  elected  a  manager. 
Again,  it  was  intended  to  provide  that 
the  head  master  must  be  in  Holy  Orders, 
and  that  the  assistant  masters  must  be 
Churchmen.  The  first  restriction  was 
bad  from  every  point  of  view,  and  it  was 
especially  bad  and  undesirable  in  the 
case  of  a  day  school.  At  the  University 
of  Cambridge  the  most  distinguished 
students  showed  each  year  a  growing 
disinclination  to  enter  into  Holy  Orders. 
Out  of  the  42  Fellows  of  Trinity  College 
who  had  been  elected  since  1860,  there 
were,  at  the  present  moment,  only  five 
in  Orders.  Moreover,  the  very  pick  of 
the  Fellows  of  that  College  were  ap- 
pointed to  tutorships  and  lecturerships ; 
and  of  the  four  tutors,  two  only  were  in 
Holy  Orders,  while  all  the  assistant  tutors, 
10  in  number,  were  laj-men.  Thus  it 
would  be  seen  that  the  chance  of  getting  the 
best  man  for  the  mastership  of  Birming- 
ham School  would  be  greatly  limited,  if 
the  restriction  with  regard  to  Holy  Orders 
was  insisted  upon.  AVhat  made  the  dis- 
inclination among  Fellows  of  Trinity  to 
take  Orders  still  more  remarkable  was, 
that  if  they  did  take  Orders,  they  would 
obtain  a  great  reward.  If  a  man  were 
a  layman  and  left  Cambridge,  he  could 
only  hold  his  Fellowship  for  seven  years, 
whereas  if  he  took  Orders,  he  could  hold 
it  pennanentij,  or,  at  least,  xmtil  he  mar- 
xied.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  pre- 
Teotiiig  Nonconfonnists  and  Catholics 
from  Deooming  managers  of  the  school 
in  a  plaoe  like  Birmin^hain  ?  He  was 
■cooMomed  whsa  he  paid  a  Tisit  to  that 
tovniy  idndi  nfmoicd  a  great  public 


school,  to  stay  with  a  gentleman  who 
was  known  throughout  the  neighbour- 
hood for  his  great  benevolence  and  public 
spirit.  Beginning  life  as  a  poor  artizan, 
he  had  amassed  a  large  fortune  in  com- 
merce, and  now  devoted  himself  entirely 
to  the  promotion  of  the  public  institutions 
of  the  town.  Such  a  man  under  this  Bill 
could  not  become  a  Governor,  although 
it  might  be  a  position  above  all  others 
which  he  might  wish  to  occupy,  because 
he  was  a  Nonconformist.  A  man  who 
might  be  a  gambler,  a  ruined  rouSj  if  he 
were  a  Churchman,  might  be  elected; 
but  because  a  man  was  a  Nonconformist, 
he  was  treated  as  if  he  had  done  some 
disgraceful  act  which  would  justly  de- 
prive him  of  the  rights  of  citizenship. 
Hon  Gentlemen  opposite  said  they  were 
going  to  do  that  in  the  interests  of  the 
Church ;  that  they  were  going  to  carry 
on  a  war  of  reprisals ;  that  when  they 
were  weak,  the  Church  was  attacked, 
now  that  they  were  strong,  the  Church 
must  be  vindicated.  By  whom  had  the 
Church  been  attacked?  Not  by  the 
Liberal  Party  in  that  House — ['*  Oh, 
oh ! "] — at  any  rate,  not  by  the  majority 
of  that  party,  because  many  of  them 
were  sincere  friends  of  the  Church,  and 
time  would  show,  much  wiser  friends 
than  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  At  pre- 
sent, the  Church  was  never  attacked  by 
more  than  a  minority  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  the  House,  and  by  an  active 
party  out-of-doors;  but  if  they  passed 
the  Bill,  the  Church  would  be  attacked 
by  a  firm,  an  united,  and  a  compact 
party,  including  many  a  man  who  was 
not  at  present  prepared  to  attack  the 
Church,  but  who  was  equally  not  pre- 
pared or  willing  to  defend  it  in  this 
course.  All  these  were  equally  resolved 
to  prevent  the  national  Church  grasping 
and  claiming  those  endowments  to  which 
they  had  no  legal  right,  and  which  Par- 
liament had  decided  should  be  the  pro- 
perty of  the  nation,  and  they  would 
equally  say  the  responsibility  was  not 
theirs,  if  the  maintenance  of  the  Church 
was  to  be  associated  with  the  perpetua- 
tion of  social  and  civil  disabilities.  Could 
anything  be  more  mischievous  to  the 
Church  and  the  country  at  large  than  to 
stereotype  sectarian  differences  by  sepa- 
rating children  in  early  youth  according 
to  the  religion  of  their  parents.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  a  gross  injustice 
to  deprive  any  section  of  our  countrymen 
of  the  advantages  of  these  endowments, 
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mid  lio  Lelioved  it  would  ro-act  upon  the 
Church  itsolf.  Moroovor,  the  Bill  was 
to  be  regarded  in  a  point  of  view  more 
mischievous  lliau  exchiding  Noncon- 
formists and  llonian  Catholics  from 
being  school  managers.  And  wliat  would 
be  the  inevitable  result  ?  It  would  con- 
vert those  scliools  into  j)urely  denomina- 
tional institutions,  and  a  feeling  of  secta- 
rian rancour  would  be  raised  which 
would  touch  the  self-rosjiect  of  Noncon- 
formist parents,  and  the  miscliief  would 
re-act  upon  Churchmen  themselves.  It 
might  be  asked,  as  a  similar  question 
had  been  asked,  wlien  the  opening  of 
the  Universities  was  under  discussion — 
**  Why  don't  the  Nonconformists  found 
schools  of  their  own  ?"  It  was  scai'cely 
necessary  to  point  out  that  there  was 
something  in  the  case  of  educational  in- 
stitutions ^'hich  money  could  not  pur- 
chase. Tlio  weal  til  of  the  wealthiest 
could  not  suddenly  call  into  existence  a 
Trinity,  a  Christ's  Cliurch,  or  a  Baliol. 
Around  these  institutions  clung  priceless 
mtmiories  of  the  past ;  they  had  been 
made  what  they  were  by  the  illustrious 
men  reared  within  their  walls,  who  liad 
won  immortality  for  tliemselves  by  lite- 
rature and  science,  and  sju'ead  the  re- 
nown of  the  English  name  over  the 
whole  world.  These  old  endowed  schools 
of  England  were  the  common  birtliright 
of  England,  and  what  they  had  done 
with  respect  to  the  Universities  they 
woidd  most  certainly  carry  out  with  re- 
spect  to  tlic'se  minor  institutions.  But 
what  chani'O  was  there  of  the  Univer- 
sities remaining  tlu'  national  institutions 
which  the  last  l*arliament  had  made 
them,  if  this  Bill  were  passed.  The 
argument  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  ]Member  for  Greenwich  on  tliat  head 
could  not  be  answered.  The  Homo 
.S<;cr(!tary,  who  was  always  appealing  to 
the  House  to  bo  logical,  could  not  atoi) 
here.  Hon.  Members  opposite  would 
not  stop  here,  unhss  they  were  ])romptly 
checked  in  tliis  career  of  educational 
ardour.  The  right  hon.  (Jentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  AVar  had  said  that 
he  would  like  to  undo  what  I'arliament 
had  done  in  the  abolition  of  University 
tests,  but  he  could  not.  The  abolition 
of  tests  had  as  yet  produced  a  very  slight 
eifect,  and  it  would  be  possible  to  arrest 
its  progress.  There  was  but  one  corol- 
lary of  tlie  measure  before  the  House — 
if  endowed  schools  were  to  bo  treated  as 
sectarian    institutions,   every  argument 
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advanced  in  tliat  object  would  show  that 
Colleges  and  Universities  must  be  re- 
stored to  their  denominational  uses.  Last 
year  a  great  denominational  institntioa 
was  converted  into  one  absolutely  unde- 
nominational. There  was  not  a  whocX 
wliich  would  be  affected  by  the  Bill  ^o 
purely  denominational  in  its  history  and 
traditions  as  were  Trinity  College  and 
tlie  University  of  Dublin,  for  if  ever  in- 
stitutions were  founded  for  denomina- 
tional purposes,  it  was  these  as  a  bulwark 
against  Catholicity.  And  yet,  wliat  was 
done  with  them  last  year?  Every  vestige 
of  a  religious  test,  every  semblance  of 
religious  disability,  was  swept  away. 
How  was  that  effected  ?  By  a  predomi- 
nant Liberal  majority  trampling  on  the 
cherished  principles  of  tho  Conserra- 
tives  ?  No.  It  was  done  not  only  with 
the  connivance  of  tho  Conservatives,  but 
with  their  active  support.  The  names 
of  two  distinguished  Members  of  the 
Conservative  party  were  on  the  back  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  measure  was  not  voted 
against  by  a  single  Conservative;  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  supported  by  evoiy  Con- 
servative in  the  House.  It  was  no  reply 
to  that  argument  to  say — "  Oh,  but  Ire- 
land had  not  a  State  Church."  But  she 
had  a  Protestant  religion,  and  if  last 
Session  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opx)ositc  allowed  endowments  left  by 
Elizabeth  for  the  special  use  of  Fh>- 
testants  to  be  used  by  Catholics,  how 
could  they  justify  what  they  were  doing 
now  when  they  said  that  endowments 
left  by  Elizabetli  should  not  be  en- 
joyed by  all  Protestants,  but  only  by 
those  who  belonged  to  the  Anglican 
Church  ?  It  would  be  said  that  he  had 
exaggerated  tho  consequences  of  thia 
BiU.  [*'Hear,  hear!"  from  the  Mini- 
sterial Benches. "]  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  cheer  because  it  would  give  him  an 
oppoi-tunity  of  quoting  something  to 
which  he  would  x^a^t^tilarly  direct  the 
attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
It  was  impossible  at  any  rate  to  exag- 
gerate one  thing,  and  that  was  the  mis- 
chief produced  by  the  speech  of  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council.  Not  a 
single  hon.  Member  opposite  woidd  pre- 
tend that  the  leading  journal  of  tlua 
country  had  criticized  the  doings  of  the 
present  Government  in  an  unfiiendly 
spirit.  It  had,  at  least,  given  them  aa 
independent  support.  Now,  what  was 
tho  opinion  of  The  Timee  with  regaid  to 
this  measure  ?    It  said — 
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**  The  Bill  la,  to  say  the  least,  an  extraordi- 
nary production,  for  which  it  is  difficult,  if  not 
ahflolutoly  imj^ssiblc,  to  find  a  jm-cedont.  !^^^. 
Hardy  poes  batrk  to  th«  Restoration  of  1660  to 
discover  something  like  it.  Ministries  have 
come  into  oflice  Iwfore  on  Conservative  prin- 
ciples, but  they  have  wisely  rcfraintnl  from  re- 
Toraing  tlie  j>reviou8  policy  of  Parliament,  and 
have  been  content  to  keep  thinps  as  th(\v  found 
them.  ...  It  may  be  possible  to  carry  by  a 
majority  of  80  or  of  90  the  second  rtfading  of  a 
BiU  proi)osing  this  wholosfile  re-dcliver>'  to  one 
n^ligioua  body  of  schools  which,  founded  for  na- 
tioxml  purposes  an«l  (?ndowt»d  with  national  pro- 
perty, nave  l)cen  set  free  for  the  use  and  educa- 
tion of  all  Englishmen  ;  but  it  must  be  obvious 
to  every  Consei'\'ativo  who  reflects  upon  the 
matter  that  it  must  be  a  fatiil  victory.  Inhere 
apo  occasions  when  numbers  have  none  of  the 
reality  of  strength,  and  this  is  one  of  them." 

And  a  little  after  it  said — 

"The  common  senso  of  the  English  people 
will  not  follow  Mr.  Hardy  in  \'indicating  the  re- 
actionarj'  character  of  the  Groveniment  Bill  by 
likening  it  to  the  accession  of  Elizabeth  or  to 
the  restoration  of  Charles  II.,  and  the  forced 
character  of  this  defence  is,  indeed,  the  strongest 
c\'idence  of  the  impolicy  of  the  measure." — 
\^The  Tinu'8,  Jidy  lo.J 

There  was  no  journal  in  the  country 
more  free  from 

Mr.  speaker  :  To  quote  extracts 
from  newspapers  referring  to  debates  in 
this  House  is  altogether  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,   that  in  that 
case,  he  would  only  observe  that  the 
Bill  had  been  described,  by  an  autho- 
rity which  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
respect,  as  one  of  the  worst  measures  of 
modem  times,  and  what  made  it  worse 
was  the  speech  by  which  it  was  intro- 
duced.    He  had  mot  many  men  during 
the  last  few  days  who  had  been    as 
strong  in  their  support  of  the  Establish- 
ment as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
who  declared  that  if  the  Church  was  to 
assert  claims  which  would  be  fatal  to 
the  cause  of  education,  there  was  no 
other  alternative  for  them  but  to  go  in 
for  disestablishment.    ['*  Hear,  hear !  "] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  make 
light  of  the  threat,  and  might  further 
congratulate  themselves  on  the  fact  that 
the  Liberals  were  a  disorganized  and 
disunited  party.     Would  they  now  say 
that  the  Liberad  party  was  a  disorganized 
and  disunited  party  ?  The  Petition  which 
had  been  read  at  the  Table  showed  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  they  had  turned 
against  themselves  a  powerful  section  of 
their   fellow-countr3rmen  who    in  days 
PjAst  had  been  the  strongest  allies  of  the 
Gonflervative  Party,  and  he  asked,  would 
they  be  sitting  on  the  Benches  which 


they  now  occupied,  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  support  which  they  had  received 
from  the  Wesloyan  Body  ?    That  Body 
would  be  deeply  and  justly  offended  if 
the   Bill    should   pass.     The    measure 
would  be  the  stirring  up  of  discord  and 
strife    throughout    the    country.      The 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Coimcil  did  not  for  a  moment  pretend 
that  this  Bill  had  been  introduced  to  im- 
prove the  education  of  the  people.     It 
had  been  introduced,  according  to  the 
noble  Lord,  because  the  Commission  was 
dead ;  because  he  and  his  party  intended 
to  carry  on  a  war  of  reprisals  and  turn 
the  guns  of  the   fortress  against  the 
Liberal  party.     But  two  could  play  at 
that  game,  and  the  noble  Lord  might  be 
well    assured   that    the   Liberal    party 
throughout  the  country  would  not  tamely 
submit  to  have  the  guns  of  the  fortress 
directed  against  them.     But  if  the  Com- 
mission was  dead,  who  had  killed  it  ? 
Could  any  Commission  that  over  existed 
have  survived  such  a  speech  as  that  de- 
livered by  the  noble  Lord?    It  could 
not  be  said,   neither  was  it  pretended 
that  the  Commission  liad  done  anything 
wrong.     The  only  justification  for  their 
dismissal  was,  that  they  had  incurred  un- 
popularity by  faithfidly   administering 
an  Act  which  was  unanimously  passed 
by  the  House.     Could  anything  be  more 
fatal    to     Constitutional    Govommout? 
Could  anything  introduce  greater  law- 
lessness and  demoralization  than  to  tell 
the  future  Commissioners,  as  a  rule,  to 
guide  their  conduct  not  by  law,  but  by 
the  prospects  of  a  Party  coming  into 
office  ?    Let  the  House  mark  that  these 
Commissioners  were  to  be  censured,  be- 
cause  of  certain   private    opinions  ex- 
tracted from  one  of  them  in  cross-ex- 
amination before   a  Select  Committee. 
Never  was  anything  so  absolutely  dis- 
honourable.    A  man  of  great  intellect, 
of  high   position,    of   a    distinguished 
University  career,  sat  in  the  chair  as 
witness ;  no  one  asked  him  whether  ho 
and  his  brother  Commissioners  had  ad- 
ministered the  law   according  to   their 
private  opinions;  but  he  thought  they 
wanted  to  know  what  his  private  opi- 
nions were,   and   having  given   them, 
hon.  Gentlemen  turned  round  on  him. 
When  a  party  was  reduced  to  such  arti- 
fices the  independence  of  the  House  of 
Conmions  must  come  to  the  rescue.     The 
House  had  not  to  consider  whether  they 
had  done  right  or  wrong,  but  were  they 
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legally  bound  to  act  as  thoy  liad  done. 
Now  ho  was  prepared  to  contend  that  if 
they  had  dono  anj'thinp^  but  what  they 
had  dono,  they  would  have  been  guilty 
of  a  dereliction  of  duty.  There  were 
five  causes  of  tho  unpcjpularity  of  the 
Commissioners — first,  because  they  had 
introduced  into  tho  management  of 
schools  the  i^rinciplo  of  election,  instead 
of  co-optation  ;  secon<l,  becauso  thoy  had 
converted  several  old  grammar  schools 
into  modem  schools ;  third,  because  thoy 
had  devoted  a  certain  i)ortion  of  the  en- 
dowments to  the  education  of  girls ; 
fourth,  becauso  they  had  introduced  a 
system  of  electing  boys  by  merit,  and 
not  by  patronage;  and  fifth,  because 
they  had  caused  thfj  endo\^Tnents  to  bo 
devoted  to  higlier  educational  i^urposes. 
But  [ill  these  things  simply  showed 
that  the  Commissioners  in  carrying  out 
the  Act  of  1869  had  only  acted  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  Act  and  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Report  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  In(|uiry  Commission, 
than  which  there  was  never  a  Commis- 
sion so  absohitoly  unanimous  in  their 
reconmiendations,  and  of  which  Lord 
Derby  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer were  two  of  tho  most  distin- 
guished Members.  [The  CiiAxrELLOR 
of  the  Exchequer  said,  ho  did  not  sign 
theEeport.]  The  recommendations  were 
his.  Did  the  nght  lion.  Gtmtleman  sign 
a  counter  Report?  [Tln^  Ciiax<'Ellor 
of  tho  Ex<^iiEcn'ER  :  J^o.]  Well,  the 
Rop«)rt  of  the  Scliools  Inquiry  Commis- 
sion was  inserted  in  the  Act,  to  guide 
the  Commissioners,  and  in  o\crv  one  of 
tho  schemes  of  the  Conmiissioners,  they 
had  acted  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Schools  Counnission.  The  only  real 
charge  tluit  could  bo  brought  against 
tlu^  Commissioners  was.  that,  ac.'cording 
to  the  principles  of  the  Act,  they  had 
not  carried  out  its  policy  so  far  as  they 
might  havedon(».  To  show  the  extreme 
unfairness  with  whidi  tho  Commissioners 
had  been  attacked,  he  would  direct  at- 
tention to  til e  fact  that  200  schemes  had 
been  passed  by  the  House  before  the 
commencement  of  tho  present  Session, 
an<l,  according  to  the  Answer  just  given 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President, 
•10  of  these  schemes  had  been  passed 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
ofEce,  and  not  one  of  them  had  been 
challenged  by  the  Government.  Only 
one  passed  in  previous  Sessions  had  been 
seriously  debated  in  this  House,   and 
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that  was  the  scheme  for  the  Emanuel 
Ilospital.  Were  the  Commissioners  tol4 
in  that  debate  tliat  they  were  unpopular 
and  had  done  wrong  ?  They  were  told 
so  by  the  representatives  of  the  Lotidon 
Corporation,  but  not  by  a  single  Member 
of  the  Govei*nment ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  sup- 
ported tho  Commissioners  by  their  votes 
in  favour  of  the  scheme.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  charged  the 
Commissioners  with  having  applied  to 
education  only  £6,000  out  of  £218,000 
given  as  doles;  but  with  singular  for- 
getfulness,  he  omitted  to  state  that  the 
Commissioners  had  not  the  power  to  de- 
vote a  sixpence  of  these  doles  to  education 
without  the  consent  of  the  trustees.  Br 
doing  as  much  as  they  had,  they  hai 
gained  the  unpopularity  of  which  thej 
were  accused,  and  they  were  blamed  be- 
cause they  had  not  secured  more  of  tlus 
un2x>2mlarity.  As  to  the  Commission 
expiring  this  3'ear,  it  had  been  again 
and  again  stated  that  the  late  GK>Tezii- 
nient  had  only  extended  the  Conunission 
for  one  year,  and  therefore  they  could 
not  object  to  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  pe^ 
fectly  well  known  that  the  late  Goyem- 
nient  was  anxious  to  extend  the  Gom- 
mission  for  three  years,  and  they  onlj 
assented  to  one  year  in  order  to  get  the 
Bill  thrtmgh.  To  show  further  the  utter 
baselessness  of  the  charge  against  the 
Commissioners,  he  wished  to  refer  to 
two  endowments,  tho  only  two  that  had 
been  at  all  cavilled  at  during  the  lonff 
debate  of  last  week,  those  of  Sedbezgn 
and  Giggleswick.  The  latter  was  a  sort 
of  high  school  in  the  north-west  corner 
of  Yorkshire,  having  an  annual  income 
of  £5,000  a-yoar.  With  that  150  scholars 
were  dealt  with,  ^O  having  quasi  clasaicil 
teaching,  and  the  remaming  120,  nut 
getting  as  good  an  education  as  they 
would  have  in  an  ordinary  National 
school.  At  Sedbergh,  the  master  had 
£600  a-year,  and  educated  11  boys, 
frankly  admitting  that  he  did  not  wuh 
to  have  any  more.  What  had  replaced 
these  scandalous  abuses  ?  At  Bradfind 
there  were  excellent  schools  for  300  boyi 
and  300  girls ;  at  Keighley  a  most  im- 
portant Trado  and  Science  school;  at 
Sedbergh  there  wore  schools  for  300 
bo3's  and  300  girls;  and  at  GKggleawftk 
one  of  the  best  modem  Science  achooli 
in  the  whole  country.  If  that  waa  all 
that  coidd  be  said  againat  the  Oomiiiia- 
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flionen,  they  xniglitwell  excuse  any  little 
l^hortoomings  in  their  performance  of 
pubUc  duties  which  had  been  so  credit- 
able to  themselves  and  so  advantageous 
to  the  country.  In  the  debate  the  other 
night,  the  Solicitor  General  and  the 
Home  Secretary  advocated  a  strictness  of 
dealing  with  the  wills  of  founders  worthy 
of  LordEldon  himself.  But  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole) 
say  last  year  in  the  debate  ?    He  said — 

**  Those  intentions  should  bo  liberally  intcr- 
'  preted  in  order  to  udapt  them  to  the  requirements 
of  the  age."—  [3  Hansard,  ccxv.  1938.J 

That  had  been  the  principle  of  these 
Commissioners,  and  acting  upon  that, 
they  had  brought  liberal  learning  within 
the  reach  of  the  people.  As  an  illus- 
tration, he  would  mention  the  scheme 
connected  with  his  own  constituency — 
Hackney.  Robert  Aske,  200  years  ago, 
left  a  foundation — now  worth  £9,000 
a-year,  and  likely  to  increase  still  more 
— ^for  the  maintenance  of  20  almsmen 
and  24  charity  children.  These  alms- 
men had  been  pensioned  off  with  £75 
a-year,  and  out  of  the  remainder  of  the 
fund  four  great  schools  had  been  estab- 
lished, two  for  300  boys  each,  and  two 
for  300  girls  each.  But  if  the  dicta  of 
the  Solicitor  General  and  the  Home  Se- 
cretary had  prevailed  that  grand  scheme 
could  not  have  been  carried  out;  for 
nothing  could  be  more  different  from  the 
idea  of  the  founder,  that  the  half  of 
his  benefaction  should  go  to  almsmen, 
which  becoming  so  large  an  amount, 
had  only  a  demoralizing  effect,  and  half 
to  charity  schools,  for  which  there  was 
no  object,  since  elementary  schools  were 
now  established  everywhere  by  law. 
From  every  point  of  view  in  which  this 
measure  was  looked  at,  it  might  bo  de- 
scribed as  unwise,  mischievous,  and  un- 
precedented, and  as  likely  to  stir  up  in 
every  locality  a  spirit  of  bitter  rancour. 
It  would  give  a  stab  to  that  system  of 
constitutional  government  which  they 
ought  studiously  to  maintain,  for  if 
Ministers  always  were  impulsively  and 
impetuously  to  undo  the  work  of  their 
Predecessors,  everything  would  become 
a  mass  of  confusion,  and  instead  of 
good  government,  anarchy  would  pre- 
vail. He  could  find  in  the  measure  no 
trace  of  that  moderation  and  watchful- 
ness of  public  opinion  which  had  so 
often  distinguished  the  Prime  Minister 
Had  some  of  his  Colleagues,  and  which 


had  made  some  not  regret  his  advent  to 
power.  The  people  would  see  now  that 
it  could  not  c^culate  on  that  tranquillity 
and  repose  which  England  needed,  and 
if  the  Bill  were  passed  the  result,  as  he 
had  said  early  in  his  speech,  would  be 
that  a  firm,  united,  and  resolved  party 
would  be  established,  absolutely  deter- 
mined that  they  would  not  rest  from 
agitation  until  they  had  obtained  such 
a  majority  as  would  efface  a  measure 
which  would  always  be  looked  upon  as 
a  memory  of  what  could  be  done  when 
a  spirit  of  denominational  ascendancy 
was  once  let  loose.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  his  side  of  the  House  merely  wished 
to  facilitate  the  downfall  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  party,  they 
could  not  do  wiser  than  to  pass  the  Bill. 
But  they  had  higher  motives.  They 
would  oppose  it  in  every  possible  way, 
and  at  every  stage,  because  it  would  in- 
flict a  great  injury  upon  education,  and 
transfer  to  a  sect,  endowments  left  to 
promote  and  sustain  liberal  learning 
and  intellectual  advancement  amongst 
the  entire  people.  He  would  conclude 
by  moving  the  Amendment. 

Lord  GEORGE  CAVENDISH  in  se- 
conding the  Amendment,  said,  nothing 
would  have  induced  him,  at  this  period 
of  the  Session,  to  put  himself  forward,  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  great  importance 
and  unusual  character  of  this  Bill.  Of 
the  40  years  he  had  been  in  this  House, 
he  had  sat  30  years  on  the  Ministerial 
benches,  and  he  thought  it  quite  fair  the 
other  party  should  have  their  turn  now, 
and  that  his  own  party  should  bear  their 
defeat  and  its  consequences  with  philo- 
sophy. For  his  own  part,  ho  did  so,  but 
he  had  to  complain  that  in  passing  the 
present  measure,  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  undoing  the  policy  of  the  lat« 
Government,  which  received  from  Par- 
liament very  general  acceptance.  In  the 
case  of  other  measures,  such  as  that  for 
the  abolition  of  Church-rates,  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  resisted  in  that 
House,  what  was  the  course  which  they 
had  pursued  ?  A\^iy,  that  when  they 
came  into  office,  they  allowed  those  mea- 
sures to  pass  unopposed,  inducing  the 
other  House  to  give  to  them  its  assent. 
He  wished  they  had  taken  a  similar  course 
in  the  present  instance,  instead  of  indulg- 
ing in  a  re-actionary  policy.  He  objected 
to  the  Bill  before  the  House  very  strongly 
on  four  grounds.  He  thought  it  most 
unfortunate  that  a  measure  of  such  im* 
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portance  should  have  been  brought  for- 
ward at  80  late  a  period  of  the  Session, 
when  it  was  impossible  the  country,  and 
especially  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  question,  could  be  made  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  its  scope,  tendency,  and 
future  consequences.  He  concurred  also 
with  thehon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  in  regretting  the  tone  adopted 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  in  moving  the  second  reading 
It  was  wanting  altogether,  ho  thought, 
in  that  wise  moderation  which  had 
characterized  his  Predecessor  in  office 
when  bringing  forward  the  Bill  of  1 869 
and  the  Bill  of  last  vear.  Ho  was  also 
tiovTY  that  the  noblo  Lord  should  have 
made  tlio  subject  a  party  question,  and 
that  he  should  have  accused  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
of  being  disposed  to  disobey  the  wishes 
of  the  founders  of  endowed  schools.  The 
noble  Lord  had,  it  was  true,  observed  as 
an  excuse  for  accepting  the  measure  of 
1869,  that  the  nerves  of  the  Conserva- 
tive pni-ty  wore  shaken  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  was  a  remark  which  was  very 
complimentary,  especially  to  the  present 
l*rime  Minister,  wlioso  nerves  as  far  as 
ho  could  see,  had  never  much  suffered 
in  that  way.  But,  bo  that  as  it  might, 
lie  was  oi)posed  to  the  present  IViU.  for 
another  reason,  and  that  was  because 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  summary 
dismissal  of  tlio  Commissioners  was  a 
course  wliich  it  was  most  inconvenient 
to  take,  and  to  tind  a  j)i'*^cedont  for 
which  it  would  be  uecesstiry  to  go  back 
to  tlie  days  of  G(H>rge  III.,  when  cer- 
tain nobhjmen  and  gPTith>men  were  dis- 
missed from  olfico,  hocause  they  held 
certain  privat(^  oi)inions.  For  his  own 
part,  ho  (lid  not  lliink  the  Commissioners 
had  boon  blamed  by  public  opinion  or 
by  the  Committee  wliich  sat  to  inquire 
into  the  result  of  their  labours.  He 
was  not  prej^arod,  iudoed,  to  justify 
every  word  which  had  been  said,  or 
every  opinion  which  liad  be(;n  published 
by  the  Commissicmers ;  indeed,  witli  re- 
gard to  a  school  in  his  own  neighbour- 
hood their  conduct  was  scarcely  justifi- 
able; and  lie  was  of  opinion  that  the 
appointmciut  of  IVlr.  Ilobhousc*,  who 
held  very  pronounced  views  on  tlio 
question  of  endowments,  was  ono  wliicli 
%\as  calculated  to  dimiuisli  their  useful- 
ness. It  should,  however,  be  borne  in 
mind  that  he  was  a  Charity  Commis- 
sioner at  the  time  those  views  were  put 
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forward,  and  that  it  was  to  Chat  body 
that  the  powers  of  the  existing  Com- 
mission were  to  be  transferred.    It  had 
been   written   of  Charles  II.    that  he 
never  said  a   foolish   thing    and  never 
did  a  wise  one,   and  the  saying  if  re- 
versed might,  perhaps,  very  well  be  ap- 
X)lied  to  the  Endowed  Schools  Commifi- 
sioners,  of  whom    the    Committee  had 
pronounced  it  to  be  their  opinion  that 
they  had  done  good  sound  work.    The 
noble  Lord  said   that   the    Commiasioii 
was  dead — slain  by  public  opinion  ;  bat 
like  Falstaff,   ho   had  it  up  again  and 
fought  it  a   full  hour    by    the  clock- 
not  of  Shrewsbury  but   of   the  House. 
The  real  cause   of  their  dismissal  wa», 
he  believed,  to  be  found,  as  stated  bj 
the  noblo  Lord,  in  the  fact  that  they 
were  unpopular ;  but  it  was  hardly  possi- 
ble that  they  could  be  otherwise,  dealing 
as  they  did  with  such  important  interests. 
Indeed,  their  impopularity  arose,  in  his 
opinion,  in  a  great  measure  from  their 
lionesty.     He  recollected  well  the  discus- 
sion in  that  House  with  regard  to  Enoa- 
nuel  Hospital,  and  it  would  have  been 
better,  perhaps,  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
who  was  then  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
veiTiment  had  been  more  cautious  than 
he  had  been  in  pouring  out  the  vials 
of  his  wrath   on   those   who    hankered 
after    the    flesh-pots    of   Westminster, 
and  in  also  speaking  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  London    as   being  gorged  with 
wealth,  for   he   thought    to    himself  at 
the  time  that  the   seats   of  the  sitting 
jNlembers   for  London,    Mr.    Alderman 
Lawrence  and  Mr.  Crawford,  were  sure 
to  go    at  the   next  election.      He  felt 
strongly  that  the  summary  dismissal  of 
a    man    like     liord     Lyttelton,      who 
from  his  high  character  and  his  rough 
and  ready  common  sense,  was  just  the 
man  to  do  away   with  corruption   and 
jobbery  in  high  places,  was  "a  heavy 
blow      and      great      discouragement." 
Another  of  the    unfortunate    effects  of 
this  measure  would  bo  the  exclusion  of 
a  large  number  of  gentlemen  who  took 
an   active   interest    in    education,    and 
who  would  be  disqualified  from  acting 
as  trustees.     It  would  also  throw  great 
obloquy  on  the  Church.     The  measure 
was  unwise  and    impolitic ;  it  was  also 
most  unjust.  AMiat  was  more  he  thought 
it  a  mistake,    and    he   heartily  wished 
lliat  tho  Government  would  yet  retrace 
their  steps  in  this  matter.      If  he  took 
a  more  party  or  interested  riew  on  the 
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sabject  of  education  he  should  say  to 
the  Gbvemment  ^*  by  all  means  go  on 
-with  the  measure  ;  "  for  nothing  would 
be  more  calculated  to  imite  the  Liberal 
party,  and  to  bring  back  Noncon- 
formists to  their  ranks.  The  language 
of  the  Nonconformists  had  been  that  they 
did  not  care  whether  a  Conservative  or  a 
liberal  Government  was  in  power,  but 
they  would  now  see  what  they  had  got, 
and  what  they  were  likely  to  get.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  it  most  unfortu- 
nate when  the  angry  fueling  which  had 
been  excited  some  weeks  ago  regarding 
elementary  education  had  begun  to  mode- 
rate itself,  that  they  should  now  be  again 
Btirring  up  the  embers  of  controversy  by 
the  Bill.  He  should  heartily  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  QueHtion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
^  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  sanction  a  measurt*  which  will  allow  any  one 
religious  body  to  control  schools  that  were 
thrown  open  to  the  whole  nation  by  the  policy 
of  the  last  Parliament," — {Mr.  Fawcctt^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

YiscouNT  SANDON  said,  he  was  sure 
«the  House  would  agree  with  him  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  was  well 
entitled  to  claim  their  attention  on  the 
question  of  education.  What  he  said 
would  always  be  listened  to  with  atten- 
tion on  both  sides,  from  the  indepen- 
dence he  had  shown  in  regard  to  elemen- 
tary education,  especially  in  the  debates 
on  the  famous  25th  clause  of  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act.  He  thought, 
however,  that  on  the  present  occasion 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  quoting  what  he 
had  said  ought  to  have  been  more  careful 
to  quote  him  correctly.  His  hon.  Friend 
Baia  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  had  threa- 
tened, speaking  for  the  Government,  to 
point  their  gims  against  the  Noncon- 
formists; but  he  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  said  exactly  the  contrary — 
namely,  that  the  political  Noncon- 
formists were  pointing  their  guns  upon 
the  Church,  and  thereby  grievously  hin- 
dered the  action  of  those  who,  like  him- 
self^ were  endeavouring  to  draw  together 
the  Nonconformist    (lurches  and  the 


National  Church.  Surely  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  justified  in  placing  words 
in  his  mouth  on  this  important  subject, 
which  were  precisely  opposite  to  what  he 
actually  used.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment,  he  saw  in  it  no  allusion  to 
the  subject  of  the  Commissioners;  so 
that  that  was  not  a  fair  subject  for  dis- 
cussion on  this  occasion.  But,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  had  given  the  weight  of  his 
opinion  against  the  way  in  which  he 
(Viscount  Sandon)  had  alluded  to  the 
Conamission,  in  the  remarks  which  it 
was  his  disagreeable  duty  to  make  re- 
specting it  on  the  second  reading,  he 
felt  bound  to  bow  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  superior  experience  and 
judgment,  and  most  willingly  expressed 
his  regret  if  he  did  not  sufficiently 
enlarge  on  the  good  work  of  the  Com- 
missioners which  no  one  was  more  ready 
to  acknowledge,  though  he  could  not 
but  blame  their  general  administration 
of  the  Acts;  but  he  certainly  thought 
that  he  had  carefully  guarded  himself 
in  his  first  speech  against  undervaluing 
them,  or  denying  their  high  qualities, 
which  were  well  known  to  «dl.  He 
would  also  remind  the  House  that  he 
had  carefully  quoted  every  word  of 
praise  of  the  Commission  contained  in 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  last  Session,  though  it  was 
obviously  against  his  argument  to  do  so ; 
but  he  was  glad,  and  felt  it  right  to 
place  these  favourable  statements  on 
record.  Surely,  in  their  political  life, 
in  that  House,  when  they  constantly  felt 
obliged  to  blame  severely  the  acts  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  them  when 
they  held  high  office,  it  was  not  sup- 
posed because  they  did  not  at  the  same 
time  praise  some  of  their  proceedings, 
that  they  thereby  implied  a  want  of  ap- 
preciation of  any  of  their  services  to  the 
country  as  public  men.  It  was  their 
right  and  duty  to  criticize  freely  any  of 
the  proceedings  of  public  men  in  that 
House,  without  it  being  thrown  in  their 
teeth  that  they  had  no  appreciation  of 
their  public  services.  And  on  the  same 
ground  he  held  it  was  both  liis  right  and 
his  duty  as  representing  the  Government, 
to  criticize  freely  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mission, without  being  charged  with 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  good  work 
which  had  undoubtedly  been  effected  by 
their  instrumentality.  He  need  hardly 
say  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  be  a  very 
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disagreeable  one,  for  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners, lie  was  happy  to  say,  was  a 
Mend  of  his  own.  Though,  of  course, 
there  was  much  which  had  been  rightly 
done  b}'  the  Commissioners,  and  with 
which  he  desired  to  express  his  hearty 
sympathy,  still  he  must  say  that  he  saw 
nothing  to  retract  in  what  he  had  said 
us  to  the  present  position  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  their  impaired  powers  of 
future  usefulness.  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, as  he  had  ventured  to  prophesy — 
on  introducing  tlie  Bill  to  the  House — 
they  would  do,  now  bore  the  highest 
testimony  to  the  conduct  of  the  Com- 
mission ;  but  why  had  they  not  done  so 
last  year  ?  Wliy  wore  they  silent  last 
year  in  the  discussions  on  the  Bill,  or 
when  the  duration  of  the  Commission  was 
shortened  from  three  years  to  one  year, 
while  the  judgment  of  the  country  was 
yet  in  suspense  ?  Why  did  not  the  lion. 
Member  for  Ilacknoy  himself  defend 
them,  when  ho  saw  the  cuiTcnt  of  X)ublic 
opinion  was  setting  against  them,  and 
that  their  use  fulness  and  their  very 
existence  was  virtually  closed  by  the 
short  extension  of  the  powers  which  were 
last  year  assigned  to  them,  without  a 
protest  from  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradfoi'd,  or  from  tlie  former  Prime 
Minister,  or  from  anyone  in  that 'House? 
Why  did  ho  not  protest  against  the 
charges  in  the  Act  of  1809,  made  by  the 
riglit  lion.  Membi.T  for  Bradford  by  the 
Act  of  last  year,  which  differed  in  degree 
l»rincipally  from  tlie  present  Bill  ?  Had 
thoy  then  spoken  out,  possibly  the 
judgment  of  the  <.ountry  would  have 
b(.M*n  somewhat  different.  Only  one 
conclusion  ccmld  be  drawn  from  their 
coldness  or  silence  last  vear.  As  to  what 
had  been  suicgested,  that  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident and  himself  ought  to  have  entered 
into  ct)iniiiunications  with  the  Commis- 
sioners during  the  four  or  five  months 
they  had  been  in  oilice,  it  was  siu*ely 
absurd  to  think  that  they  could  ccmsult 
them  as  to  the  duration  or  cessation  of 
their  own  powers,  or  enter  into  friendly 
and  confidential  relaticms  with  them, 
when  tli(.!  Government  proposed  to  allow 
their  Commission  to  expire.  And  it 
must  always  be  remembered  that  this 
Commission  was  only  appointed  for  a 
short  time,  i)artook  notliing  of  tlie  cha- 
racter of  a  permanent  department  of 
State,  and  was  always  mentioned  by  the 
right  lion.  Member  for  Bradford  as  hav- 
ing a  temporary  existence  and  a  some- 

Vibconnt  Sumlo7i 


what  tentative  character.  Ma:^of  tte 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
were  utterly  mistaken,  both  with  regan 
to  the  object  of  this  Bill  and  the  inten- 
tion with  which  the  Gbvemxnent  wooU 
work  it  out.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
the  opening  of  the  schools  to  the  whole 
nation  through  the  policy  of  the  Ian 
Parliament.  Now,  he  wished  to  clnr 
away  all  misapprehension  on  this  subject 
The  endowed  elementary  schools  had  no 
Conscience  Clause  imposed,  and  therefon 
had  not  been,  what  the  hon.  Member 
called,  opened  by  the  last  Parliament.  It 
was  reserved  for  the  present  Govern- 
ment, by  the  present  Bill,  to  propose  to 
open  the  endowed  elementary  schools  to 
all  by  a  Conscience  Clause ;  and  as  for 
the  grammar  and  other  secondary  schools 
the  last  Parliament  provided — ^mider  the 
guidance  of  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  GJreenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), and  under  the  direction  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
\V.  E.  Forster) — that  a  close  denomina- 
tional Governing  Body  and  masters  in 
H0I3'  Orders  might  be  stipulated  for  in  the 
new  trust  deedsof  all  schools — even  before 
the  Toleration  Act,  and  however  early 
thoy  were  founded — if  there  was  certain 
strict  evidence  of  the  denominational  in- 
tention of  the  founder;  and  last  year 
the  evidence  which  was  to  be  accepted 
in  proof  of  such  intention  was  still  fur- 
ther extended  by  tho  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  as  to  some  100  or  150 
schools  after  the  Toleration  Act.  These 
schools  were,  indeed,  open  to  all  under 
a  Conscience  Clause,  which  ^ve  also  the 
advantages  to  all  children  of  all,  except 
certain  specially  reserved,  exhibitions  and 
emoluirients,  even  if  they  claimed  to  be 
exempt  from  the  religious  teaching  and 
observances.  This  was  equally  the  in- 
tention of  the  present  Government,  and 
thiy  believed  it  was  equally  secure  under 
the  presc^nt  Bill,  without  a  special  Con- 
science Clause ;  but,  to  prevent  any  xni^ 
appreliensiou,  though  thoy  were  assured 
it  was  not  needed  legally,  thoy  re-enacted 
the  Conscience  Clause,  which  they  in- 
tended to  carry — and  were  assured  would 
carry — the  sameopeningof  all  theezhifai- 
tioiis,  &c.,  mentioned  above,  to  Noncon- 
formists. As  to  the  wording  of  the  Con- 
science Clause,  it  was  considered  so  mud 
a  matter  of  course  that,  after  the  drafts- 
man had  been  instructed  to  re-enact  tlia 
fullest  Conscience  Clause — meaningi  of 
course,  the  provisions  of  the  one  in  ibe 
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original  Act  of  1869 — no  farther  atten- 
tion was,  lie  believed,  paid  to  the  clause, 
and  it  was  passed  as  a  matter  of  course. 
He  was  willing,  however,  to  take  blame 
to  himself  for  not  observing  that  the  words 
**  religious  instruction  "  were  not  put  in 
as  wefl as  ''religious  observances."  That 
it  was  only  an  oversight  the  House  would 
clearly  acknowledge,  as  he  himself,  in 
his  first  speech,  explained  the  Conscience 
Clause  as  exempting  from  both  religious 
instruction  and  observances;  and,  respect- 
ing the  admission  of  Nonconformists — 
whether  they  accepted  or  rejected  the 
religious  teaching  and  observances  of  the 
endowed  schools — to  the  exhibitions,  &c., 
of  the  schools  they  were  informed  by 
their  legal  advisers  that,  in  accordance 
with  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
the  same  security  was  given  by  the  Con- 
science Clause  of  this  Bill  as  in  the  Act 
of  1869.  As,  therefore,  not  only  the 
Conscience  Clause  was  fully  preserved  as 
it  was  before ;  but  as  it  was  also  proposed 
to  be  extended  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  many  more  schools,  that  was  to 
the  elementary  endowed  schools,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  grammar  schools  ;  and  con- 
sidering that  free  access  to  all  exhibi- 
tions, &c.,  was  intended  by  the  present 
Government  to  bo  secured  by  this  Bill, 
just  as  much  as  by  the  previous  Act,  to 
the  children  of  all  denominations,  the 
principal  point  remaining  at  issue  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
and  the  Government  was,  the  con- 
Btitution  of  the  Governing  Bodies  of 
the  schools.  Now,  as  ho  had  stated 
in  his  first  speech,  that  the  Government 
did  not  propose  that  the  Governing 
Bodies  should  necessarily  be  of  one 
creed,  any  more  than  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Forster),  he 
thought  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Hackney  were 
more  fairly  directed  against  the  Act  of 
1869,  and  that  of  1873,  and  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  in  them  by  the  Liberal 
party,  than  against  the  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent Government,  which  only  fairly 
and  justly  carried  out  those  j)rinciple8. 
The  Bill  of  1 869  gave  absolute  power  to 
the  Commissioners  to  appoint  all  the 
Governors  of  one  denomination,  in 
schools  where  the  endowment  was 
proved  to  be  denominational,  according 
to  the  express  terms,  as  defined  strictly 
by  the  act  of  the  founder's  will.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  proposed  and  sanctioned  that 
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even  with  reference  to  schools  dating 
before  the  Toleration  Act.     There  was 
not,  therefore,  one  shred  of  principle  in- 
volved in  the  present  discussion.     Not 
one  protest  was  made  against  that  Bill 
at  the  time;  the  question  now,  there- 
fore, was  only  one  of  evidence  and  of 
degree.    Li  the  opinion  of  Lord  Lyttelton 
himself,    if    the    Commissioners    were 
bound  to  adhere  strictly  to  Clause  19, 
the  result  was  an  absurdity,  and  they 
— the  Commissioners— had   felt  bound 
to    act    in    this    way.      Hon.    Gentle- 
men   opposite    were   in   this    dilemma 
— they  must  acknowledge  either    that 
it  had  been  their  wish  to  keep  intact 
a  clause  which,  admittedly,  led  to  an 
absurdity,  or  that  they  had  meant  the 
clause  to  be  a  sham.     He  did  not  believe 
they  had  meant  either.     It  seemed  to 
him  they  had  not  been  aware  what  the 
operation  of  the  clause  would  be,  and 
that  had  they  been  aware  of  it,  they 
would  in  the  first  instance  have  mate- 
rially altered  the  provision.     Last  year, 
they    acknowledged,  by  producing   an 
amending  Bill,  that  to  a  certain  extent 
there  had  been   an  absurdity.      With 
regard  to  schools  founded  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Toleration  Act,  that  amending 
Bill  altered  materially  the  requirements 
as  to  evidence  showing  the  wishes  of  the 
founders.   But  it  did  only  partial  justice, 
and  it  was  now  desired  that  full  justice 
should  be  done.  It  had  been  said  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  as  a  new  Govern- 
ment, was   debarred  from   making  the 
proposed  changes  which  proposed  to  do 
injustice  to  no  class  or  Church  in  the 
community,  to   take  nothing  from  any- 
one which  they  had  already,  but  to  pre- 
vent a  gross  absurdity  being  perpetuated 
— as  acknowledged  by  Lord  Lyttelton 
and  his  brother  Commissioner — and  a 
gross  injustice  being  peripetrated  by  the 
strict  interpretation  of  Clause  1 9,  which 
the  former  Commissioners  had  thought 
they  were  bound  to   give,   and  which 
other  Commissioners  might  equally  as- 
sume.    But,  how  could  that   be  main- 
tained in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  last 
year  a  Liberal   Government  had   itself 
introduced  a  Bill  to  amend  that  sacred 
legislation  of  1869?  Was  it  meant  that 
no  improvements  were  to  be  made,  ex- 
cept by  the  Liberal  party  ?    An  injustice 
had  to  bo  remedied — an  injustice  which, 
he  believed,  had  in  many  cases  been  un- 
intentionally done  by  the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  opposite ;   but,    being  con- 
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vinced  that  an  injustice  had  been  done, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  felt  it 
their  duty  to  do  all  in  their  pow^r  to 
remedy  it.  There  was  no  anedogy  be- 
tween the  present  case  and  that  of  the 
University  Tests  Act.  With  regard  to 
the  latter,  the  matter  had  been  frequently 
before  the  country  on  the  hustings,  and 
the  sense  of  the  nation  had  been  deli- 
berately taken ;  and  he,  for  his  part, 
would  be  the  last  to  seek  to  reverse 
legislation  effected  imder  such  circum- 
stances. But  the  Endowed  Schools  Act 
had  not,  boforo  it  became  law,  been 
before  the  people,  and  it  had  been 
subjected  to  amendment  by  the  very 
Government  which  introduced  it.  More- 
over, it  was  well  known  that  the  verdict 
of  the  nation  at  the  late  General  Election 
was  in  some  degree  based  on  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government  under  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act.  He  would  ap- 
peal to  all  wlio  had  so  lately  canvassed 
the  constituencies  of  the  country,  whe- 
ther they  did  not  liud  great  and  wide- 
spread dissatisfaction  with  the  working 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  in  almost 
all  the  localities  where  its  operation  had 
been  felt.  Was  it  a  question  which  lion. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  care  to  have 
tried  upon  the  hustings  ?  Ho  believed 
they  would  sooner  think  of  flying.  There 
was  this  further  difference  between  the 
University  Tests  Act  and  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  tliat  in  connection  with  the 
former,  the  Liberal  Government  went  on 
the  avowe<l  principle  of  disregarding 
the  wishes  of  the  founders,  while  as  to 
the  latter,  tliey  laid  down  the  principle 
that  the  wishes  of  tlie  founders  were  to 
be  kept  in  view.  ITer  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  tlie  universal  adop- 
tion of  a  Ton sfi euro  Clause,  with  the 
view  that  scholars  attending  the  gram- 
mar scliools  might  have  all  tlie  advan- 
tages of  these  scliools,  without  being 
obliged  to  attend  tho  religious  worship 
of  the  body  to  which  the  schools  he- 
longed,  or  to  receive  religious  instruc- 
tion to  which  their  parents  objected. 
With  regard  to  tlio  ai)pointmeut  of  a 
Governing  Body,  under  (L'lanse  18,  Go- 
vernment simply  desired  that  there 
should  be  no  hard-nnd-fast  line  drawn 
as  to  the  action  of  the  f^mmiissioners, 
as  he  had  said  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
the  Government  had  no  wish  that  the 
Governing  Bodies  should  necessarily  be 
of  one  particular  creed.  Wliile  seeking 
to  act  with  justice  to  the  Church,  they 
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wished,  as  he  strongly  expressed  it  ia 
his  first  speech,  to  have  all  due  oonaide- 
ration  for  the  wishes  and  feelings  of 
Nonconformists.  He,  for  one,  would 
have  never  consented  to  put  his  hud 
to  a  measure  which  would  close  the  greit 
Governing  Bodies  of  the  endowed  B&xxk 
against  their  Nonconformist  brethren. 
These,  then,  were  the  views  of  Her  Mir 
jesty's  Govemmentonthis  importantpazt 
of  the  question ;  he  had  hoped  that  he 
had  clearly  expressed  them  in  his  opoi- 
ing  speech;  and  he  thought  now  the 
House  would  agree  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  htUe  cause  for  his  somewhtt 
vehement  invective,  and  that  he  himBelf 
had  some  reason  to  complain  of  having 
been  misrepresented  in  this  difficult  and 
complicated  matter,  and  of  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  having  been  miscon- 
strued and  misunderstood.  Taking  wan- 
ing, however,  from  the  experience  of  the 
last  Commission,  and  remembering  hov, 
under  the  strict  interpretation  of  the 
former  Act,  much  larger  powers  were 
put  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commissionen 
than  were,  he  believed,  intended  or  un- 
derstood by  the  House  at  tlie  time,  and 
also  observing  that  very  different  oon- 
stnictions  had  been  put  by  different  hon. 
^[embers  upon  some  clauses  of  the  BOl 
from  what  had  been  announced  and  in- 
tended, the  Government  were  determined 
to  prevent  any  misapprehension  for  the 
future.  AVith  this  view  they  would  pio- 
pose  an  additional  clause  in  Committee, 
removing  all  doubts,  in  accordance  with 
his  declarations  in  his  original  speech, 
as  to  the  action  of  the  Commissionen 
respecting  the  Governing  Bodies.  With 
this  view  they  would  give  more  full  di- 
rections as  to  the  administration  of  the 
powers  which  it  was  proposed  to  intnut 
to  the  Charity  Commission,  and  thej 
could  add  words  which  would  prevent 
any  doubt  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners  should  be 
exercised.  Where,  in  the  instrument  of 
foundation,  it  was  expressly  laid  down 
that  all  the  members  of  the  trust  should 
be  members  of  a  certain  denomination, 
it  was  proposed  they  should  be  so.  In 
the  same  ^^'ay,  if  i^rovision  was  made 
that  a  certain  proportion  should  be  mem- 
bers of  a  certain  denomination,  it  wai 
desired  that  this  dii'ection  should  be  ob- 
served. In  other  cases.  Government 
desired  that  the  matter  should  be  aettlsd 
by  the  Commissioners  in  accordance  widi 
the  requirements  of   the  locality  009- 
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cemed,  keepm^,  of  course,  in  view  what 
lie  had  said  onginally  of  the  intentions 
of  the  Government,  that  they  did  not 
wish  that  the  Goyeming  Bodies  should 
necessarily  be  of  one  particidar  creed. 
He  belieyed  that  this  measure  as  a 
whole,  not,  of  course,  in  all  its  details, 
had  been  accepted  not  only  by  the  great 
mass  of  Churchmen,  but  also  by  the 
great  mass  of  the  Nonconformists  of  the 
country.  Of  course,  the  Government 
did  not  expect  that  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  ^v^ho  had  acted  as  the 
mouthpieces  of  Nonconformist,  political, 
liberationist  societies  would  pursue  a 
course  of  conciliation;  but  he  believed 
the  great  mass  of  Nonconformists  would 
welcome  the  measure,  and  assist  the 
Government  in  carrj'ing  it  out.  .  Ho 
trusted  he  had  shown  that  the  Bill  and 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  had 
been  much  misunderstood,  and  that  a 
cloud  of  exaggeration  had  been  thrown 
round  the  whole  matter.  This  was 
not  altogether  unnatural  in  the  heat 
of  a  party  debate  ;  considering,  also, 
the  complicated  character  of  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Bill  itself,  which  was  obliged 
to  follow  the  perhaps  necessarily  com- 
plicated working  of  the  Acts  of  1869 
and  of  1873.  He  appealed,  then,  after 
the  explanations  he  had  given,  to  all 
hon.  Members  in  the  House  to  help  the 
Qx)vemment  in  their  efforts  to  reform 
these  ancient  endowments.  Ho  appealed 
to  all  the  Members  of  the  House  to  put 
aside  their  party  and  sectarian  differ- 
ences, and  removing  this  great  subject 
from  the  sphere  of  party  contest,  to  give 
their  assistance  to  the  Government  in 
their  honest  endeavours  to  re- awaken 
the  interest  of  the  coimtry  in  this  great 
undertaking,  and  to  give  fresh  life  and 
vigour  to  these  ancient  institutions. 
Thus,  they  might  hope  that  the  main 
intentions  of  their  honoured  founders 
might  be  once  more  thoroughly  carried 
out,  so  that  a  liberal  and  religious  edu- 
cation might  be  made  available  for  the 
large  and  various  middle  class  of  our 
land;  and  at  the  same  time,  a  door 
be  again  opened,  whereby  the  children 
of  merit  and  talent  of  the  labouring 
classes  might  be  admitted  into  these 
higher  schools,  so  that  in  time,  they, 
too,  as  well  as  the  middle  classes,  might, 
if  fitted  by  superior  genius,  industry, 
and  character,  share  all  the  advantages 
of  the  highest  in  the  land ;  and  thereby, 
he  doubted  not,  the  general  prosperity 


and  renown  of  our  common  country  would 
most  surely  be  promoted. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  that 
after  listening  attentively,  he  was  un- 
able to  perceive  that  the  concession 
offered  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Coimcil  would  make 
any  alteration  in  the  Bill.  He  (Mr. 
Forster)  understood  that  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  to  insert  clauses  under  which 
the  Commissioners,  in  certain  cases, 
would  not  be  obliged  to  appoint  as  Go- 
vernors members  of  one  particular 
Church.  He  never  supposed  that  the 
original  Bill  meant  that  they  should  be 
so  compelled ;  but  he  supposed  that  it 
would  provide,  even  with  these  altera- 
tions, that  when  there  were  no  Dis- 
senters upon  the  Governing  Body,  none 
would  be  admitted.  Such  an  arrange- 
ment had  been  found  to  be  so  imjust 
and  so  disadvantageous  to  education  in 
the  Act  of  1869,  that  a  Proviso  was  in- 
serted, that  the  Commissioners  should 
be  obliged  to  insert  a  clause  preventing 
the  co-optative  Governors  from  acting 
in  that  way,  and  directing  that  religious 
opinions  were  not  to  affect  the  qualifica- 
tions of  the  Governing  Body.  The  clause 
in  question  was  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant in  the  Bill,  and  the  House  was 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  in  not  having 
the  Amendments  before  it,  and  he  ima- 
gined that  tlie  noble  Lord  had  inad- 
vertently omitted  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  in  order  that  they 
might  know  exactly  the  nature  of  the 
measure  before  them.  Everj'thing  de- 
pended upon  the  exact  words  of  the 
Amendment  proposed.  So  far  as  he 
could  understand,  tliey  had  no  meaning; 
but  if  the  noble  Lords'  comment  upon 
them  was  correct,  they  would  mean  a 
great  deal.  The  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  endeavoured  to  make 
him  (Mr.  Forster)  and  the  late  Govern- 
ment accomplices  in  the  exclusion  of 
Dissenters,  and  they  had  been  told  that 
Clause  4  of  the  present  Bill  was  natu- 
rally deduced  fi-om  the  principle  laid 
down  in  the  Act  of  1869.  But  he  ap- 
pealed to  any  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  which  considered  the  Bill  of 
1 869,  to  say  whether  more  than  one  or  two 
Members  of  the  Committee  would  have 
voted  for  anything  approaching  the  ex- 
ceptions now  to  be  made.  They  wished 
at  that  time  to  arrive  at  the  founder's 
wish  in  regard  to  schools  which  had  al« 

M  2 


327        JEndawed  Sehooh  Acts         {COMMONS] 


Amendment 


ways  been  denominational^  and  no  al- 
lusion was  made  to  the  Toleration  Act. 
The  question  as  to  time  first  came  up 
last  year,  when  they  decided  that  Orders 
to  the  effect  that  the  Governing  Body 
should  be  members  of  a  particular 
Church  should  not  be  considered  before 
the  Toleration  Act,  because  at  that 
period  there  was  only  one  Church  which 
coidd  be  mentioned.  Experience,  in  the 
case  of  the  Sherborne  and  other 
schools,  had  shown  that  the  words  used 
in  the  Act  of  last  year  as  to  the  teaching 
of  children  in  doctrines  and  formularies 
were  not  the  wisest  that  could  have  been 
used ;  but  was  it  wise  to  break  the  com- 
promise that  was  entered  into  Igist  year, 
and  to  go  a  little  further  than  that  com- 
promise ?  It  was  obvious  that  the  en- 
ormous majority  of  tlie  schools  had  come 
under  tlie  operation  of  the  Act,  but  the 
effect  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
would  be  to  put,  and  to  keep,  those 
schools  under  exclusive  Church  control. 
Ho  was  sure  that  that  was  not  the  inten- 
tion with  which  the  Act  of  1869  was 
passed.  One  of  the  objects  of  the  Act 
was,  that  tlio  schools  in  a  certain  dis- 
trict should  bo  amalgamated  ;  but  if 
they  were  put  under  exclusive  Cliurch 
management,  it  would  be  utterly  impos- 
sible to  amalgamate  them.  The  noble 
Ijord  said  he  mot  that  difficulty  ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  could  not  meet  that  diifi- 
cultv,  uuIpss  ho  would  make  it  incum- 
bent  on  the  Governors  not  to  proceed  on 
their  old  principle  of  excluding  Dis- 
senters. Tlio  noble  Lord  said,  indeed, 
he  somewhat  regretted  the  tone  of  his 
remarks  respecting  the  Coiami8si<mers ; 
but  ho  added  that  his  speaking  of  the 
good  work  they  had  done  in  some  cases 
did  not  prevent  him  from  complaining  of 
their  general  conduct.  The  most  curious 
feature  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  was 
that  lio  did  not  condescend  to  enter  into 
particulars.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
they  were  impopular,  and  that  th(>y  did 
not  get  through  their  work  as  soon  as 
was  expected;  but  tliere  liad  been  no  at- 
tempt to  show  how  they  had  misbehaved 
til  em  selves  in  tlie  general  (M)nduct  of 
affaii's,  and  it  would,  indeed,  have  ])een 
extremely  difficult  for  the  noble  Lord  to 
obtain  the  necessary  materials.  Ho 
CMv.  Forster)  was  surprised  to  find  that 
although  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners had  been  working  imder  the 
Education  Depai-tment  since  tlie  present 
Government  came  into  office,  no  intima- 
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tion  had  been  made  to  the  Houae  tbit 
there  was  any  intention  to  get  rid  of 
them,  neither  had  there  been  any  com- 
munication on  the  subject  between  tba 
Lord  President  or  the  Vice  President 
and  any  one  of  the  CommiesionerB ;  con- 
sequently, the  noble  Lord  had  had  no 
means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  im- 
pression he  had  formed  of  their  genenl 
unpopidarity  was  well  founded  or  not  Of 
course,  there  woidd  be  an  end  to  iD 
Boyal  Commissions,  if  a  Govemment 
were  to  yield  to  every  *cry  of  unpopa- 
larity,  and  to  prejudge  matters  before  en- 
tering into  personal  correspondence  wxdi 
the  Commissioners.  He  must  Hay  tint 
the  late  Government  would  never  hsTe 
thought  of  appointing  men  to  perform  a 
task  which  must  necessarily  be  unpo- 
pular, and  of  afterwards  refusing  to  girs 
them  that  meed  of  consideration  which 
was  their  duo. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  am  not  at  all 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  should  defend 
the  Commissioners,  seeing  that  he  re- 
commended the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  the  other  night, 
to  retain  them,  because  lie  had  found 
them  to  be  very  useful  tools.  No  doubt 
that  was  a  high  recommendation ;  but 
it  does  not  follow  tliat  the  noble  Lord  ii 
bound  to  accept  the  recommendation, 
unless  he  is  to  believe  that  the  Gommia- 
si oners  are  not  the  men  of  principle 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  has  described  them  to 
be,  and  would  be  as  ready  tools  for  hia 
policy  as  they  have  been  for  that  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fxst 
Bradford.  The  position  of  the  noble 
Lord  seems  to  me  to  be  this — he  is  about 
to  r€^peal  certain  wonls  in  the  original 
Act,  in  order  to  make  the  present  Bill 
conformable  to  the  sense  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, since  the  Act  of  1 869  did  not 
juhtif}'  the  conduct  of  the  late  Govara- 
ment  or  the  Commissioners.  Why,  one 
great  cause  of  the  unpopularity  of  the 
Commission  throughout,  has  been  that 
tlio  couutr}*^  felt  tliat  the  Conunissionen 
Imd  exceeded  the  powers  which  were 
given  them  by  Parliament,  and  were  too 
much  inclined  to  act  in  accordance  with 
tlie  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackne}',  who  appears  to  be  opposed 
to  religious  education.  That  was  ths 
piincipal  gravamen  of  the  aociuatMa 
brought  against  them  ;  and  now  tilt 
noble  Lord  comes  forward  to  bemA  AP 
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Act  of  1 869 — if  I  understand  him  rightly 
— to  the  wishes  and  intentions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  according  to  whose  own  show- 
ing, in  this  debate,  there  has  been  a 
straining,  if  not  a  contravention,  of  that 
Act.  I  have  not  been  a  Member  of  this 
House  quite  so  long  as  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  George  Cavendish),  and 
I  confess  that  I  have  not  acquired  his 
wonderful  power  of  swallowing  im- 
palatable  measures  —  his  facility  in  ac- 
cepting every  measure  that  may  emanate 
from  a  Government  to  which  he  is 
attached.  The  noble  Lord  admitted  that 
his  conscience  pricked  him  in  the  case  of 
Emanuel  Hospital,  and  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Commissioners  in  the  case  of  a 
school  in  his  own  neighbourhood  was 
not,  in  his  opinion,  justifiable  ;  yet,  now 
the  noble  Lord  comes  forward  —  he,  a 
Constitutional  Whig !  —  to  do — what  ? 
To  impugn  the  proceedings  of  a  Con- 
servative Government,  because  they 
venture  to  displace  a  Commission  which 
had  been  appointed  by  their  Predeces- 
sors. Now,  if  there  is  one  constitutional 
doctrine  clearer  than  another,  it  is  the 
doctrine  which  condemns  the  Govern- 
ment by  permanent  Commissions  ap- 
pointed by  one  party  in  office,  on  the 
understanding  that  they  are  not  re- 
movable by  their  successors  in  the  Go- 
vernment. In  my  judgment  there  is 
nothing  more  unconstitutional  than  to 
hold  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  one  party 
to  erect  a  Commission  with  permanent 
powers  practically  beyond  the  control  of 
Parhament,  and  that  those  Commission- 
ers shall  be  deemed  to  have  a  vested 
interest  in  their  office.  I  say.  Sir,  that 
I  am  surprised  that  an  old  Whig  like 
the  noble  Lord  should  rise  in  his  place 
in  this  House,  and  endeavour  to  justify 
and  proclaim  a  principle  which  has  the 
vice  of  attempting  to  control  the  action 
of  Parliament  by  the  appointment  of  a 
permanent  and  independent  Commission. 
As  an  old  Tory,  then,  I  beg  distinctly 
to  condemn  the  idea  that  Parliament  or 
the  Government  has  the  power  to  estab- 
lish a  Commission  which  shall  be  held 
to  be  irremovable  by  the  succeeding 
Parliaments.  Yet,  that  is  the  principle 
"which  is  contended  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney,  who,  forsooth, 
has  held  up  Birmingham  before  the 
House  as  the  model  town  with  respect 
to  education.  Birmingham  is  situate  in 
the  division  of  Warwickshire  which  I 


represent,  and  I  lament  that  Birming- 
ham alone,  among  the  great  towns  of 
this  country,  has  accepted  the  principle 
that  religion  should  be  dissociated  from 
education.  That,  then,  is  the  example 
which  the  hon.  Member  holds  up  for  the 
approval  of  the  House,  when  we  are 
engaged  in  the  discussion  of  a  Bill 
which  will  affect  the  education  given  in 
a  vast  number  of  endowed  schools 
throughout  the  country !  Does  the  hon. 
Member  intend  that  the  principles  of 
the  Birmingham  League  shall  prevail 
in  those  scliools  ?  If  he  wishes  that,  I 
believe  that  he  will  find  himself  in  a 
smaller  minority  in  the  country  than  in 
this  House.  And  it  is  because  I  am  ap- 
prehensive as  to  the  effect  of  the  change 
in  the  Act  of  1 869,  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment  which  has  been  hinted  at 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  for  the  first  time  to-night, 
that  I  deprecate  any  yielding  up  of  the 
principle  of  that  Act,  which,  God  knows, 
went  far  enough  to  uproot  the  principles 
of  religious  education,  by  rendering 
instruction  in  religion  most  difficult  in 
every  school  that  was  brought  within  its 
operation — I  mean  within  its  operation, 
in  the  sense  of  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford,  who  now 
complains  that  he  is  bound  by  his  own 
acts  to  limit  the  Governing  Bodies  of 
those  institutions  to  persons  being  mem- 
bers of  WiQ  Church  of  England,  when 
he  intended  that  these  foundations 
should  be  open.  Sir,  I  want  to  know 
what  the  Established  Church  is  ?  I 
admit  that  there  is  some  ground  for  the 
intense  prejudice  expressed  against  the 
Church  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney ;  but  I  hope  when  the  Bill  standing 
next  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day — the 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill — has 
become  law,  and  been  in  operation  for  a 
few  years,  the  cause  for  that  prejudice 
will  have  disappeared.  In  the  mean- 
time, I  protest  against  the  perpetual 
iteration  of  the  supposition — for  it  is  no 
more — that  the  Church  of  England  is 
something  alien  and  separate  from  the 
nation,  instead  of  being  that  form  of 
religion  which  is  professed  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people,  and  which  ought, 
therefore,  to  have  a  predominant  influ- 
ence in  the  education  of  their  children. 

Mb.  DLXON  said,  he  entirely  repu- 
diated the  definition  of  the  Birmingham 
scheme  which  had  been  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  iHorth  Warwick? 


33 1        Undotoed  Schools  Acts         { COMMONS }  Ammdmmt  Bill. 


332 


shire  (Mr.  Nowdep^ate).  Whatthey  wished 
to  see  done  was  that  the  religion  taught 
ill  the  schools  should  be  taught,  not  at 
the  expense  of  the  ratepayers,  but  volun- 
tarily, by  the  Church  which  undertook 
to  do  so.  They  did  not  exclude  religion 
from  the  schools.  But  that  was  not  the 
question  before  the  House.  The  clauses 
of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  had 
been  so  drawii  as  to  produce  a  consider- 
able amount  of  confusion  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  had  tried  to  imderstand 
them  ;  but,  so  far  as  he  knew,  there  was 
nothing  in  them  to  compel  the  Commis- 
sioners to  form  a  scheme  wliich  should 
force  the  Governing  Body  to  exclude 
the  members  of  a  particular  denomina- 
tion. AVhat  lie  understood  Clause  4  to 
say  was,  that  every  school  was  to  be 
subject  to  an  exceptional  scheme,  where 
the  original  foundation  required  the 
rules  of  tlio  school  to  be  submitted  to 
any  person  holding  a  position  in  the 
Chur(?h — the  effect  of  the  clause  would 
be,  that,  whereas  the  Act  of  1869  de- 
clared that  in  certain  schools  there 
should  be  Governing  Bodies  created 
which  should  represent  tlio  locality  in  a 
fair  and  just  manner,  this  clause  would 
permit  the  existing  self-elected  Bodies 
to  continue  to  elect,  to  fill  the  vacancies 
in  their  own  Body,  such  persons  as  they 
might  themselves  prefer.  Those  persons 
might  be  the  members  of  a  particular 
Church.  And  if  the  Commissioners 
should  propose  a  scheme  which  in  any 
way  interfered  with  this  power,  wliich 
they  had  hithci'to  exercised,  this  clause 
gave  to  the  Governing  Bodies  the  power 
to  reject  that  scheme,  and  it  was  that 
]iow(^r  which  was  so  given  to  the  Govern- 
ing liodies,  which  he  objected  to.  In 
the  i.ourse  of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  it 
had  been  dealt  with  in  its  more  general 
aspects,  and  it  had  been  discussed  with 
reference  to  the  great  principles  involved 
in  it,  but  he  should  like  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Rouse  to  the  manner  in 
which  Clause  4  would  operate  in  the 
town  of  Birmingliam.  It  would  operate 
there  in  a  manner  whicli  would  be  ex- 
tremely prejudicial  to  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation. Jle  did  not  wish  to  advocate 
any  views  which  should  be  merely  in 
the  interest  of  any  particular  sect  or 
section  of  the  communitv.  lie  did  not 
stand  there  as  the  Ciiainnan  of  the 
League,  but  he  wished  to  express  the 
views  of  an  association  of  which  he  was 
the  Chairman,  which  had  been  in  oxist- 


enco  in  Birmingham  for  manj  years 
past,  and  which  had  for  its  object  the 
reform  of  the  Grammar  School  of  Kbg 
Edward  VI.  The  Commissioners  had 
prepared  a  scheme  with  regtird  to  that 
school,  and  if  the  scheme  had  been  passed 
into  law,  the  Qt)veming  Body  would 
have  been  elected  on  the  principles  of 
representation  and  co-optation.  The 
religious  teaching  given  in  the  school 
would  have  been  decided  bv  the  Go- 
vemors ;  and  the  masters  elected  to  teach- 
in  the  school  woidd  not  have  been  com- 
pelled to  be  either  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  or  in  Holy  Orden. 
When  that  scheme  was  published,  op- 
position was  offered  to  it  by  the  Go- 
vernors, and  they  moved  to  have  the 
scheme  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Lord  Salisbury  undertook  to  be  their 
spokesman,  and  he  told  the  House  of 
Lords  that  the  Act  of  1831,  under  which 
the  s(!hool  was  now  governed,  provided 
that  the  head  master  and  the  second 
master  should  bo  clerg3rmen,  and  the 
assistant  masters  members  of  the  Church 
of  England;  also,  that  the  examiners 
shoidd  ascertain  whether  the  boys  were 
well  founded  in  the  principles  of  the 
Christian  religion.  Loid  Salisoiuy  stated 
also  that  the  Governors  had  implored 
the  Commissioners  that  the  school  might 
continue  to  hold  the  position  of  an  in- 
stitution where  the  nmdamental  prin- 
ciples of  the  Church  of  England  were 
inculcated,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
representation,  the  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners was  rejected.  That  meant 
simply  this — that  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
Governors  and  the  determination  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  that  that  school  was 
to  be  continued  hereafter  as  a  Church 
of  England  school ;  but  he  would  ask 
the  House  whether  that  was  or  was  not 
in  accordance  with  the  charter  of  King 
Edward  VI.'s  School.  That  charter 
stated  tliat  the  school  was  to  bo  for  the 
(education  and  instruction  of  boys  per- 
petually, and  that  20  men  of  the  more 
discreet  and  trusty  inhabitants  should 
be  elected  as  Governors,  and  that  the 
statutes  for  the  regulation  of  the  school 
should  be  made  by  the  Governors,  with 
the  advice  of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
for  the  time  being.  But  did  those  words 
constitute  the  school  a  Church  of  Eng- 
land school  ?  It  was  true  Lord  Salisbury 
did  not  refer  to  the  charter  of  the  schod, 
but  to  the  Act  of  1831.  That,  howerar, 
was  only  an  Act  of  Parliament.    If  the 
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Act  of  1869  could  be  virtually  repealed 
by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  then 
both  the  Act  of  1874  and  the  Act  of  1831 
could  be  repealed ;  and  he  hoped  before 
he  sat  down  to  show  good  reason  why 
they  should  bo  repealed.  But  the  Act 
of  1831  was  not  the  usual  basis  of  the 
opposition  to  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
Bioners.  It  was  not  said  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  wrong,  because  they 
were  deviating  from  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  it  was  said  that  they  had  de- 
viated from  the  directions  of  the  first 
founder.  Lord  Salisbury  was  wise  enough 
not  to  refer  to  what  were  the  directions 
of  the  founder  of  King  Edward's  School. 
In  tlie  terms  of  the  original  charter 
which  he  had  read  there  was  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  religious  qualifica- 
tions of  the  Governors,  and  although  it 
was  true  that  the  Bishop  was  called  upon 
to  advise  on  the  question  of  the  regula- 
tions of  the  school,  yet  ho  would  point 
out  that  in  those  days  it  was  not  an 
easy  matter  to  find  an^'ono  who  should 
throughout  all  time  be  capable  of  giving 
the  kind  of  advice  which  was  required 
in  an  educational  institution,  and  it 
was  very  natural  that  a  person  of 
iindoubted  education  and  position  like 
a  Bishop  should  be  fixed  upon  as 
one  who  might  be  presumed  always 
to  have  the  necessary  qualifications. 
It  was  on  educational  groimds  solely 
that  he  was  called  upon  to  give  his 
advice,  and  it  was  a  straining  of  the 
point  to  say  that  therefore  that  was  to 
fix  the  school  as  belonging  to  the  Church 
of  England.  He  would  give  an  illustra- 
tion of  this.  In  a  great  number  of 
schemes  of  the  Commissioners  the  clergy 
were  made  ex  officio  Governors.  The 
Nonconformists  objected  to  that,  and  it 
was  replied  to  them,  that  those  clergy- 
men were  appointed  ex  officio  members 
of  a  Qt>veming  Body  not  because  they 
were  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, or  that  it  was  wished  to  imbue 
those  Bodies  with  the  character  of  Church 
of  England  institutions,  but  because  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  to  secure  a 
sufficient  number  of  educated  men  for 
Governors  in  some  districts,  and  it  was  a 
wise  proceeding  to  say  that  the  clergy- 
men of  the  Church  of  England  in  such 
localities,  who  must  of  necessity  be  edu- 
cated men,  should  be  ex  officio  Governors. 
In  all  probability  that  was  the  same 
reason  why  the  Bishop  was  appointed 
nnder  the  original  charter.    There  was 


another  reason  why  it  should  be  consi- 
dered extremely  probable  that,  when  the 
Bishop  was  appointed  as  a  visitor  of  the 
schools,  it  was  never  intended  thereby 
to  stamp  the  schools  as  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools.  They  had  had  a  discussion 
in  the  Midland  Counties  as  to  the  mean- 
ing of  the  word  **free"  as  applied  to 
schools.  Many  thought  it  meant  that 
the  scholars  should  be  admitted  free ; 
but  the  head  master  of  the  Gram- 
mar School  at  Shrewsbury  said  it 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  so,  as  it  was 
a  translation  of  the  Latin  word  **  liher,^' 
and  meant  freedom  from  ecclesiastical 
domination.  If  that  were  so,  it  was  a 
corroboration  of  what  he  had  stated 
before,  that  it  was  not  intended  that  the 
advice  of  the  Bishop  should  make  the 
school .  a  Church  of  England  school. 
There  were  other  reasons  why  it  was 
not  advisable  or  wise  that  they  should 
strain  that  interpretation  given  by 
Clause  4  to  the  words  of  the  original 
charter.  The  school  in  Birmingham  was 
endowed  originally  with  an  income  of 
something  like  £30  a-year,  derived  from 
the  rental  of  land ;  but  now  it  had  an 
income  of  £14,000  a-year,  and  in  all 
probability,  before  the  close  of  the  cen- 
tury, that  income  would  be  doubled. 
He  would  ask  where  did  the  difference 
between  the  £30  and  the  £14,000  come 
from  ?  It  came  from  the  additional  value 
given  to  the  lands  by  the  industry  of  the 
inliabitants  of  Birmingham,  and  he 
thought  it  was  a  fair  thing  to  say  that 
that  endowment  was  not  exclusively  the 
endowment  of  the  original  donors  of  the 
land,  but  it  was  in  part  value  given  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  town ;  and  they 
had  a  right  to  urge  that  it  was  not  a  wise 
thing  to  strain  the  words  of  the  char- 
ter and  to  say  that  one  half  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  town  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  management  of  the 
school.  They  were  to  a  great  extent 
the  donors  and  endowers  of  this  magni- 
ficent school  ;  they  might  fairly  ask 
what  the  original  so-called  pious  founders 
would  have  wished  to  have  done  imder 
the  present  circumstances  if  they  had 
lived  in  these  days.  The  foimders  of 
the  school  were  practically  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  town,  for  they  petitioned 
King  Edward  VI.  to  allow  certain  lands, 
which  had  previously  belonged  to  a  Ro- 
man CathoHc  corporation,  to  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  a  school.  If  those  in- 
habitants had  been  present  now^  andtho 
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to  the  appointmGnt  of  the  masters.  Yet, 
here  it  was  not  merely  tlio  question  as 
to  whether  thoy  would  make  their  choice 
from  one  half  of  those  who  were  fitted  or 
from  the  whole,  but  it  was  as  to  whe- 
ther they  were  to  restrict  the  selection 
to  those  only  who  were  in  Holy  Orders 
— whether  they  woidd  restrict  the  ap- 
pointments, as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  had  so  ably  pointed  out,  to 
one-fifth  or  oven  one-tenth  of  the  num- 
ber of  men  qualified  for  these  positions. 
He  (Mr.  Dixon)  would  therefore  again 
ask,  ought  the  Bill  to  be  allowed  to  pass, 
which  woidd  in  this  way  inflict  such  a 
blow  on  the  future  educational  power  of 
a  large  institution  like  King  Edward 
VI. *s  School  at  Birmingham.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Government  would  not 
bo  able  to  stand  forth  again  as  the 
friends  of  education  if  they  wore  to 
follow  out  the  policy  of  the  Bill,  which 
it  was  admitted  was  framed  on  behalf 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  Established 
Church.  lie  was  quite  sure  that  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  Nonconformist 
Bodies,  and  amongst  a  great  many  of 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
the  Bill  was  regarded  solely  in  this 
light.  He  was  sure  tliat  it  would  inflict 
a  great  blow  on  the  educational  interests 
of  the  country.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
eudeav(mr,  by  every  means  in  its  power, 
to  throw  open  both  the  Governing  13odies 
and  the  educational  staffs  of  these 
schools  to  th(»  people,  in  order  that  they 
might  enjoy  the  full  sympathy  and  the 
hearty  confidence  of  the  communities 
tliey  were  intended  to  benefit.  He  did  not 
think  tlmt  the  Bill  would  in  the  end 
tend  to  the  })enefit  of  the  Church  of 
England  itself,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  still  listen  to  the  re- 
monsti'ancc^s  of  that  side  of  the  House, 
and,  recognizing  how  deeply  the  country 
felt  on  the  question,  would  consent  to 
withdraw  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  J^Eember  for  Birming- 
ham (^Ir.  Dixon)  had  delivered  against 
the  Bill  ought  to  have  been  directed 
against  the  Bill  of  1869,  which  was 
brought  in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford.  It  was 
a  fact  that  King  Edward  VI. 's  School 
at  IMrmingham  produced  most  excel- 
lent scholars  ;  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self had  given  an  illustration  of  that. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  had  failed 
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to  show  that  the  Governing  Body  had 
acted  unfairly  to  tlie  inhabitants  of  Bir- 
mingham, or  had  appointed  bad  masten. 
The  present  Bill  grappled  with  three 
points.  The  first  was,  that  the  Charitj 
Commissioners  should  carry  out  the  Bi- 
dowed  Schools  Act,  instead  of  that  woik 
being  allowed  to  continue  in  the  handi 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissionen; 
the  second  was,  to  give  a  definition  to 
certain  words  in  the  Act  of  1 869,  whick 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  had 
considered  over  and  over  again,  but 
which  they  said  they  were  unaUe  to 
define ;  and  the  third  was,  to  cany  out 
the  19th  section  of  that  Act,  which  pro- 
vided that  the  religious  education  wnidi 
it  was  intended  shoidd  be  given  to 
scholars  should  be  continued.  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Binning- 
ham  had  carefully  read  the  BilL  Tb 
Bill  would  give  the  Charity  Cominii- 
sioners  powers  which  were  contemplsied 
by  the  framers  of  the  Act  of  1869,  and 
enable  them  to  deal  with  schools  whidi 
had  not  already  been  dealt  with;  and 
he  thought  the  Government  had  acted 
wisely  in  conferring  the  power  upaa 
them,  instead  of  continuing  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  present  CommissiQneESi 
Those  Commissioners  had  been  unaUe 
to  carry  out  the  principles  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  and  he  thought  it  desirable  tbat 
some  new  body  should  be  constituted  jfor 
that  purpose.  It  appeared  by  the  eri- 
denco  of  Mr.  Boby,  that  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  intended  to  cam 
out  the  ideas  of  the  Endowed  Schodt 
Inquiry  Commissioners,  instead  of  doiiig 
what  was  required  of  them  by  the  Act 
of  1 869,  according  to  the  intexpretation 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  put  upon  that 
measure  when  he  introduced  it,  and 
which  interpretation  received  the  aaaent 
of  the  majority  of  the  House.  The  Bi- 
dowed  Schools  Commissioners  said,  the 
Eeport  of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Conunia- 
sion  would  be  their  only  guide  in  caxiy- 
ing  out  the  Act  of  1869;  but  the  Tiev 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  when  he  introdnced 
that  measure,  was  directly  opposed  to 
the  carrj'ing  out  of  that  Keport.  Ihe 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  there- 
fore, in  taking  that  Beport  as  their  only 
guide  in  carrying  out  the  Act  (rf  1869^ 
were  not  only  opposed  to  the  view  wbidi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  MemlMr 
for  Bradford  entertained  when  he  intao- 
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dncod  the  Bill,  but  also  to  the  views  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  House,  and  to 
those  of  a  larj^e  portion  of  the  country. 
The  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
had  also  manifested  hostility  to  the  prin- 
eiples  of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  com- 
plained that  its  provisions  were  indefi- 
nite, especially  the  19th  and  24th  clauses, 
and,  under  those  circumstances,  were  the 
Government  to  leave  the  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  three  Commissioners  who 
had  become  so  unpopular  ?  The  num- 
ber of  disputed  points  as  to  the  powers 
of  the  Commissioners  was  considerable. 
One  or  two  Commissioners  were  strongly 
of  opinion  that  they  had  no  power  under 
the  Act  to  appoint  ex  officio  any  minister 
of  religion,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  took  another 
view  of  the  matter,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  and  to 
Lord  Selborne,  whoso  opinions  also  dif- 
fered. Therefore,  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  define  more  clearly  what  Par- 
liament really  meant,  and  the  present 
Bill  did  this.  Very  harsh  language  had 
been  undeservedly  applied  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill ;  but  the  real  fact  was,  that  in 
its  provisions  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  shown  an  anxious  desire  to  remedy 
defects  which  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners themselves  alleged  to  exist  in 
the  Act.  The  Commissioners  had  dealt 
with  a  large  number  of  schemes,  and  it 
was  both  wise  and  politic,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  hand  over  the  rest  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners  as  a  perma- 
nent body. 

Mr.  JAMES  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cliippenham,  as  a  lawyer, 
had  not  explained  the  4th  clause,  which 
was  so  extremely  complicated  and  diffi- 
cult as  to  be  to  a  layman  almost  in- 
comprehensible. For  instance,  on  the 
question  what  evidence  should  be  ad- 
mitted as  to  founders'  wishes,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  clause  seemed  likely  to 
lead  to  misconception  and  dispute.  In 
his  opinion,  they  ought  not  to  look  at 
specific  words,  but  to  take  the  drift  of 
the  founder's  meaning ;  to  consider  the 
period  at  which  the  foundation  was 
made ;  and  see  if  they  could  not  adapt 
it  to  the  necessities  of  modem  times. 
He  should  not  have  addressed  the  House, 
hcul  he  not  been  engaged  some  years 
ag^  in  framing  a  scheme  for  one  of  the 
largest  endowed  schools  in  England — 
Glmsfs  Hospital  —  with  reference  to 
wbioih  he  wished  to  point   out  that, 


although  it  contained  many  most  valu- 
able provisions,  it  was  barren  in  its  re- 
sults, through  opposition  of  that  part  of 
the  Gt)voming  Body  which  belonged  to 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London. 
No  doubt  the  Commissioners  had  done 
some  objectionable  acts ;  but  they  had 
done  nothing  so  objectionable  as  the 
obstruction  of  the  Corporation  on  that 
occasion,  by  which  the  interests  of  thou- 
sands of  children  had  been  sacrificed 
to  morbid  love  of  patronage  and  anti- 
quated local  feeling.  In  dealing  with 
any  question  affecting  these  endowed 
schools,  the  principal  duty  of  the  House 
was  to  consider  how  far  they  might  be 
made  advantageous  to  the  general  inte- 
rests of  the  middle  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, and  how  they  might  best  be 
made  to  serve  the  educational  interests 
of  the  nation  at  large.  His  opinion 
was,  that  the  work  of  the  Commissioners 
had  been  satisfactorily  and  well  done, 
and  he  regretted  that,  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill,  a  conflict  was  raised 
between  steeplehouse  and  conventicle  in 
reference  to  these  schools.  The  En- 
dowed Schools  Act  was  a  thorough  and 
complete  measure,  and  ought  to  have 
commended  itself  to  public  opinion ;  but, 
unfortunately,  the  English  people  pre- 
ferred a  compromise.  He  still,  however, 
believed  that  the  Act  might  have  been 
carried  out  so  as  to  effect  a  great  trans- 
formation in  regard  to  the  condition  of 
middle-class  education.  The  difficulties 
in  the  working  of  the  Act  were  not  re- 
ligious difficulties ;  they  had  not  arisen 
from  the  19th  section.  He  admitted  it 
was  an  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners  to  send  out  Paper  S 
in  relation  to  elementary  schools,  and  it 
would  have  been  better  to  have  treated 
each  case  on  its  own  merits.  There  was 
not  a  single  instance  in  which  so-called 
pious  founders  wished  religion  to  pre- 
judice general  education,  and  he  would 
give  as  an  authority  Mr.  Matthew 
Arnold,  who  showed  the  evil  results  of 
such  prejudices  in  his  recent  work  on 
University  education  in  Germany.  Ho 
was  no  enemy  to  the  Church  of  England, 
and  certainly  no  enemy  to  religious  educa- 
tion ;  but  he  could  not  conceive  anything 
more  injurious  than  to  hand  over  the 
children  of  these  schools  too  much  to 
clerical  training.  There  was  in  the 
present  Bill  something  which  savoured 
of  retaliation ;  but  the  day  might  not  be 
far  distant  when  the  Government  would 
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be  rcpnid  in  that  respect  with  compoiind 
interest ;  they  might  gain  a  momentary 
victory,  but  it  would  bo  fatal  in  the  end 
The  Govornmont  had  bettor  withdraw 
the  measure,  and  he  would  appeal  to 
tho  ncblo  Lord  the  Vino  President  of  tho 
Coiindl  not  to  provoke  an  internecine 
war  batwoen  thu  Clmrch  and  tho  Dis- 
senters, on  what  might  speedily  become 
a  btimiug  question.  lie  regretted  tho 
promineneo  wJiich  had  been  given  in 
the  matter  to  those  Cliun^h  questions, 
as  tending  not  to  tho  benefit,  but  to  the 
injury  of  the  Church  itself. 

JIr.  Ali>ehma.\-  cotton  said,  ho 
rose  not  so  much  to  support  the  Bill  as 
to  vindicate  tho  Corporation  of  London 
and  the  City  Guilils,  tho  members  of 
whicli  were  men  of  iategiity.  wlio  might 
be  trusted  lionourably  to  tarry  out  any 
beneficent  purpose.  It  was  by  mere 
aecident,  aud  owing  to  tho  great  rise  in 
the  value  of  property,  that  they  foiind 
themsolvi'S  in  possession  of  large  accu- 
mulations at  tlio  time  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  were  appointed ; 
aTid  tho  Tlaberdashers'  Company  were 
propoi'ing  a  scheme  for  the  management 
of  ^uiir  liiundations  prior  to  tho  forma- 
tion of  tlio  Commission.  Ho  hoped  that 
the  IMU  before  tho  House  would  be 
agreed  to,  for  iu  his  opinion  it  was  a 
good  measure ;  and  ho  further  beliovod 
that  tho  abolition  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissi  oners  would  bo  a  great  source 
of  satisfacticm  to  the  whole  country. 

31k.  LFATJIAM:  My  hon.  IVicnd 
tin;  Member  for  Chippenham  (Mr. 
Goldncy)  has  Jabourod  hard  to  show 
that  tho  Bill  makes  no  material  change 
in  the  law,  because  it  simply  defines 
Clause  1!'.  1  think  my  hon.  Friend's 
ai^iment  wouhl  do  honour  to  tho  dis- 
tinguished profession  of  which  he  is  an 
ornament.  Tho  Bill  makes  no  material 
cliange,  because  by  defining  Clause  19, 
it  sweeps  nine-tenths  of  the  endowed 
schools  of  the  countiy  into  the  net  of 
one  pai-tifular  denomination.  Now,  the 
noble  Lord  tlie  'N'ice  President  has  made 


s  this 


;  hut  c 


any  lion.  Mvnibcr  really  say  what  his 
concessions  amount  to?  Until  we  see 
what  they  are  in  black  and  white,  we 
arc  scarcely  in  a  position  to  say  whether 
they  are  concessions  at  all,  and  it  is 
therefore  almost  irapossiblo  to  continue 
the  debate.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
proper  course  would  he  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned,  in  order  that  the 
2Ir.  James 


House  may  see  what  the  noble  Loid'i 
concessions  really  are.  The  noble  Loid 
quoted  from  tho  evidence  of  the  Com- 
missioners,  as  though  it  might  be  mi 
in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  can  conccin 
no  greater  abuse  of  that  evidence  thu 
to  quote  it  on  behalf  of  theae  chongtf, 
I  have  looked  to  see  what  the  Comiiu»- 
sioners  really  did  say,  and  what  do  I 
find?— 

"  Tlie  Bvigftcstion  whicli  I  should  makc^"  aH 
Mr.  Rriby,  ■'  if  the  Ihiinf  woTit  entirely  at  an 
iiwTl  diKpoiwl,  would  bo  to  omit  Si-ction  19  bra 
th<'  Aut  ultogiither ;  and  I  ahould  do  ro  on  lb 
piinciplu  thut  it  ia  tlic  ono  olauac  in  thr  ivt 
v'hidi  dirii'tly  rofcra  to  thu  foundcr'a  istcntioiu. 
iind  n-hk'h  ntlribatra  to  his  int«ntioD>.  havtnt 
Iims  uro  1,o  mny  have  lived,  thi"  right  of  br. 
stribing  tho  religious  chamcter  of  tl^  Khod  la 
which  liis  endowment  apitlied." 

And  what  says  Lord  Lyttelton  7  I  np- 
pose  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered  ■ 
moment  ago,  will  admit  that  he,  at  ill 
events,  is  a  &iend  to  the  Church,  nnc* 
he  is  ono  of  the  Vice  Premdents  of  thi 
Church  Defence  Associatioii — 

"  I  bplii'vo  tho  time  will  come,"  uyi  Ltri 
Lj-ltolton,  "when  it  will  be   held  to  be  obi  A 
ih.'  HlrJinfipBtfluporBtitions  ever  entcrtainod.  tint    : 
u  ilyin)^  niiLQ  in  to  havo  tho  power  of  directiiij    | 
fur  ;ill  future  hj^cs  what  iM  to  bo  douo  with  ha 
prup'rty." 

And  ho  supported  his  opiuion  by  a  refc* 
ronce  to  that  of  Lord  Hatherley.  Lrad 
Lyttelton  adds—"  I  would  myself  repeil, 
not  only  Clause  19,  biit  Clauae  17." 
Finally,  Sir,  what  says  Canon  Bobinwa? 
His  evidence  has  been  greatly  relied 
upon,  because  he  speaks  of  the  awk- 
wardness of  Clause  10  as  it  stood.  Not, 
what  is  his  su^^estion  for  its  amtiti- 
ment  ? — 

'  I  would  extend  tlic  provisions  of  the  Mcti^ 
providing  thnt  wliorcver  the  intention  (rf  Ik 
indii-  WHS  digUQcUy  and  in  full  view  of  ik 
uf  other  denominations  than  hii  ova, 
to  limit  tho  relipouH  teaching  to  a  paiticilv 

full  imdiT  tho  » 


n  that  cane,  the  fo 


Well,  but  I  have  tlio  authority  of  Cana 
Bobinson  for  saying  that  his  BuggMtka 
was  fuUy  met  by  the  Amendmenta  of 
my  right  hon.  ^end  the  Uember  f<r 
Bradford,  last  year.  What  beoomM, 
then,  of  any  sanction  for  the  M 
which  is  to  be  extracted  irom  Ute  evi- 
dence of  the  Commissioners?  Tha&et 
in,  that  the  whole  weight  of  the  ni- 
dence  taken  by  the  Committee  mu  di^ 
metrically  opposed  to  the  bhai 
posed  under  the  Bill  I  irill  ti_ . 
the  House  by  quotationa,  bat  < 
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mjself  with  one  from  the  evidence  of  a 
witness  whose  opinion  will  be  regarded 
with  equal  respect  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  Bishop  of  Exeter  was 
asked  by  Sir  John  Paldugton  this  ques- 
tion— 

**  In  a  caae  where  there  may  be  no  express 
-words  in  the  foundation,  but  where,  through  a 
long  course  of  time,  a  school  has  been  connected 
with  a  certain  denomination,  would  you  hold 
that  to  1)0  a  suflicicnt  indication  of  the  intention 
and  a  sufficient  reason  for  maintaining  this  con- 
nection?" 

He  replied — 

"  I  think  it  immediately  l)ecome8  a  question 
whether  it  is  not  an  usurpation  on  the  part  of 
those  who  have  for  that  length  of  time  held  the 
endowment,  if  it  appears  that  it  was  not  origi- 
nally intended  for  them." 

"However  long  the  usage?"  he  was 
aaked  ;  and  he  replied — **  However  long 
the  usage."  Now,  Sir,  perhaps  it  may 
be  thought  that  since  this  is  avowedly 
a  measure  of  reprisals,  and  since  I  be- 
long to  a  class  wiiich  it  is  intended  to 
hit  the  hardest  by  the  Bill,  I  am  about 
to  indulge  in  the  language  of  indigna- 
tion and  anger.  I  am  about  to  do  nothing 
of  the  kind.  Although  I  was  astonished 
at  the  audacity  of  these  proposals,  I 
cannot  say  that  they  caused  me  any  real 
alarm.  In  the  very  nature  of  things 
this  measure  must  be  ephemeral.  Un- 
less we  can  conceive  it  possible  that  the 
whole  current  of  public  feeling  upon 
these  questions  is  about  to  roll  back  to- 
wards the  source  which  it  left  50  years 
a^ ;  unless  we  can  assume  that  the 
whole  policy  of  the  country  in  these  re- 
spects IS  about  to  undergo  a  Kadical 
change,  it  is  impossible  that  this  mea- 
sure can  survive  the  Administration 
which  has  produced  it,  and  upon  the 
reputation  of  which  it  is  likely  to  confer 
but  little  lustre.  So  that  we  can  afiPord 
to  sit  very  comfortably  under  the  t€B 
victis,  which  the  noble  Lord  flings  at  us 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  In- 
deed, £rom  one  point  of  view,  instead  of 
feeling  resentment,  we  ought  to  feel 
g^titude.  The  noble  Lord  has  achieved 
something  of  which  many  of  us  began 
to  despair.  He  has  re-united  the  Libe- 
ral party.  Everybody  in  the  House 
knows  the  distress  to  which  we  were 
Teduoed  by  the  abundance  of  our 
Leaders,  and  the  paucity  of  our  prin- 
ciples. With  that  benevolence  of  heart 
wiiich  distinguishes  him,  the  noble  Lord 
luw  reUeyed  us  from  a  great  embarrass- 


ment,  he  has  handsomely  presented  us 
with  a  policy.  He  has  given  us  some- 
thing for  which  we  can  fight  with  an 
unbroken  fix)nt,  and  in  support  of  which 
our  regiment  of  commanding  officers  can 
forget  for  a  time  the  urgency  of  their 
individual  claims  to  pre-eminence.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  not  going  to  argue  seriously 
against  this  Bill.  When  it  is  proposed 
to  revoke  and  annul  powers  and  privi- 
leges which  only  five  years  ago  were 
conferred  upon  large  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  with  the  deliberate 
and  unanimous  consent  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, the  burthen  of  proof  rests  not  with 
those  who  are  robbed,  but  with  those 
who  rob  them  ;  and  as  regards  the  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  original  change, 
the  House  is  perfectly  familiar  with 
them.  They  are  to  be  found  scattered 
broadcast  through  the  great  debates  of 
the  last  half  century,  and  the  recogni- 
tion of  their  truth  has  boon  written  and 
re-written  upon  every  recent  page  of 
the  Statute  Book.  I  think  I  might  even 
claim  as  a  convert  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
after  the  speech  which,  in  a  burst  of 
convivial  candour  among  the  tailors,  he 
delivered  about  '*  Religious  Equality." 
I  only  hope  that  he  did  not  speak  with 
this  Bill  in  his  pocket.  And  now.  Sir, 
before  I  sit  down,  let  me  ask  the  noble 
Ijord  one  question.  How  is  he  going  to 
avoid  the  contrast  which  he  will  have 
created  in  the  public  mind — the  cruel 
and  crushing  contrast  between  schools 
which  have  been  reformed  under  the 
Act  of  1869 — schools  to  the  benefits  and 
endowments  of  which  every  Englishman 
is  welcome,  and  from  the  government  of 
which  no  Englishman  is  excluded — and, 
on  the  other  hand,  schools  which  are  to 
be  reformed  under  the  mean  and  narrow 
conditions  of  this  Bill?  Broad  and 
narrow,  side  by  side,  they  will  challenge 
public  opinion ;  the  one,  monuments  of 
a  larger  statesmanship  than  that  of  the 
noble  liord  ;  the  other,  memorials  of  the 
caprice — I  had  almost  said  the  bigotry 
— of  those  whoso  highest  boast  it  will 
have  been  that  they  have  waylaid,  and 
for  a  few  years,  perhaps,  intercepted,  on 
its  way  to  the  nation,  the  impartial 
bounty  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  HEYGATE  said,  that  while  ex- 
pressing his  regret  that  the  measure 
should  have  been  brought  forward  so 
late,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  last 
Government  had  asked  the  House  to 
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legislate  on  the  subject  at  an  equally 
advanced  period  of  the  Session.  He 
was  also  sorry  that  party  considerations 
should  have  been  imported  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  an  educational  question.  That 
was  a  small  measure  to  have  called 
forth  so  grave  a  censure  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and,  in  fact,  he  did  not 
remember  a  case  in  which  the  scope  of  a 
Bill  had  been  so  much  exaggerated. 
He  could  not  admit  that,  as  had  been 
contended  on  the  other  side,  the  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  exclude  Noncon- 
formists from  the  government  of  the  en- 
dowed schools.  It  was  an  imdoubted 
fact  that  the  Commissioners  had  become 
very  unpopular;  indeed,  ho  believed 
them  to  be  the  most  unpopular  body  in 
the  Kingdom,  for  public  opinion  had 
become  alarmed  at  their  proceedings, 
and  at  the  last  General  Election  the 
Conservative  candidates  did  not  find 
anywhere  more  votes  than  in  those  dis- 
tricts where  the  Commissioners  had 
been  at  work.  Ho  believed  that  unpo- 
pularity was  due  to  the  fact  that,  relying 
upon  the  presence  in  the  Preamble  of 
the  words,  that  it  was  **  desirable  to 
place  a  liberal  education  within  reach 
of  all  classes,"  the  Commissioners  ad- 
ministered the  Act  in  a  sense  different 
from  that  in  which  it  had  beeni  under- 
stood both  by  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try. He  maintained  that  the  present 
l^ill  was  not  a  revorsul  of  the  policy  of 
the  late  Parliament,  but  was  a  legitimate 
and  logical  caiTviiig  out  of  that  policy  ; 
and  even  il'  the  Bill  reversed  that  policy, 
he  fail(.^d  to  see  why  the  rules  of  the  last 
Parliament  should  be  obstaved  and 
maintained  for  ever.  It  was  never  sup- 
posed that  the  Act  of  1869  would  justify 
the  course  which  had  be(?n  taken  bv  the 
Coumiissiouors,  for  the  first  step  in  con- 
nection with  any  new  scheme  was  to 
abolish  the  existing  rules  of  the  school, 
and  the  next  was  to  remove  all  tho  Go- 
vernors, without  reference  to  their  con- 
duct. If  he  was  wrong  in  this  state- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
would  correct  him. 

Mil.  W.  E.  FOESTEll  said,  he  had 
not  kni)wn  one  scheme  in  which  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  members  of 
the  old  Governing  Body  had  not  been 
retained. 

^\\i.  HEYGATE  said,  he  would  admit 
that  in  a  sense  some  were  re-admit,ted, 
and  also  that  some  of  th(?  old  rules  might 
be  incorporated  in  the  new  ones  ;  but  he 

2f)\  Ueygale 


must  Btill  assert  tliat  the  CommisBkmm 
made  a  tahula  ra^a  as  the  first  stm  ii 
their  proceedings.  The  njght  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster)  disclaimed,  in  1869,  any  inten- 
tion of  regarding  this  as  a  party  mea- 
sure, and  there  was  certainly  nothing 
in  the  debates  on  the  Bill  to  preptiv 
the  country  for  the  party  use  to  wnich 
the  Bill  had  been  turned.  The  present 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Baikee] 
supported  the  Bill  as  **  merely  embody- 
ing the  feeling  of  Parliament  that  then 
should  be  a  reform  and  re-organization 
of  Endowed  Schools."  Who  would  have 
thought  that  these  words  would  be  taken 
to  justify  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  respect  to  the 
management  of  the  schools  which  were 
connected  with  it.  The  rip^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  had 
himself  stated  that  if  the  Bill  of  1869 
had  been  a  party  measure  he  could 
never  have  expected  to  carry  it,  and  a 
party  measure  it  would  have  then  ap- 
peared had  all  these  things  been  fore- 
seen. Several  Conservative  Memben, 
approving  of  the  principle  that  these 
schools  sliould  be  thrown  open  to  pnpili 
of  all  denominations,  heartily  applauded 
the  measure,  not  thinking  that  the  re- 
forms and  organizations  which  it  was 
destined  to  produce  would  intezfeie 
with  the  wisli  of  the  founders  in  respect 
to  who  were  to  cimstituto  the  Gtovenung 
Body.  ^Vffcer  four  years,  however,  the 
late  Government,  strong  as  they  were, 
found  that  they  could  not  ask  for  the 
renewal  of  the  powi^rs  of  the  Cominia- 
sioners  without  a  full  inquiry  into  their 
conduct,  and  therefore  a  Select  Commit- 
tee had  been  ap])ointed  to  conduct  the 
investigation,  and  lie  (Mr.  Hey  gate)  had 
hafl  the  honour  of  serving  upon  it.  The 
right  lion.  Gentleman  had  found  some 
fault  with  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
inittee,  and  had  referred  to  the  views  of 
Alderman  Lawrence,  who  then  zepre- 
sented  the  Cit}-.  He  did  not  recolkct, 
however,  that  the  Committee  profited 
much  by  the  hon.  Alderman's  vote,  ex- 


;it1dng 

terial  bonches,  tl^e  right  hon.  Gentlemai 
(Mv.  Forster)  being  Chairman.    He  bad 
the  benefit  of  ijhe  doctrinaire  spizit  of 
two  other  hon.  Jlembers  of  the  Oomiiiil 
tee,  Mr.  Powelt  and  Sir  John  Eaikiiw* 
who  might  at  first  be  classed 
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porters  of  the  policy  of  the  Commiflsion- 
era,  but  who  were  compelled  by  the 
force  of  evidence  to  throw  in  their  lot 
with  the  opponents  of  the  Bill.  There 
were  30  divisions  altogether,  in  13  of 
which  the  numbers  were  9  and  9,  and 
all  these  were  carried  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman.  It  was  worth  re- 
membering, too,  that  these  divisions 
were  taken  upon  the  very  questions 
upon  which  this  Bill  was  based,  although 
the  measure  fell  very  far  short  of  the 
Amendments  on  which  the  Committee 
divided.  The  chief  contest  was  on  Sec- 
tion 19  of  the  present  Bill,  which  was 
fairly  described  by  Canon  Robinson  in 
the  Paper  of  last  year  as  an  attempt  to 
preserve  the  denominational  character  of 
certain  educational  ondowmonts.  It  re- 
cognized the  cases  in  which  the  founders 
had  sufficiently/  provided  for  the  deno- 
minational character  of  the  education 
to  be  given,  and  if  the  Commissioners 
were  guided  by  common  sense  and  rea- 
son, and  did  not  take  too  technical  a 
view,  he  believed  there  would  be  no  dif- 
ficulty in  administering  the  19th  section. 
When  the  proceedings  of  the  Commis- 
sioners were  known,  it  was  no  wonder 
that  there  was  some  alarm  on  the  part 
of  the  Church  of  England  at  the  injus- 
tice done  to  that  Church  by  the  acciden- 
tal phrase  **  express  terms,"  the  mean- 
ing of  which  had  been  wrested  in  a  sense 
contrary  to  common  reason  and  the  evi- 
dent intentions  of  the  founder.  It  was, 
however,  said  that  only  two  schemes  of 
the  Commissioners  had  been  challenged 
in  that  House,  both  of  which  had  been 
affirmed ;  but  he  did  not  consider  that  a 
valid  argument  to  show  a  general  acqui- 
escence in  favour  of  their  doings,  for  it 
must  be  clear  to  everj'one  that  if  an  hon. 
Gentleman  did  bring  forward  the  case 
of  any  small  grammar  school,  he  could 
not  expect  to  get  the  House  to  listen  to 
his  complaint.  Further,  he  had  been 
requested  to  bring  more  than  one  of 
these  cases  before  the  House,  and  other 
hon.  Members  had  been,  no  doubt, 
similarly  importuned  ;  but  what  chance 
was  there  of  bringing  these  small  en- 
dowments before  the  House  with  any 
success,  however  grievous  the  hardship, 
when  hon.  Members  sitting  on  his  side 
the  House  knew  that  these  schemes  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Education  Committee,  and 
when  the  Government  of  the  day  had  a 
majority  of  100  in  that  House?    The 


''panic-stricken  trustee/'  as  he  had 
been  called,  was  only  too  glad,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  make  the  best 
terms  he  could.  Moreover,  granting 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to 
bring  various  schools  under  Clause  19, 
what  would  be  the  result  ?  The  schools 
would  not  become  Church  schools,  the 
children  would  not  be  excluded  from 
secular  or  religious  education,  nor 
would  Dissenters  be  shut  out  from  a 
share  in  their  management.  An  elec- 
tive element  was  introduced  by  the  Com- 
missioners themselves  in  forming  the 
Governing  Body  of  schools  under  Sec- 
tion 19,  and  it  was  quite  possible,  by 
the  introduction  of  tliat  element,  that 
Nonconformists  might  become  predomi- 
nant in  the  Governing  Body.  There 
was  a  case  in  point  in  which  that  had 
actually  happened,  in  Dr.  Morgan's 
school  at  Bridgwater.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford,  in  1871,  had  ex- 
pressed himself  favourable  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  denominational  schools  being  go- 
verned practically  by  gentlemen  belong- 
ing to  the  denomination.  That  was  a  per- 
fectly fair  andintelligible  principle ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Ileygate)  only  asked  for  the  Church 
what  was  fair,  equal,  and  just.  She 
desired  no  special  privilege  or  favour, 
nor  did  she  seek  to  exclude  from  the 
management  of  schools  Noiicontbrmists, 
provided  they  were  not  the  majority,  so 
as  to  render  the  education  inconsistent 
with  the  scheme  of  the  schools.  He 
hoped  and  believed  the  Church  was 
strong  enough  to  say  she  would  be  con- 
tent with  nothing  less. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he 
wished  to  congratulate  both  the  House 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice-President 
of  the  C(juncil  on  the  altered  tone  of  his 
speech  that  evening.  In  his  former 
speech,  for  the  first  time,  he  had  brought 
into  these  educational  debates,  a  spirit 
of  sectarian  animosity  which  it  had 
been  the  great  object  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  near  him  to  avoid.  On  the 
present  occasion  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  some  amends  for  his  former  speech, 
but  that  alteration  was  rather  in  foim, 
than  in  substance.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  of  concession,  but  as  his  Amend- 
ment was  not  laid  on  the  Table,  he 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  could  not  very  dis- 
tinctly speak  to  it.  As  he  understood, 
the  effect  would  be  that  in  certain  ex- 
cepted cases,  it  would  be  competent  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  where  the 
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foundation  did  not  require  that  all  the 
Members  of  the  Governing  Body  should 
be  Members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
to  exercise  a  discretion  in  putting  Non- 
conformists on  the  Governing  Body  ;  but 
it  would  not  be  compulsory  for  them  to 
do    so.      The  value  of  the  concession 
would  entirely  depend  on  the  extent  to 
which  it  was  compulsory,  and  the  num- 
ber   of   cases    in  which    it  would    be 
applied.      If    one    of   the    complaints 
against  the  present  Commissioners  was, 
tliat  they  had  appointed  such  .a  small 
number  of   denominational    memagers, 
what  was  to  be  expected  from  the  Com- 
missioners who  would  be  appointed  by 
tlie  present  Government  ?    The  Charity 
(M^mmissionors  would  take  their  views 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
as  that  speech  was  sectarian,  the  Charity 
Commissioners'  views  might  be  expected 
to    be   still  more    sectarian.     A    great 
deal  would  also  depend  upon  who  the 
Charity  Commissioners  would  bo,  for  to 
the  throe  new  ones  would  be  committed 
practically  the    work  which  had  been 
carried  on    by    the    Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners.      The  noble  Ijord  had 
intimated  that  the  Commission  was  dead. 
Now  that  was  not  the  fact.    The  late 
House  of  Commons  gave  it  three  years, 
and   it  was  only  tlio   House  of  Lords 
that  restricted  its  existence  to  one  year. 
Wlien  the  late  Govenmient  went  out  of 
office,  tlie  Commission  was  still  living. 
Tlie  present    Government  had  been  in 
oflice  for    nearly  six  months.      During 
that  time   42   schemes  had   been   sub- 
mitted to  them,  and  liad  become  law ; 
and  the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the 
Education  Department  had  no  fault  to 
find  witli  any  of  them.     They  had  now 
between  200  and    iJOO  schemes  before 
tliem,  and  their  inquiri(?s  w<»re  still  in 
progress.     If  the  noble  Lord  was  dis- 
satisfied witli  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Commissioners,  whv  did  lie  not  have  a 
consultation  witli  them  on  the  matter  ? 
Although  the  noblo  Lord  had  been  in 
olHce  now  for  nearly  six  months,  during 
the  whole  of  that  time  he  had  not  a 
single    personal    intoi'viuw    with   these 
CommissiontTs,  who  wero  (endeavouring 
to  the  best  of  their  ability  to  do  their 
duty.      Was    there    ever   such   shabby 
treatment  offered  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  public  officers  ?    It  was 
evident  that,  from  the  first,  Government 
had  intended  to  kill  that  Commission, 
and,  that  being  so,  why  was  that  Bill 

Mr.  IShdw  Lefevre 


not  brought  in  earlier  in  the  Seuaif  a 

order  that  an  expression  of  pablicopbuai 

might  have  been   obtained   upon  it! 

K  the  present  Commissioners  had  ben 

treated  so  ill,  what  chance  was  then 

that  independent  men  would  be  foua 

to  act  on  the  new  Commission  ?    Thn 

who  were  likely  to  accept  the  poai&i 

woidd  be  mere  creatures  of  the  Ooren 

ment,  appointed  only  to  carry  out  Bcheou 

conceived    in    a    sectarian    spirit    S 

doubt,  that  was  the  main  object  of  tl 

change  now  proposed.     In   looking  i 

the  Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1869,  1 

could  not  help  being  surprised  at  i 

moderation.    It  was  founded  on  a  ooi 

promise,    some  portions    of    which  1 

for  one,  regretted ;  and  if  hon.  Gent! 

men  opposite  were  prepared  to  tear  i 

that  compromise,  he  warned  them  tb 

they  must  also  prepare  for  the  openii 

of  a  much  wider  question  in  future ' 

those  on  his  own  side  of  the  House  ▼ 

would  wish  to  apply   a   much  broad 

principle  to  those  endowed   schools  th 

that  embodied  in  the  Act  of  1869.    T 

clauses  of  compromise  contained  in  tl 

Act  were  now  made  tho  excuse  for  t 

present  re-actionary  Bill.     The  object 

the  Bill  before  the  Houso  was  to  ha 

over  to  the  Church  of  England  every  8ch( 

that  did  not  in  the  plainest  and  most  € 

press  terms  belong  to  one  of  the  Nona 

formist  Bodies ;  and  many  schools  whi 

hadbeen  dealt  with  by  theOonunission^ 

in  a  manner  beneficial   to  the   publ 

would  have  been  dealt  with  very  difi 

ently    had    the    present    Bill   been 

operation.      As  he  had  said,   the  Act 

1869  was   a  compromise,    and    it  p 

vlded,  in  the  case  of  schools  found 

before   the  Toleration  Act,  that  if  1 

founder's  will  distinctly  stipulated  ti 

they    should   be   Church    schools  tl 

should  rciinain  so.    All  the  old  chart 

contained  some  reference    to    religi> 

and  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  l>e  ti 

all   the  schools  established  before  ' 

Toleration  Act  would  be  handed  ovei 

Church  of  England  managers.     Of  ' 

grammar  schools  554  were  founded 

fore  the  Toleration  Act,  and  there  i 

not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for  say 

thoy   ought  to  be  handed  over  to 

Church  of  England.     For  instance, 

tho   cast)   of  Sherborne    and   Penwa 

Schools,  where  the  instrument  of  fo 

dation  provided  that  the  children  sho 

be  taught  the  Catechiam,    that  slij 

reference  to  religious  teachings  had  b> 
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lield  to  be  suffident  tobrinff  them  under 
Clause  1 9,  and  were  made  Gburch  scbools 
by  that  Act.  Again  York  School,  founded 
by  Edward  VI.,  and  the  school  at  Walsall, 
founded  by  Queen  Mary  in  1584,  in  the 
foundation  deeds  of  which  it  was  provided 
that  the  statutes  should  be  drawn  by  the 
Archbishop  or  the  Bishop,  had  not  been 
dealt  with  by  the  Commissioners  as 
Church  schools ;  but  under  the  present 
Bill,  they  would  be  made  such.  Kipon 
School  was  another  institution  in  the 
same  circiunstances.  He  was  particu- 
larly anxious  to  be  informed  by  the 
OoTemment  whether  it  was  intended 
that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  should  be 
retrospective,  and  whether  s(;hemes 
which  had  been  already  acted  upon  were 
to  be  so  altered  that  schools  now  open  to 
the  whole  nation  were  to  become  sectarian? 
He  should  like  the  noble  Lord  to  state 
whether  that  was  the  meaning  of  the 
Bill.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  the 
Government  must  show  eitlier  that  they 
would  treat  all  the  schools  in  the  country 
in  the  same  manner ;  or  else  reverse  the 
policy  of  1869,  and  subject  the  schools 
which  had  already  been  dealt  with  to 
the  new  treatment  under  the  present 
BiU.  Why  should  Bradford  and  HaHfax 
have  their  schools  thrown  open,  while 
the  schools  of  Manchester  and  Birming- 
ham remained  sectcunan  ?  He  would  men- 
tion cases  of  endowed  schools  which  had 
not  been  dealt  with  by  the  Endowed 
Bchools  Commissioners.  There  was  the 
case  of  the  endowed  school  at  Stockport, 
founded  in  1487, and  the  only  reference  to 
religion  in  the  foundation  deed  was  that 
the  priests  should  teach  grammar.  That 
brought  it  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  and  would  make 
it  a  sectarian  school.  Would  the  will 
of  the  founder  in  that  case  be  carried 
out?  Then  there  was  the  case  of  the 
endowed  school  at  Manchester,  founded 
in  1525,  and  the  only  reference  to  religion 
was,  tliat  the  children  were  required  to 
attend  Divine  Service  in  the  only  places  of 
worship  then  permitted  by  law.  The  case 
of  Birmingham  was  especially  important, 
the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  having 
been  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
on  the  motion  of  Lord  Salisbury,  on  the 
sole  ground  that  it  provided  for  Noncon- 
formists being  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ing Body.  In  that  case,  the  election  of 
the  Governing  Body  had  been  co-opta- 
tive; and  though  there  was  no  compul- 
sion, Churchmen  alone  had  been  elected 

YOL.  CCXXI.    [thikd  series.] 


to  the  Ooveming  Body.    He  should, 
therefore,  like  to  know    whether    the 
noble   Lord    intended    to    bring   that 
school  within  the    scope  of  the   com- 
promise he  had  that  evening  shadowed 
forth,  and  to  instruct  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners to  appoint  a  certain  number 
of   Nonconformists  on    the    Governing 
Body?    K  it  was  not  intended  to   do 
that,  the  compromise  was  worth  nothing. 
The  school  at  Dulwich  was  another  strong 
case  in  point.    The  only  fact  in  con- 
nection   with     the     foundation    which 
brought  it  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  in  1619  Edward  Alleyne,  its 
founder,  provided  that  both  the  masters 
should  be  divines.    When  founded,  the 
property  of  the  school   was  of   small 
value,  but  now  it  had  reached  to  nearly 
£15,000  a-year,  and  in  tlie  course  of  a 
few  years,   it  would  have  reached  an 
annual  value  of  about  £50,000.    That 
was  due  to  the  progress  which  had  been 
made  by  London,  and  he  asked  whether 
the  people  who  had  created  that  wealth 
were  to    have  no  participation    in.  its 
benefits,  and  no  voice  in  the  manner  in 
which   it  should  be  expended   for  the 
good  of  the  people  ?    Could  it  be  sup- 
posed that  if  Alleyne  had  lived  in  the 
present  day,  he  would  have  proposed  to 
narrow  the  scope  of  his  generosity  to 
one  particular  Body  ?    He  maintained 
that  that  would  not  have  been  the  case, 
and  he  therefore  asked  Parliament  to 
withhold  its  assent  from  a  Bill  which 
would  have  an  effect  the  founder  could 
not   be   suspected  of  having    desired? 
Another  part  of  the  Bill  proposed  to 
repeal  that  section  of  the  Act  of  1869, 
which  enabled  the  trustees  of  existing 
endowed  schools  to  dispense  with  any 
of  the  conditions  with  reference  to  reli- 
gious instruction,  and  that  appeared  to 
him  to  to  be  a  serious  alteration  of  that 
Act.     He  would  remind  the  noble  Lord 
that  a  few  nights  ago,  in  introducing 
the  Bill,  he  spoke  of  the  Dissenters  as 
attacking  the  fortresses  of  the  Church  ; 
but  on  the  present  occasion,  he  had  in- 
vited the  ])issenters  to  arm  those  for- 
tresses.   He   (Mr.   Shaw  Lefevre)  did 
not  know  what  the  noble  Lord's  conces- 
sion  might  be ;   but   he  hoped  that  it 
might  at  all  events,  mitigate  some  of 
the    severity   of   the   Bill   now  before 
them.     In  conclusion,  he  would  express 
a  hope  that  the  gathering  force  of  public 
opinion  would  prevent  the  success  of  a 
re-actionary  measure,  with  which  it  was 
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idle  to  suppose  the   country  generally 
would  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  Liberal  party  on  their 
having  at  length  found  both  a  flag  and 
a  rallying  cry.  He  (Mr.  Forsyth)  ac- 
cused right  hon.  Members  opposite  and 
their  followers  with  attempting  to  make 
political  capital  out  of  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  accuse  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  Fawcett)  of  joining  in  the 
attempt,  because  he  was  too  indepen- 
dent to  do  so  ;  but  he  did  accuse  him 
of  having  uttered  a  speech  containing 
monstrous  exaggerations,  and  of  having 
on  the  very  slightest  foundation,  built 
an  (»normous  superstructure  of  misropre- 
Kontations.    It  had  been  stated  over  and 

especially  in  that  portion 


over  again 


of  the  public  Press  which  still  followed 
the  fallen  and  broken  fortunes  of  the 
Liberal  party  —  that  the  measure  was 
one  of  retrogression ;  that  it  was  a 
counter-revolution ;  that  it  was  a  step 
on  the  downward  path ;  and  that  now, 
for  the  first  time,  the  Government  were 
attempting  to  reverse  the  policy  of  their 
predecessors.  These  were  serious  charges 
wliich  ouglit  to  be  met,  and  he  intended 
to  meet  them  boldly  and  fairly,  and  at 
tlio  same  time,  seriously.  If  the  charge 
against  the  Government — ^that  they  were 
adopting  a  policy  of  retrogression — were 
well-founded,  it  must  be  on  one  of  three 
grounds  —  first,  because  an  expiring 
Commission  had  not  been  renewed; 
secondly,  because  the  powers  of  the  ex- 
piring Commission  were  to  bo  trans- 
ferred to  the  Charity  Commission  ;  and, 
thirdly,  bo(?ause  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
respected  the  wishes  of  the  founders  of 
the  endowments.  In  referring  to  the 
first  ground,  he  had  nothing  to  say 
against  the  Commissioners  personally, 
but  no  one  would  denv  that,  whether 
they  had  acted  rightly  or  wrongly,  they 
had  become  most  unpopular  throughout 
the  coimtry ;  in  fact,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  had  given  live  reasons  why 
they  had  become  unpopular,  and  that 
was  a  good  reason  why,  for  the  pur])ose 
of  carrying  out  such  delicate  fimctions 
as  were  involved  in  the  Commission,  the 
Government  could  not  appoint  Gentle- 
men who  were  in  that  position.  And 
what  had  the  Government  done  with 
regard  to  the  second  ground  ?  By  the 
Acts  of  1869  and  1873,  the  Commission 
would  expire  in  December  next,  and  if 
the  Government  had  wished  to  tlirow  a 
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slur  upon  the  Commissioners,  they  would 
have  continued  the  Comniission,  and  ap- 
pointed new  Members  on  it ;  instead  of 
which  they  had  chosen  another  body — 
the  Charity  Commissioners — who  were 
perfectly  competent  to  discharge  the 
duties  now  performed  by  the  Commis- 
sion. There  was  nothing  re-actionary 
in  such  a  transference.  With  respect  to 
the  third  ground,  if  the  question  was 
now  being  brought  before  Parliament 
for  the  first  time,  he  could  have  under- 
stood the  logic  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, when  they  said  that  the  will  of  the 
founders  of  the  endowments  should  not 
be  respected;  but  by  the  Act  of  1869, 
which  was  carried  by  the  Liberal  party 
when  they  were  in  a  powerful  majority, 
it  was  deliberately  enacted  that  wherever 
the  express  will  of  tlie  founder  could  be 
ascertained  from  the  terms  of  the  deed 
of  endowment,  that  will  was  to  be  re- 
spected and  the  Commissioners  were  to 
have  no  power  to  draw  up  a  scheme  at 
all,  either  as  regarded  religious  teaching 
or  the  Governing  Body,  with  respect  to 
such  endowment.  "What  more  did  tne  pre- 
sent Bill  do  ?  What  was  done  in  constru- 
ing a  will  at  Doctors'  Commons  ?  If  the 
terms  were  express,  cadit  qtuestio.  But 
if  there  were  any  doubts,  the  Judge 
compared  its  several  parts ;  and  in  that 
way,  found  out  the  testator's  wishes, 
and  he  gave  effect  to  them  just  the  same 
as  if  they  had  been  expressly  declared. 
That  was  what  Clause  4  did,  and  nothing 
more.     The  last  four  lines  were — 

"  Any  »<\ndi.'no<»  admissiblp  by  law  shall  be  re- 
coivahle  as  o^^doncp  of  the  eontentfl  of  the  ori- 
ginal instrumpnt  of  foundation,  and  of  statute! 
and  re^ilationu  niadf  by  tlie  founder  or  under 
his  autlionty."  < 

Wliat  could  be  fairer  ?  If  nothing  was 
said  in  the  original  document,  then,  what 
had  been  practised  for  100  years  was  to 
be  respected.  Was  not  that  quite  fair  ? 
Was  not  a  user  of  100  years  enough  ? 
Would  they  prefer  that  the  time  should 
run  from  the  Act  of  1779  alluded  to 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon  PlayfiEiir)  when 
Dissenting  schools  first  became  dis- 
tinctly recognized,  and  that  the  clause 
should  say  ''since  the  passing  of  that 
Act?"  Ij^r  his  part,  he  should  not 
object  to  that ;  all  he  wanted  was  simply 
fairness,  whether  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other.  When  they  talked  of  retrogres- 
sion and  re- action  they  should  look  at 
Section   19  of  the  Act  of  1869,  which 
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excepted  all  those  boIiooIs  from  the 
grasp  of  the  measure,  which  the  present 
Bill  aid.  Was  it,  he  asked,  logical  or 
fair  to  say  that  becanse  they  proposed 
to  ascertain  the  will  of  the  founder, 
they  were  guilty  of  retrogression?  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  schemes 
of  the  Commissioners  were  passed  dur- 
ing the  last  years  of  an  expiring 
Parliament,  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
stated  the  other  night,  that  the  Parlia- 
ment towards  the  close  of  its  career  did 
not  represent  the  will  of  the  nation. 
"Why,  then,  was  a  House  of  Commons 
which  did  represent  the  will  of  the 
nation  to  bo  stopped  from  undoing  that 
which  a  Parliament  that  did  not  repre- 
sent the  majority  of  the  country  had 
done  ?  He  denied  that  the  Bill  was  a 
re-actionary  measure  in  the  true  sense 
of  the  word.  It  was  only  carrying  out 
the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1869  by 
giving  it  a  fair  and  proper  interpreta- 
tion, and  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  not  give  up  the  measure,  or  be 
frightened  because  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, claiming  to  be  the  Liberal  party, 
m  want  of  a  political  cry  and  a  rallying 
standard,  had  accused  the  Conservatives 
of  adopting  what  they  had  called  so 
often  and  so  loudly  ^*  a  retrogressive 
policy." 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  it  was  with 
the  greatest  regret  ho  had  heard  the 
spee^  in  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  had  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  alto- 
gether denied  for  himself  that  he  had 
any  desire  to  make  political  capital  out 
of  the  question,  or  that  the  Liberal  party 
opposed  the  measure  in  order  to  get  up  a 
rallying  cry.  He  for  one  had  lost  some 
political  capital  by  his  adherence  to  his 
educational  principles,  and  had  not  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster)  been  charged  with  sacrificing 
his  own  party  on  the  educational  ques- 
tion? If  any  party  was  obnoxious  to 
such  a  charge,  it  was  the  occupants  of  the 
benches  opposite.  [**No,  no !  "]  What 
other  motive  could  they  have  for  intro- 
ducing such  a  measure  as  that  ?  No  de- 
finite charge  had  been  brought  against 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners, 
who  were  taunted  with  being  unpopular, 
because  they  had  interfered  in  cases  of 
abuse,  injustice,  jobbery,  and  corrup- 
tion. The  cry  of  unpopularity  had  been 
raised  ad  nanseamj  and  the   hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  simply  repeated  the  cry  when 
the  subject  of  the  removal  of  Emcmuel 
College  was  imder  consideration.  He 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  one  of  the 
City  Gxiilds  considered  itself  attacked ;  if 
its  members  thought  they  were  about  to 
be  deprived  of  one  spoonful  of  turtle 
soup,  a  similar  cry  would  be  instantly 
raised.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
found  it  difficult  to  separate  the  Bill 
from  the  speech  in  which  it  was  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  of  Education.  The 
noble  Ijord  had  a  very  disagreeable  duty 
to  perform,  in  following  the  lead  of  the 
noble  Duke  who  declared  he  was  the 
Minister  of  Education.  However,  he 
screwed  his  courage  to  the  sticking 
point,  and  came  down  to  the  House  and 
rather  over-acted  his  part.  But  he  had 
shown  by  the  gentle  and  considerate 
words  he  had  that  night  spoken,  that  he 
had  not  entirely  departed  from  the  spirit 
of  courtesy  and  candour  which  had 
usually  distinguished  him,  and  he  (Mr. 
Mundella)  believed  that  ifhis  own  better 
nature  were  allowed  to  prevail,  the  noble 
Lord  would  induce  his  Colleagues  to 
greatly  modify  their  Bill.  When,  how- 
ever, he  remembered  the  evident  exul- 
tation with  which  the  noble  Ijord  had 
disposed  of  the  Commissioners,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  of  words  familiar  to 
them  all — Byron's  description  of  Lam- 
bro — 

**  Up  was  the  inildeat-manncrcd  man 
Tliat  ever  scuttled  ship  or  cut  a  throat.'* 

The  noble  Lord  had  not  only  scuttled  the 
ship  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners, but  he  had  relegated  them  to 
that  **  something  after  death"  which 
was  yet  more  dreaded.  In  speaking  of 
them,  he  had  sard  that  he  would  not  call 
them  from  the  shades  to  which  they  had 
departed.  Seriously,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  might  change  his  mind  as  to 
the  Bill,  and  that  the  question  might  be 
re-considered,  otherwise  a  cry  might  be 
raised  in  the  country  which  might  prove 
ruinous  to  tlie  noble  Lord  and  his  party. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(the  Solicitor  General)  spoke  a  great  deal 
of  the  will  of  the  pious  founder,  and 
everv  one  was  anxious  that  it  should 
be  respected  ;  but  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  the  last  men  who  should  talk 
of  respecting  the  will  of  the  founder 
for  the  truth  was  they  were  willing  to 
respect  it  so  far  as  it  suited  their  pur- 
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pose,  and  no  further.  How  far  did  they  re- 
spect it  in  99  cases  out  of  100  where  these 
charities  were  founded  as  &ee  schools 
for  the  poor  of  the  country  ?  Where  the 
endowment  had  been  rich  and  the 
school  good,  it  had  been  appropriated  by 
the  rich ;  but  when  it  had  been  compara- 
tively poor,  and  the  school  good  for 
nothing,  it  had  been  left  to  the  poor.  The 
Blue  Coat  School  was  founded  for  City 
Arabs,  but  how  many  of  that  class  were 
to  be  found  within  its  walls  ?  "Why  did 
they  not  respect  the  will  of  the  founder 
in  that  respect  ?  The  county  of  Not- 
tingham bristled  with  endowments. 
There  was  one  valuable  endowment 
founded  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
by  which  1 2  poor  girls  were  to  this  day 
employed  in  spinning  jerseys  by  hand  to 
be  distributed  to  the  poor,  who  sold 
them  in  the  public-houses  for  drink. 
The  grammar  schools  of  Nottingham 
and  Newark  were  founded  upon  an  ex- 
press condition,  that  the  scholars  should 
attend  mass  so  many  times  a  week,  and 
pray  for  the  souls  of  the  founders.  Were 
they  going  to  respect  those  direct  and 
express  instructions  of  the  will  of  the 
founders  ?  Ho  would  give  an  illustra- 
tion. The  grammar  school  of  the  town 
of  Nottingham  was  in  1864  brought  be- 
fore the  Charity  Commissioners  and  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  There  were  then  60 
scholars.  The  school  was  reformed 
through  the  determined  perseverance  of 
one  man.  The  scheme  was  some  years 
in  hand ;  but  it  was  so  enlarged  that 
handsome  buildings  wore  erected — the 
finest  in  the  locality.  Now  the  scholars 
numbered  300,  and  tlie  school  was  one 
of  the  noblest  institutions  in  the  county. 
Who  brouglit  all  that  about  ?  A  Non- 
conformist. Largo  subscriptions  had 
since  been  raised  for  scliolarships,  and 
the  first  name  on  the  list  was  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (!Mr.  Morlov) 
for  £1,500.  The  Nonconformist  Body 
had  subscribed  more  than  half  the  sum 
required  for  scholarships ;  and  yot 
imdcr  the  Bill  tliosc^  very  men  would  be 
excluded  from  the  Governing  Body  of 
the  school  for  which  thoy  had  done  so 
much.  Was  that  just?  It  was  most 
unfortunate  for  the  country  that  there 
was  no  good  system  of  secondaiy  educa- 
tion under  the  control  of  the  State. 
That  bad  been  greatly  needed  in  times 
past,  though  in  spite  of  all  difficulties, 
men  like  Stephenson,  Arkwright,  and 
Strutt,   had  established  themselves  as 
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inventors.  The  endowed  schoolB,  in- 
stead of  being  thrown  open  to  the  in- 
dustrious classes,  were  now  to  be  dosed. 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  They  were  aboutto  shut 
them — to  narrow  them,  and  the  conse- 
quence would  be,  there  would  be  no 
ladder  by  which  the  poor  boy  of  genins 
could  rise  in  the  ranks  of  intellect  and 
culture,  except  by  means  of  endowed 
schools.  This  Bill  shut  the  door  of 
hope  against  the  working  classes  which 
had  been  opened  in  1869,  and  eonyerted 
the  school  of  the  community  into  the 
dead  school  of  a  sect.  Was  that  wis- 
dom ?  Was  it  sound  ConservatiTe 
policy?  By  the  Bill  also,  they  were 
about  to  strike  a  blow  at  the  greatest 
Conservative  institution  of  this  countir. 
Hitherto  there  had  been  a  tacit  compaet 
that  whenever  a  step  had  been  t«^en 
in  advance,  it  should  not  be  retraced.  But 
this  Bill  reversed  thatpolicy.  It  was 
really  a  bad  Bill.  He  trusted  the 
Liberal  party  would  follow  the  example 
of  the  party  opposite  in  their  plucky  re- 
sistance to  all  measures  to  wnich  they 
conscientiously  objected,  and  would,  for 
the  sake  of  the  future  culture  and  edu- 
cation of  the  people,  oppose  it  at  every 
stage,  and  by  every  honourable  means 
in  their  power. 

Mr.  finch  said,  he  rose  to  com- 
plain  that  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners, whenever  they  meant  to  at- 
tack a  school,  sent  down  their  assistant 
Commissioners  to  the  locality,  and  col- 
lected all  manner  of  reports  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  school.  In  one  instance  in 
Lincolnshire,  they  so  disgusted  the  head 
master  of  a  school  that  he  resigned  im- 
mediately, and  for  four  years  the  Gk)- 
vernors  had  been  unable  to  obtain  a 
successor.  The  Commission  had  been  a 
most  one-sided  body,  and  had  made  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church  in  these 
schools  their  main  object.  He  was  most 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass. 

Mb.  MELLY  said,  that  at  that  late 
hour  ho  did  not  wisli  to  make  a  speech, 
but  he  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  intended,  he  believed,  to 
follow  in  the  debate,  to  tell  the  House 
the  exact  wishes  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  the  exclusion  or  non-exclusion 
of  the  entire  Nonconformist  Body  from 
the  Governing  Bodies  of  these  540 
schools.  The  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Re- 
sident of  the  Council  must  know  that 
unless  at  least  one-third  of  the  managers 
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and  pupils  of  these  schools  were  Non- 
conformists, there  would  be  small  chance 
of  obtaining  the  reform  he  desired  in 
these  schools,  and  for  three  reasons. 
First,  without  the  lever  of  an  united  pub- 
lic opinion  in  the  district,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  powerless.  Secondly, 
the  exclusion  of  all  Nonconformists 
would  diminish  the  educational  strength 
of  the  Governing  Body.  Thirdly,  the 
children  of  Dissenters  would  never  be 
induced  to  attend  a  school  among  the 
managers  of  which  they  had  not  one 
friend.  The  noble  Lord  had  put  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper  which  the 
House  had  not  yet  had  an  opportunity 
of  studying  in  print ;  but,  if  he  under- 
stood him  aright,  a  declaration  was  to 
be  placed  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  that 
it  should  be  in  the  power  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  admit  Nonconformists  into 
the  GK)vei'ning  Bodies.  That  power, 
was,  however,  inherent  in  them  before. 
The  Bill  removed  540  schools  from  the 
operation  of  Section  17  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  and  made  them  aU  close  schools. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  the 
Committee  of  last  year,  made  a  proposal 
that  in  those  close  Church  schools  two- 
thirds  of  the  Governing  Body  might  be 
Churchmen,  and  that  the  appointment 
of  the  rest  should  bo  loft  open.  Kthat 
suggestion  were  adopted,  some  Noncon- 
formists at  least  might  bo  elected,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  might  be 
induced  by  the  Secretary  for  "War  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
cany  out  those  views.  His  second 
question  was  in  reference  to  the  scholar- 
ships, emoluments,  and  advantages  of 
the  schools.  Were  they  open  to  Noncon- 
formist children  or  not  ?  At  present,  by 
an  omission  in  the  Conscience  Clause, 
the  Nonconformists  had  no  guarantee 
whatever.  No  one  would,  however,  say, 
when  a  gentleman  of  the  Jewish  per- 
suasion could  become  Senior  Wrangler 
at  Cambridge,  that  some  little  Noncon- 
formist child  who  might  come  out  first  in 
the  examination  should  be  refused  the 
place  he  had  won,  and  by  reason  of  his 
laith  robbed  of  the  honours  his  industry 
had  gained. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  considering  the  very 
great  importance  of  the  subject,  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  action  of  the  En- 
dowed School  Conmiissioners  touched 
every  section  of  the  community,  it  was 
not  suzprising  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 


objected  to  this  Bill  should  take  the  op- 
portunity of  renewing  the  discussion  on 
the  second  reading  upon  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee.  At  the  same 
time,  he  must  say,  having  listened  to 
the  greater  part  of  the  debate,  that 
nothing,  in  his  opinion,  which  had  been 
advanced  would  induce  the  House  to 
depart  from  the  decision  as  regarded  the 
question  of  principle  at  which  it  arrived 
upon  the  second  reading.  He  thought 
they  must  aU  feel  that  the  best  thing  to 
be  done  now  would  be  to  carry  the  Mo- 
tion for  allowing  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee,  in  order  that  the  Committee 
might  be  taken  on  a  future  occasion.  It 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  they  should 
enter  upon  the  details  that  night ;  but 
it  was  to  be  expected  that  they  would 
that  evening  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in 
favour  of  discussing  the  details  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  next  occasion  of  their 
meeting.  His  noble  Friend  would  by 
that  time  have  placed  his  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  hon.  Iklembers  would 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  considering 
the  proposal  with  clearer  ideas  than  at 
present.  He  should  not  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House  but  for 
two  considerations.  In  the  first  place,  he 
must  say  that  his  own  position  was  pe- 
culiar in  some  respects,  and  references 
had  been  made  to  him  which  he  could 
hardly  avoid  noticing.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  in  his  very 
able  and  powerful  address,  had  referred 
to  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commission  of 
which  Lord  Derby  and  himself  (the 
Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  been 
Members,  and  had  given  the  House  an 
impression  that  Lord  Derby  and  himself 
were  responsible  for  the  Report  of  that 
Commission.  He  therefore  thought  it 
necessary  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member 
and  say  that  he  and  his  noble  Friend 
did  not  sign  it.  The  circumstances  were 
these.  Wlien  the  Commissioners  had 
been  sitting  a  certain  time  a  change  of 
Government  occurred ;  Lord  Derby  and 
liimself  came  into  office,  and  they  were 
unable  to  attend  the  sittings  of  the  Com- 
mission. "When  their  Colleagues  with- 
out their  presence  had  concluded  their 
labours  and  had  prepared  their  Report, 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Derby  and  himself 
was  taken  as  to  what  their  course  should 
be,  and  they  agreed  that  it  would  be 
better  not  to  sign  the  Report,  but  to  ap- 
pend to  it  a  note,  stating  that  they  did 
not  sign  the  Report  for  two  reasons— 
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first,  because  they  liad  been  unable  to 
attend  a  great  portion  of  the  work  of 
the  Commission,  and,  secondly,  because 
as  Members  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment thoy  tliought  it  better  to  reserve 
their  opinions  and  liberty  of  action  as 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Repoii;. 
They  were,  therefore,  not  technically  or 
in  realitv  bound  bv  any  of  the  recom- 
mendations  of  that  Keport.  At  the 
same  time  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  un- 
derstood for  a  moment  that  he,  at  all 
events,  in  any  way  repudiated  or  throw 
over  the  suggestions  or  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Report.  Ho  had  never  in 
any  way  attempted  to  dissociate  him- 
self from  his  Colleagues  on  that  Com- 
mission, and  ho  would  say  this  further 
— that  if  action  had  been  taken  by  Par- 
liament in  complete  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission, 
thero  would  not  have  been  any  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  the  Government.  For  what 
was  the  main  object  of  that  Commis- 
sion, and  what  were  the  means  pursued 
for  attaining  that  object?  The  main 
object  was,  that  which  had  been  and 
still  was  the  main  object  of  their  legis- 
lation on  this  subject.  Tliero  had  been 
some  talk  of  retrograde  logislatioii. 
Well,  there  might  he  changes  with 
regard  to  detail,  but  with  regard  to  the 
the  main  object  of  dealing  with  these 
Endowed  Schools,  it  was  the  same  as  led 
to  tlie  appointment  of  the  Schools  In- 
quiry Commission,  on  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  sitting,  which  was  to  make 
use  of  the  great  endowments  of  the 
country  with  the  view  of  promoting 
and  improving  the  education  of  the 
country,  and  especially  the  middle-class 
education  of  the  country.  What  was 
the  macliinery  that  the  Commission  re- 
commended to  be  adopted  ?  Why,  it 
was  machineiy  not  in  accordance  with 
that  used  for  the  last  five  or  six 
years,  but  it  was  machinery  much  more 
in  accordance  with  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  because  the  recommendations  of 
the  Ivoval  Commission  were  these — that 
recourse  should  be  had  to  two  classes  of 
machinery — in  tlie  first  place  to  the 
Charity  (Jommissioners,  to  whom  shoidd 
be  added  some  special  Commissioners 
for  the  special  purpose ;  and,  second!}', 
to  the  action  of  local  machinery;  and 
the  whole  tendency  and  intention  of  that 
Report,  as  he  read  it,  was  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  create  a  new  and  se- 
parate  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
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carrying  out  the  great  and  difficult  woii 
which  thev  had  undertaken,    but  thit 
reliance  should  be  placed  for  their  cen- 
tral machinery  upon  that  well-known 
and  well-organized  body,   the  Charitv 
Commissioners,  with  such  assistance  as 
might  be  necessary,  and  that  in  order 
to  facilitate  their  labours,  recourse  should 
be  had  to  local  machinor}*'  established 
throughout  different  parts  of  tlie  countnr. 
But   when    Parliament   came    to    con- 
sider   the    subject,    it    did    not    adopt 
that    course.      Parliament    thought  it 
better  to  appoint  a  distinct  Commission 
for  these  purposes,  consisting  of  three 
Gentlemen  of  very  high  character  and 
great  ability,    and  who   were   selected 
with  a  firm  conviction  that  they  we» 
competent  for  the  task  that  was  assigned 
to  them,  and  who  were  appointed  with 
the  view  of  giving  effect  to  the  legisla- 
tion that  had  been  adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment.    Ho  wished,  of  course,  to  speak 
with  very  great  regard  and   respect  of 
those  Commissioners.     One  of  them  ires 
a  relative  of  his  own,  another  was  one 
of  his  oldest  friends,  and  the  third  was 
a  gentleman  whom  he  knew  but  slightly, 
but  for  whom  he  had  very  g^at  respect. 
He  was  firmly  convinced  that  these  gen- 
tlemen   conducted  their  business  in  a 
spirit,  ho  would  not  say  of  the  most  per- 
fect sincerity  and  honesty,  because  that 
might  be  takon  for  granted,  but  in  a 
spirit  of  devotion  to  their  work.     The 
way  in  which  they  had  carried  out  the 
task  which  they  understood  to  be  as- 
signed to  them  deserved  and  recciyed 
the  highest  commendation.     But  it  (^id 
not  follow  that  because   these  Gentle- 
men   were   actuated    by    tho    highest 
motives   in   canning  out  their  task,  or 
because  they  addressed    themselves  to 
their  work  with  energy  and  ability,  that 
the  machinery  which  was  adopted  was 
the  best  which  could  have  been  adopted, 
or  that   they  were    successful    in  aver- 
(^oming  all  those  great  difficulties  which 
were  foreseen  by  the  Schools  Commission 
of  Inquiry.     And  undoubtedly  the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  few  years   showed 
what  a   great  fight  and  difficulty  there 
had  been  in  carrying  through  this  ffreat 
work.     The  adoption  of  that  machinery 
had  been  open  to  very  serious  difficul- 
ties   and  objections.     He  did  not    say 
that  a  great  deal  could  not  be  urged  in 
favour  of  the   adoption  of  a  separate 
Commission  ;  but  this  he  would  say,  in 
answer  to  a  question  asked  by  the  ri; 
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hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wichi  the  other  night — namely,  how  did 
they  know  that    the   Charity  Commis- 
sioners were  willing  to  undertake  this 
work  ?    In  answer  to  that  question,  he 
would  say  that  they  were  not  only  will- 
ing to  undertake  it,  but  they  had  ex- 
pressed to   his  noble  Friend  near  him 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  and 
to  the  Duke  of  Bichmond  their  convic- 
tion that  there  was  great  inconvenience 
in  separating  the  duties  of  the  School 
Commission  from  the  dutiesof  the  Charity 
Commission.  In  a  letter  they  had  pointed 
out  inconveniences  which  were  felt  in 
that  respect.     He  would  only   say  for 
himself  in  a  very  different  capacity — he 
meant  his  capacity  as  trustee  for  some 
charities — that  he  had  found  peraonally 
the  inconvenience    and    difficulty  from 
having  to  g(j  fi-om  one  body  to  another 
— from  having  to  go  to  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  after  application 
had  been  made  to  the  Charity  Uommis- 
sioners,    and  from  having  to   go  back 
again    to    the   Charity   Commissioners. 
However  that  might  bo,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  a  matter  of  a  some- 
what painful  and  personal  character.    It 
had  been  suggested  that  in  the  course 
which  the  Government  wore  taking  they 
were  casting  a  slur  ujion  tlioso  Gentle- 
men who  to  the  best  of  their  ability  had 
filled  the  difficult  and  invidious  office  of 
Endowed  Schools  Comiiiissioners.     The 
Oovemment  hud,  however,  done  no  such 
thing,  for  it  would  bo  a  nioMt  ungrateful 
and  most  suicidal  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  ciust  a  slur  on  Gentle- 
men,  even  thoupjli    tlioy  might    diiler 
from  their  policy,  who  had  done  their 
work  in  an  honest,  fearless,  and  faith- 
ful manner.     He  quit«  agreed  with  an 
observation  of   the    hon.   Member  for 
Hackney — that  notliing  could  be  a  more 
mifortunate  course  for  a  Government  to 
take  than  to  turn  a  body  of  indepen- 
dent Commissioners,  who  did  their  work 
according  to  their  own  convictions,  into 
a  body  of  Gentlemen  who  would  have 
to  take  one  colour  from  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment   and    another   colour  from  a 
Conservative  Government.  But  it  seemed 
to  him  that  if  that  sentiment  was  correct, 
as  he  believed  it  to  be,    it  pointed   to 
an  exactly  opposite  conclusion   to   that 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
them  draw ;  because,  assuming,  as  they 
must  assume,  that  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Oovemment,  who  were  responsible 


for  carrying  on  this  work,  and  who  could 
not  get  rid  of  their  responsibility  for  the 
carrying  on  of  this  work  of  re-organizing 
the  Endowed    Schools   throughout   the 
country,  differed  upon  certain  points,  as 
to  the  mode  of  carrying  on  this  work 
from  the  views  of  their  Predecessors,  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  taken  was  a  proper  course,  because 
it  was  necessary  that  those  Gentlemen 
who  had  to  carry  on  this  work   should 
be  in  cordial  relation  with  the  Govern- 
ment.  It  was  said  the  Government  were 
making  a  proposal  which  was  of  an  un- 
usual character,  because  it  was  of  a  re- 
actionary character.     Let  tliem  examine 
what  the  position  of   the  Government 
was.     It  was  not  quite  such  a  case  as 
those  with   which    it  had    been    most 
erroneously  compared.     It  was  not  like 
the  case  of  the  University  tests,  or  any 
question  of  that   sort  which  had  been 
settled,  and  in  which  the  House  could  not 
stir,  unless  they  deliberately  brought  in 
a  Bill  to  repe^  what  had  been  done  in 
past  times.     But  here  they  found  them- 
selves in  a  position  in  which  they  were 
foix'od  to  act.     They  found  an  expiring 
Commission — an  Act  which  was  to  be 
renewed,  or  allowed  to  drop,  and,  if  it 
dropped,    everything    that    was    doing 
wouL  I  drop  with  it.  Well,  surely  it  would 
be  quite  as  re-actionary  to  let  the  Ccmimis- 
sion  expire,  and  leave  the  endowments 
of  the  country  in  a  state  of  confusion. 
It  would  bo  much  more  re-actionary  to 
adopt  a  policy  of  tliat  sort  and  give  up 
the  work   in  which   tlioy  were  on  gaged 
and  wlii'.h   had  been  carried  on  by  the 
will  of  the  country,  than   to  make   the 
change  which  was  proposed  in  this  Bill. 
The  Government  would  be   exposed  to 
some  criticism  if  they  took  the  former 
course,  and  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction 
would  very  naturally  be  expressed.     He 
did  not  say  that  no  criticisms  were  to 
be  passed,  or  that  no  faidts  were  to  be 
found  in  the  details  of  the  measure  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.     No  doubt, 
it  was  a  most  difficult  position,  and  one 
which    required  a  great  deal  of  consi- 
deration.    The  hon.  Member  for  Read- 
ing  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  said — '*Why 
did  you  not  change  your  whole  proceed- 
ings a  month  ago  ?  "     But  the  matter 
was  not  so  simple  as  that.  An  enormous 
mass  of  interests  was  connected  with 
this    subject.      It    was    impossible    to 
throw  all  those  schemes  which  were  now 
in  progress  out  of  gear,  and  it  would 
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be  necessary  to  give  a  good  deal  of  care- 
ful consideration  to  the  mode  ,in  which 
this  great  work  shoidd  be  carried  on. 
Wiiat  was  it  that  the  Government  had 
done  ?    They  had  brought  in  tiiis  Bill, 
which,  in  effect,  did  two  things — first, 
it  altered  the  machinery  of  the  old  Act, 
rather  in  the  sense  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  original   Schools    Inquiry 
Commission ;  and,  secondly,  it  rendered 
more  clear  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  with  regard  to  the  intentions  of 
the    founders.     It  was  impossible  now 
to  argue  the  point,  whether  the  inten- 
tion of  the  founders  ought  to  be  re- 
spected or  not,  because  the  late  Parlia- 
ment had  decided  that  question  in  the 
affirmative ;  and,  therefore,  the  only  mat- 
ter in  dispute  was  how  that  intention  was 
to  be  ascertained.   All  that  the  Bill  did 
was  to  render  somewhat  clearer  and  more 
precise  the  mode  in  which  the  intention 
of  the  founders  was  to  bo  ascertained. 
He    did    not    say  that    in    endeavour- 
ing to   accompli sli  that  object  not  by 
bodily  altering  the  existing  Act,  but  by 
reference  to  its  clauses  and  its"  terms,  jit 
was  not  possible  that  incidentally  and 
unintentionally,  a  different  effect  might 
liave  been  produced  from  that  which 
was  the  real  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  it  was  the    object    of   the 
Amendment  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
liad  given  Notice  to  clear  up  any  doubt 
that  might  exist  with  reference  to  that 
intention.     Those  lion.  Gentlemen  who 
were  acquainted  with  the  Act  of  1869, 
would  romembor  that  the   17th  clause 
provided  that  in  every  scheme  relating 
to  educational  endowments,  the  Commis- 
sioners should  provide  that  the  religious 
opinion  of  any  person  should  not  affect 
his  qualification  for  being  a  member  of 
the  Governing  Body  of  such  endowments 
with  certain  specified  exceptions.    Clause 
19  of  the  same  Act  specified  those  ex- 
ceptions, whicli  were — first,  in  the  case 
of  Cathedral  schools,  and  secondly,  in 
cases  of   educational    endowments,  the 
scholars  educated  in  which,  were,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  required 
by  the  express  terms  of  the  original  in- 
strument of  foundation  to  learn,  or  to  be 
instructed  according  to  the  doctrines  or 
formularies  of  any  particular  Church. 
The  present  Bill,  by  giving  a  new  and 
larger  definition  of  those  words,    **the 
express  terms  of  the  original  instrument 
of  foundation,"  would  bring  within  the 
exceptions  a  much  larger  number    of 
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schools  than  were  now  included.    But 
some  doubt  had  arisen  as  to  whether  it 
would  not  act  as  a  direction  to  the  Com- 
missioners, that  in  all  the  schools  coming 
within  the  new  definition  they  were  to 
take  care  that  all  the  members  of  th« 
Gt)veming  Body  were  to  be  members  of 
the  Church,  or  of  the  denomination  in 
whoso  doctrines  the  children  were  to  be 
instructed.      The  object   of    his   nohle 
Friend  in  introducing  his  Amendment 
was  to  disabuse  the  public  mind  on  that 
point.     The  Government  did  not  believe 
the  Bill  would  have  that  effect,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster)  said  he  thought  the  same,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  beUere 
that  the  wordsof  the  Amendment  did  any- 
thing.   He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
(pier)  agreed  with  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
would  not  make  any  substantial  difference 
in  the  Bill,  although,  undoubtedly,  they 
would  make  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter  clearer,    and  lees 
liable  to  be  misunderstood.     In  making 
tliat  proposal  the  Government   did  not 
intend  that  there  should  be  an  exclusion 
of  all  Nonconformists  from  the  Govern- 
ing Bodies  of  these  schools.    What  they 
did  intend  was,  that  religious  instruction 
should  be  given  in  these  schools,  and 
that  that  religious  instruction  should  be 
in  accordance  with  what  appeared  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  founder.     But  with 
regard  to  the  constitution  of  the  Go- 
veiTiing    Bodies,    the    House  had    the 
assurance  of  the  noble  Lord — and  the 
Government  would  always  be  ready  to 
repeat  it — that  they  had  the  greatest 
repugnance    to    the    exclusion    of   the 
great  Nonconforming  Body  from  a  fair 
share  in  the  administration  of  the  great 
public  schools  of  the  country.      How- 
ever,  it  was  not  convenient  to  discuss 
in  detail  on  that  occasion  the  merits  of 
the  noble  Ijord's  Amendment.     It  was 
said  that  the  whole  thing  would  turn 
upon  the  character  of   the   Gt>yeming 
Bodies  ;  and  that  if  they  appointed  Go- 
vernors of  a  certain  complexion,   and 
made    the    appointment  of   all    future 
Governors    co-optativo,    they  would  in 
practice    secure    these    schools    to    the 
Bodies  represented  by  the  existing  Go- 
vernors.    No  doubt,  that  was  perfecHj 
true,  and  that  was  the  case  at  the  present 
moment.     The  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Melly)  seemed  to  be  running  rather 
wild,  when  he  said  that  a  clause  of  the 
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present  Act  made  it  compulsory  on  the 
Uommisaionors  to  place  a  certain  number 
of  Nonconformists  upon  the  Governing 
Bodies.  The  clause  did  nothing  of  the 
Bort.  As  matters  now  stood,  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  Commissioners  to  appoint 
co-optative  Bodies  of  such  a  constitu- 
tion that  it  would  bo  morally  certain  that 
to  the  end  of  time  they  would  elect 
Churchmen  to  join  them.  It  appeared 
to  bo  forgotten,  liowover,  that  there  were 
two  checks  upon  the  Commissioners — 
first,  that  of  the  Executive  Government ; 
and  secondly,  that  of  Parliament,  by 
both  of  whom  the  schemes  would  have 
to  be  approved  before  they  came  into 
force.  He  thought  the  House  showed 
groat  want  of  confidence  in  itself,  and  in 
Parliament  generally,  in  betraying  that 
extreme  anxiety  as  to  the  possible  cha- 
racter of  the  schemes  which  might  be 
proposed  by  the  Commissioners.  All 
ne  could  say  was,  that  under  this  BUI, 
Parliament  would  retain  the  same  powers 
as  it  now  had  to  reject  the  schemes  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Commissioners;  and 
that  on  the  whole,  the  new  Act  would  be 
carried  out  upon  the  ^<amo  lines  and  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  system  had  been 
carried  out  heretofore.  But  there  would 
be  this  difference — the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  would  cease  to  exist. 
With  regard  to  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners,  he  must  remark,  that 
they  were  a  body  who  did  not  repre- 
sent any  local  interests,  who  were  not 
in  any  sense  a  judicial  body,  and  who 
did  not  represent  the  Government ; 
but  they  held  a  position  which  was 
very  anomalous,  and  which  must  be 
very  painful  to  tlie  eminent  Gentlemen 
who  were  on  that  Commission.  They 
would  no  longer  be  interposed  as  part  of 
the  machinery,  but  they  would  disappear, 
though  he  trusted  their  disappearance 
horn,  the  scene  would  be  accompanied  by 
no  feeling  of  unkindness  or  ill-will,  but 
on  the  contrary,  by  a  grateful  recollec- 
tion of  the  services  which  they  had  im- 
doubtedly  rendered  under  circumstances 
of  g^eat  difficulty.  By  adopting  this 
Bill,  he  trusted  the  machinery  connected 
with  the  preparation  of  schemes  for  the 
management  of  educational  endowments 
would  be  greatly  improved,  and  that  the 
great  work  before  them  would  be  suc- 
oeesAiUy  carried  out. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
one  of  the  most  obscure  and  difficult 
that  had  ever  come  under  his  cognizance, 


and  he  regretted  that  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  quenched  the  little  light  that 
had  been  thrown  upon  it  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  and  had  plunged  him 
again  into  the  Cimmerian  darkness 
from  which  he  trusted  he  had  emerged. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  most  justly 
and  fairly  bestowed  a  high  tribute  of 
praise  on  the  merits  of  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  he  said  in  substance  that 
they  were  not  fit  to  carry  out  the  change 
which  the  present  Government  contem- 
plated, and  therefore  it  was  necessary  to 
put  other  persons  in  their  place.  But  while 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  began  with 
that  declaration  he  ended  by  saying  that 
the  Bill  was  the  same  as  the  original 
Act,  and  would  be  carried  into  effect  on 
the  same  principles.  How  they  were  to 
reconcile  those  statements  he  could  not 
conceive.  If  that  was  making  an  ob- 
scure subject  clear  he  was  sony  to  say 
he  could  not  follow  it.  At  any  rate,  it 
appeared  to  be  plain  that  they  were  to 
get  rid  of  the  old  Commissioners,  who— 
according  to  the  testimony  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer — had  committed 
no  fault,  and  had  merely  done  their  duty 
fairly  and  honestly,  and  were  to  substi- 
tute for  them  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  had  thought 
it  right  to  speak  of  the  Commissioners  in 
the  way  he  did,  not  only  because  he  did 
not  think  they  deserved  it — and  in  that 
opinion  he  was  also  confirmed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — but  also  be- 
cause, as  the  noble  Lord  would  learn  when 
he  was  a  little  longer  in  office,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  speak  of 
Gentlemen  with  whom  they  were  brought 
into  close  business  relations — gentlemen 
who  had  not  an  opportunity  of  defending 
themselves  in  that  House,  and  who  had 
performed  an  arduous  work  with  great 
ability — in  the  fairest  and  most  conside- 
rate manner.  But  for  Government  to  como 
forward  and  speak  of  those  Gentlemen 
as  if  they  intended  to  lower  them  in  the 
opinion  of  Parliament  was  a  thing  which 
ought  not  to  be  pennitted  except  in  the 
gravest  cases,  and  upon  grounds  which 
had  not  and  could  not  be  laid  before  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
evening  that  he  was  sorry  he  had  not 
said  all  the  good  he  might  of  them.  But 
to  say  all  the  good  one  might  of  people 
might  be,  after  all,  the  best  way  of 
abusing  men  by  getting  credit  for  candour 
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on  yuur  part,  and  so  making  tlie  abuse 
more  telling,  as  coming  from  a  candid 
person.     The  Vice  President  said  that  he 
had  fenced  himself  in  on  all  subjects ;  but 
in  his  (Mr.  Lowe's)  opinion  the  noble  Lord 
had  done  more  railing  than  fencing.    To 
whom  was  the  Government  about  to  de- 
legate the  duties  hithei^to  dischai'ged  by 
the  Commission  ?     To  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners— a  body  of  wliich  he  ought 
to  know  something,  having  been  one  of 
them  himself  for  hve  yeai's.     It  was  the 
duty  of  that  body  to  prepare  schemes  on 
all  kinds  of  subjects,  and,  if  approved 
by  Parliament,  the  persons  interested 
were  relieved  from  tlie  payment  of  fees. 
Well,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident to  submit  those  schemes  to  Par- 
liament, without,  however,  committing 
the  Government  of  the  day.     The  result 
was,  those  schemes  were  always  opposed 
by  the  people  of  the  neighbourhood  con- 
cerned ;    they  wore  coldly  received  by 
Parliament,  and  almost  universally  ne- 
gatived.    Now,  what  would  be  the  re- 
sult of  giving  tliis  new   power  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  under  the  same 
conditions,  and  with  no  change  but  the 
appointing  of  two  or  three  new  Commis- 
sioners ?     Clearly  the  same.     ^Vnd  here 
lie  would  say  in  jiassiug,  that  before 
this  Bill  was  passed  he^  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment  would   see  fit  to  lay  before 
tlie  the  House  the  names  of  those  new 
Commissioners.      Tlie  Charity  Commis- 
sion was  a  most  useful  body.     Its  ap- 
poiQtment   was    most    bitterly  opposed 
by  the  Torj-  Part}'  of  the  day,  but  the 
Ijiboral  Party  tarriod  it  in  1 8 5. '3,  and  no 
more   beneficent    institution    had   been 
established.      It  had   taken   out  of  tlie 
hands  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  the  whole 
business    of   charities,    and   instead  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  being  wasted  in 
litigation,  it  managed  all  their  afiairs, 
kept  the  money,  and  did  this  without 
cost,   to  the  charities,  of  a  single  six- 
pence.    If  Parliament   gave  this  body 
the  invidious  duty  under  which  the  late 
Commission   had   laboured,   was  it  not 
quite  <jvident  that  in  a  few  years  the 
faitliful    administration    of    the    trust, 
without  pandering    to    local    interests, 
would  break  down  that  body,  as  it  broke 
down,  according  to  his   experience,  all 
bodies  that  stood  up  for  public  as  against 
local  interests  ?  The  effect  would  be  that 
the  Charity  Commission,  also,  would  be 
broken  down  under  the  weight  that  Par- 
liament would  place  upon  it,  for  it  would 
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accumulate  upon  its  Bhonlders  double 
the  burden  of  unpopidarity  that  crashed 
the    late    Conmiission,    and    the  result 
would  be  that  instead  of  getting  the  work 
done  well  they  would  have  destroyed  a 
most  useful  institution,  which  they  would 
find  it  impossible  to  replace.     And  now, 
a  few  words  on  the  Bill.     It  was  almost 
unintelligible  as  it  was  drawn,  and  one 
could  not  find  out  what  it  meant,  even 
with  reference  to  the  Acts  with  which  it 
dealt.     However,   by  asking  questions 
and  inquiry  one  might  get  some  faint 
glimpse  of  its  meaning.      The  Act  of 
1869  nationalized  and  undenomination- 
alized     all    schools     except     Cathedral 
schools,  and  schools  as  to  which  the  ex- 
press words  of  the  foundation  within  50 
years  of  the  present  time  required  that 
the  children  should  be  educated  in  the 
doctrines  of   the   Church  of   England. 
That  continued  up  to  1873,  and  the  pre- 
sent law  was,  that  whereas  in  1873  the 
point  of  departure  was  fixed  at  the  time 
of  the  Toleration  Act,  now  the  time  of 
departure  was  to  be  altered,  and  by  it 
some  500  schools  were  to  be  removed 
from  being  schools  open  to  all  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty,  and  would  be  made  into 
schools  of  the  strictest  denominatioDal 
kind,  and   would  be  attached    to    the 
Church  of  England.    And  here  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  change  to-night 
announced  by  the  noble  Lord  was  of  no 
account  in  the  matter.  That  change  was 
he  would  not  say  illusory,  but  ahnost 
wholly  unimportant.     Well,  then,  what 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  under  the  cir- 
cumstances V    They  had  just  nearly  con- 
cluded the  long  campaign  in  which  the 
Nonconformists  of  this  country  had  been 
struggling  up  to  a  position  of  equality 
with    the  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.     The  Liberal  party  had  been 
playing  the  game  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Grievance  after  grievance  they 
had  swept  away,  and  by  producing  more 
content  had,  no  doubt,  strengthened  the 
ranks  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and 
weakened  their  own.     They  had  come, 
it  seemed,  to  such  a  pass  that  the  party 
opposite  thought  they  were  weak  enough, 
and  now  they  seemed  to  think  it  neces- 
sary that  the  Liberal  party  should  be 
strengthened  a  little.     As  the  liberal* 
party  had  done  away  with  old  g^eyances 
for  many  years,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  resolved  to  supply  them  with  some 
that  were  new.    For  what  other  pur- 
pose; when   these   matters   had   been 
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settled  amicably  by  ag^oment  between 
the  two  parties,  hon.  Gontlemen  opposite 
ahonld  think  it  necessary  to  stir  up  those 
waters  of  sectarian  bitterness,  he  could 
not  conceive.  What  advantage  could 
it  be  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
put  a  few  children  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  places  now  occupied  by 
Nonconformist  children,  and  to  put  a 
few  Nonconformist  children  in  places  of 
inferiority  ?  That  they  sliould  do  that, 
and  a  number  of  other  irritating  things, 
would  have  no  other  olTect  than  to  stir 
up  bad  feeling,  retard  the  progress  of 
education,  and  re-opon  wounds  mat  had 
been  healed.  What  possible  motive 
could  have  induced  them  to  make  a 
sacrifice  of  that  kind — a  sacrifice  which 
must  be  beneficial  to  their  adversa- 
ries? If  he  were  to  look  at  it  from 
a  party  point  of  view,  he  would  not 
ask  for  an^ihing  better;  and  if  he 
wanted  an  irritant,  he  would  ask  for 
no  better  than  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  who  had  told 
the  House  in  so  manv  words  that  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  Noncon- 
formists were  divided  into  two  hostile 
camps,  and  that  the  Government  was 
identified  with  the  Church.  When  an 
hon.  Gentleman  in  high  position  held 
such  language,  it  was  time  to  speak 
plainly,  and  to  vindicate  the  Government 
from  the  reproach  which  was  cast  upon 
it  by  its  own  Members,  when  they 
claimed  to  be  the  Ministers  of  a  Church, 
or  of  any  other  institution  of  the  coun- 
try, instead  of  rising  to  the  height  of 
their  position,  and  being  the  Ministers 
of  the  whole  people  of  England.  There 
was  only  one  thing  more  with  which  he 
would  trouble  the  House,  and  that  was 
the  principle  which  lay  at  the  bottom  of 
all  tnis,  and  which  appeai*ed  to  be  the 
most  dangerous  and  subversive  which 
could  possibly  be  laid  down.  He  had, 
on  former  occasions,  predicted  that  as 
the  House  became  less  and  less  aristo- 
cratic, the  tendency  would  be  to  break 
down  the  principles  upon  which  consti- 
tutional Government  in  England  had 
been  carried  on  for  so  many  centuries. 
The  principle  upon  which  the  country 
had  been  governed  since  the  Eevolution 
was  that  of  two  parties  not  enemies,  not 
hostile  to  each  other,  not  animated  by  a 
spirit  .of  hatred,  but  by  a  generous  and 
noble  rivalry,  wishing  each  to  do  what 
it  oould  for  the  benefit  of  the  coimtry. 
No  one  could  be  insensible  to  the  col- 


lateral advantages  attendant  on  the 
possession  of  power.  But  hitherto  it 
had  been  the  prevailing  feeling  of  both 
parties  in  this  country  that  they  were  not 
to  carry  on  war  d  out  ranee.  These  were 
limits  at  which  they  were  to  stop — 
they  were  to  be  content  with  certain 
things,  and  never  to  push  matters  be- 
yond certain  limits,  not  laid  down  in  the 
written,  but  in  the  unwritten  law  of 
Parliament.  If  anything  had  been  laid 
down  in  the  unwritten  law,  it  was  that 
where,  after  full  consideration,  a  mea- 
sure had  been  decided  by  Parliament — 
and  much  more  when  it  had  been  de- 
cided without  division — that  measure 
was  entitled  to  a  full  and  fair  trial.  That 
was  a  Constitutional  doctrine,  and  in  the 
highest  degree  Conservative  ;  and  he  re- 
gretted to  see  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
ought  to  be  the  guardians  of  Conserva- 
tive principles  and  Constitutional  tradi- 
tions coming  forward  now  to  upset  a 
policy  to  which  they  had  been  parties, 
and  which  had  been  carried  out  by  their 
sanction,  and  by  agreement  with  a  Go- 
vernment which  was  then  strong  enough 
to  have  imjiosed  severer  terms.  By  a 
swing  of  the  pendulum  they  found  them- 
selves in  power,  and  they  wanted  to  undo 
the  policy  of  their  Predecessors ;  they 
found  themselves  powerful  enough  to 
say — **We  will  undo  your  policy,  not 
because  it  has  failed,  but  because  we 
were  always  opposed  to  it,  and  will  not 
give  it  a  trial.  You  were  in  a  ma- 
jority, and  we  submitted ;  now  we  are 
in  power,  and  we  will  imdo  your 
policy."  It  was,  no  doubt,  in  their 
power  to  carry  this  policy ;  it  was  an 
old  policy ;  Vic  n'ctis  was  ever  the  motto 
of  a  barbarous  people ;  the  policy 
was  easy,  because  it  gratified  tlie  pas- 
sions and  the  animosities  of  mankind. 
It  was  very  gratifying,  after  a  long 
period  of  banishment  from  power, 
to  come  in  not  merely  to  enjoy  the  legiti- 
mate, but  the  illegitimate  uses  of  power 
— not  merely  to  succeed  to  the  govern- 
ment of  a  great  country,  but  to  pay  back 
upon  your  rivals  vengeance  for  the 
power  which  they  had  exercised  in 
your  spite.  There  was  unfortunately 
only  too  much  in  the  lower  instincts 
to  commend  that  course,  and  so  he 
was  more  grieved  than  surprised  that 
such  a  policy  should  have  been  adopted  ; 
but  still  he  begged  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  pause  and  consider  its  effect, 
before  forcing  that  measure  on  against 
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the  convictions  of  the  Liberal  party,  and 
against  what,  so  far  as  thoy  could  judge, 
a  short  time  ago  were  the  convictions  of 
the  people  of  England.  When  the  next 
osciuatiou  of  the  pendulum  took  place — 
and  take  place  it  would — he  hoped  that 
the  Liberal  party  would  scorn  to  imitate 
the  example  now  given  them,  and  that 
they  would  not  descend  to  a  policy  of  re- 
taliation. But  though  ho  wished  that 
that  might  be  a  policy  of  the  next 
Liberal  Govemmont,  he  did  not  appre- 
hend, if  this  Bill  should  pass,  that  it 
would  be  so.  They  were  made  much 
of  the  same  clay  as  tlieir  adversaries, 
and  if  they  were  vexed  and  provoked, 
they  would  probably  retaliate  with  as 
little  care  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
They  shoidd,  however,  remember  that 
**  offences  will  come,  but  woe  to  them 
by  whom  they  come."  Woe  to  those 
who  were  the  lirst  to  commence  a 
system  of  emj^loying  the  time  of  Par- 
liament, not  in  making  tliat  which 
had  been  solemnly  agreed  upon  the 
basis  of  future  legislation,  but  in  the 
sterile  work  of  undoing  that  which  they 
disliked  in  the  legislation  of  the  past. 
The  effect  of  that  would  be  to  degrade 
ParliauK'nt  to  the  level  of  Continental 
Assemblies,  where,  instead  of  honour- 
able rivalry  and  competition  of  public 
men  for  the  favour  of  the  public,  you 
had  men  who  met  each  other  as  re- 
morseless enemies,  and  who  could  hardly 
bo  restrained  from  personal  violence.  He 
asked  hon.  Gentlemen  to  reflect.  They 
had  wisely  spent  a  good  deal  of  time  in 
passing  measures  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  prepared  for  them,  and  had 
spent  the  remainder  of  the  Session  in 
endeavouring  to  discharge  their  election 
debts.  They  ascertained  by  a  minute 
investigation  that  the  whole  sense  of  the 
country  was  against  any  alteration  in 
tlie  Licensing  Act  and  yet  they  came 
down  with  a  Bill  to  alter  it.  They  liad 
not  had  time  to  ascei*tain  whether  the 
measure  which  tliey  were  about  to  repeal 
had  worked  well  or  not ;  but  thoy  came 
down,  because  they  wore  indebted  to  the 
clerg3*  just  as  they  were  indebted  to  the 
publlcausfor  their  electioneering  triumph 
— to  undo  the  measure  without  the  least 
knowledge  whether  it  had  succeeded  or 
not.  He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
yet  think  better  of  it,  and  that  they 
would  think  that  the  time  of  Parliament 
could  be  better  employed  in  advancing 
gradually  the  improvement  of  the  coun- 
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try  than  in  a  perpetual  see-saw  between 
two  parties,  each  undoing  the  work  of 
the  other. 

Sir  CHAELES  FORSTEE  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put. 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Sir  Charlea  Forat&r.) 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  plain,  straightforward  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  Many  hon.  Friends  of 
his  had  voted  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill ;  but  before  they  continued  the  sub- 
ject, they  wished  to  know  what  was 
really  the  object  of  the  Govemment. 
The  4th  and  5th  clauses  of  the  Bill  each 
contained  the  expression  "  any  particular 
church,  sect,  or  denomination,  '  and  in 
connection  with  the  word  '*  any,"  they 
wished  to  know  whether,  under  thoee 
clauses,  schools  which  had  been  founded 
by  Eoman  Catholics  would  be  given  over 
for  the  education  of  children  of  that 
faith.  There  were  72  endowed  schools 
which  belonged  to  the  Catholics,  and 
there  were  49  Boman  Catholic  Members 
who  voted  diversely  on  the  second  read- 
ing, and  whose  votes  would  now  be  in- 
iluenced  by  the  reply  of  the  MinistiT. 

Mr.  DISEAELI:  I  think.  Sir,  the 
debate  has  been  sufficiently  exhausted, 
and  that  we  can  now  come  to  a  division 
upon  it.  I  should  say  the  question  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
is  one  that  had  better  bo  discussed  in 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  know  whether  the  intentions  of  Ro- 
man Catholic  founders  would  be  re- 
spected since  the  Reformation.  [Mr. 
Sullivan:  Before  the  Reformation.] 
That  would  involve  us  in  a  question 
which  is  not  unfamiliar  to  the  House — 
the  continuity  of  the  English  Chnrch, 
and  which  cannot  be  discussed  on  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment.  As  a  general 
principle,  the  intentions  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic founders  would  be  respected;  I 
suppose  there  cannot  be  any  doubt  of 
that.  With  respect  to  the  Motion  before 
us,  I  think  we  ought  not  to  adjourn. 
Considering  the  period  of  the  Session,  I 
think  the  Motion  will  not  commend  itself 
to  the  House  and  I  must  oppose  it. 

Mr.  RICHARD  supported  the  Ad- 
journment. Surely  another  night  was 
not  too  much  to  ask  for  the  disousaian  of 
a  question  in  which  Nonoonfozmisto 
wore  so  deeply  interested.    The  Non- 
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oonformiBta  were  deeply  interested  in 
the  question,  as  being  about  to  be  sub- 
jected to  various  disabilities,  and  as  yet 
only  one  had  spoken  in  the  debate. 

Mb.  a.  H.  BEOWN  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  that  the  Noncon- 
formists had  not  had  fair  play,  and  he 
must  certainly  support  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOkSTER  thought  the 
argument  was  much  stronger  in  favour 
of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  than 
of  its  continuance.     In  the  first  place  an 
hon.  Gentleman  who  liad  the  confidence 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Members  stated 
that  there  existed  an  uncertainty  among 
them  as  to  the  course  they  should  take 
on  the  Bill,  and  asked  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  and  certainly  he  did  not 
get  a  very  definite  answer.     That  in  his 
opinion  was  one  reason  why  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned ;  but  there  was  an- 
other reason.     The  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  made  a  speech 
that  evening,  in  which  ho  announced  his 
intention  of  bringing  forward  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  satisfy  the  objections 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  the  Non- 
conformists ;  but  they  had  not  yet  seen 
it.     Then,  again,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  answer  the  question  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke,  but  gave 
an   explanation  entirely  difieront  from 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  (Mr.  Forster)  submitted 
the  House  ought  to  see  what  the  words 
of  the  proposed  Amendment  really  were, 
before  they  came  to  a  vote.     But  there 
was  another  circumstance  in  addition. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an- 
nounced that  evening  a  fact  which  was 
new  to  him — namely,  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners    had   been    offered   and 
accepted  the  duties  of  this  Endowed 
School  Commission.     That  was  a  new 
matter,  and  he  could  not  conceive  in 
what  way  they  were  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  without  having  all  these 
matters  cleared  up.     He  should,  there- 
fore, support  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate,  more  especially  as 
he  was  aware  that  there  was  a  great 
desire  on  the  part  of  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House  to  take 
part  in  the  debate. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  187 ;  Noes 
266  :  Majority  79. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  that  con- 
sidering the  large  number  of  Members 
upon  that  side  of  the  House  who  were 
desirous  of  speaking  he  would  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  The  country 
ought  also  to  have  a  chance  of  consider- 
ing the  measure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Macdonald,) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  hardly  to  be 
sufficiently  aware  that  if  they  succeeded 
in  defeating  the  passing  of  that  Bill  by 
time,  the  only  effect  would  be  that  the 
Commission  would  expire,  and  the 
fondest  hopes  of  those  who  held  pro- 
bably the  most  ultra  opinions  antago- 
nistic to  those  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
made  the  last  lifotion  would  not  bo  dis- 
satisfied with  that  result.  He  thought 
that  the  Commission  was  necessary,  and 
that  the  pnident  provisions  which  the 
Government  had  inti*oducod  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  would  render  its  action 
extremely  beneficial.  However,  in  re- 
gard to  the  Motion  last  proposed,  ho  was 
not  at  all  inclined  to  enter  into  any  con- 
troversy on  the  subject.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  discussion  being  adjourned, 
and  it  would  be  resumed  to-morrow, 
l^robably  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
aware  that  the  Motion  he  had  made 
would  stop  all  Public  Business,  if  car- 
ried, and  he  trusted  therefore  that  he 
would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  macdonald  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  on  condition  that 
the  debate  was  continued  to-morrow — 
Tuesday. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  had 
no  wish  to  prevent  the  Bill  proceeding, 
but  would  suggest  that  the  discussion  on 
it  should  not  be  resumed  to-morrow, 
which  had  been  already  allotted  to  an- 
other important  question.  They  ought 
to  be  allowed  another  day  to  consider 
the  alterations  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  make  in  their  measure. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
like    to  know  when    the    Gt)vernment 
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would  produce  the  Eeport  of  the  Charity  quer)  stated  in  reply,  that  he  believed 

Commissioners,  which  nad  been  promised  they  would,  and  that  his  noble  Friend 

them  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-  had  a  letter  on  the  subject.    He  thooglit 

quer  that  night.     The  right  hon.  Gen-  time  would  be   saved  by  his  reading  the 

tleman  had  quoted  the  opinion  of  that  letter,  which   had  been  received  from 

body  officially,  and  it  was  material  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Charity  Commis- 

reference  both  to  the  machinery  of  the  sion.     It  was  as  follows  : — 

present  Bill  and  to  that  of  the  old  Bill.  «« Charity  Commission,  18  Julr,  1874. 

Mr.     DISEAELI     moved     that     the        "  My  Lord,— I  imdoratand  that  you  wiah  to 

debate    be    adjourned    till    to-morrow  ^  informed  whether  any  inconvenience  hu 

fTuesdavV  been  found  to  be  occasioned  by  the  existence  of 

^  ^  ^'  the    Endowed    Schools    Commission    and  the 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  Charity  Conunission  as  separate  and  indepc-n. 

''That  the  Debate  be  adioumed  till  To-  ff^^   Dopjvrtments     I   have  no  hesitation  m 

j.u«u  i/ixo  ^yjKjnv^  y^  avxjv/u.i.uvu.  uixi.  j.v7  gtatuig    that  much    mconvcnicnce,    and  evm 

morrow.   —{Mr,  Disraeli,)  mischief,    have    undoubtedly  ariaen    from  this 

Mr.   GOSCTIEN  hoped  a  reply  would  "f^  notwithstandinff  the  entindy  lui™^ 

,  .  ±     A.\^      r\       J.'         i»   !_•       •   T_j.  iiction  that  has  bocu  mvanablv  miiintained  V- 

ho  given  to  the  Question  ol    his  right  twcrn   the  two  office.    Tho'ini'onvenimcp  ii 

lion.   Friend    as   to    the    Eeport    of  the  twofold :    Ist,    aa    afl'octinp:    the    Department* 

Charity  Commissioners.  thomselvos,  whoso  time  is  frequently  occupied 

Mr.   DISEAELI  :  I  am  sorry  to  say  J^J'  convspondonc^^  and  inquiries  whic^  would 

ii     .    .v  .  i>        _j.   •  'J.  bii   nciHlless  it    the  othces  were    united  :  ana 

that  there    is    no  Kcport  m  existence,  ^iid,  as  affecting  appHcunts  who  are  constantly 

There  is    a  note,  which  I  have  seen  for  porph^xtd    and  embarrassed  by  findinj?  them- 

the  first  time  this  evening.     It  is   ex-  selves  handed  backwanls  and  forwards  between 

tremely  brief,  and  the  right   hon.  Gen-  two  different  offiiH^s  forn^asona  which  it  is  ^. 

tleman  can  have  the  pleasure  of  reading  f/f  f°^  ^^"^  ^r''''"^]  '"''^V^L'*^..    .«^^ 

. ,  ,    ,  .    J  , ,      j-^        1    S    /M     •  uHuallv  of  creatine  delay  and  oxpniBt*,  and  a 

it  behind  the  Speaker  s  Chair.  com-spondinj^r  amount  of  irritation.    I  have  re. 

Mr.     W.     E.     FORSTER     said,     the  peatedly  felt  it  nece»!«ar>'  to  apolopfiae  to  gentle- 

statemout  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  men  seekinp:  for  assistanco  from  this  office,  far 

chequer  was   an  important   one,  and  it  >H>ing  compelled  to  refer  them  to  a  different 

111  nf    1.  \         -uri.  Department  for  the  complete  attainment  ox  their 

would  have  an  effect  upon  hon.  Mombers  ^;^y;^,^^  ^^^  portion  of*  which  mav  happen  to 

of  the  IIouso.     It  was  to  the  effect  that  come  within  tho    peculiar  jurisdiction  of  the 

the  Charity  Commissioners  were  willing  other  ( 'ommission.    The  simplification  of  pro- 

to  undertake  the  duties  specified  in  the  <*<?<l"re  n'sulting  from  the  union  of  the  two 

Bill,  and  that  thev  hoped  to  be  able  to  °*«^^^  "^l^f  unquesHonably  be  rolled  as  a 

,      '       .^T       1        ,    -        V^  xi       A  X  J.  consiaerable  advantage. — I  have  the  honour  to 

do  so  witli  advantage.     If  tlie  statement  ^,,,  y,,,^.  Lordship's  faithful  Ser\-ant, 

was  worth  making,  it  was  surely  worth  J.  Hill. 

wliilo  to  have  the  document  upon  which  l^he  Rij?ht  llonble.  The  Viscount  Randon,  M.P." 

it  was  bn8.d  bof-n-o  the  House.  ^^    GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  lis- 

•  -n    )  ^1       i"i    ;   \   \  teued  to  the  letter  with  g^eat  satis&c 

impoRsiblo  for  the  dd.ate  to  bo    con-  ^j^,^    ^^^  ^^  ^^^j^  ^^^  understand  why 

tinuod  unless  tho  document  was  pro-  it  had  not  been  produced,  and  he  shoufi 

duced      rito  BillM-as  so  important  that  ttereforo   give   Notice,   that  he  would 

hon.   Gontlomon    on    that    side  of  tlio  „^^^.^  tu-mon-ow  for  tlie  production  of 

Jlouso  wore  dotcrmiued  not  to  let  it  pro  +i,^,i,, 4.  ■*■ 

.   ,     ^         ...  1  ,       •=> .  the  aocument. 

into  (.'Ommittoo,    imless    everv  element 

whicli  could  enable  them  to  come  to  a        Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

docision   was    laid    before   the    House.        Tieh^iio  adjourned  tm  To-morrow, 
Thoy  would,   tlioreforo,  resist   the   pro- 
gress of   tlio  Bill   until   the  letter  was 
produrod.  FOYT.E  COLLEGE  BILL  {Lordn.) 

TiiECirANCELLORoFTiiEEXCnE-  [bill  208.]     committee. 

QUEll  said,  there  seemed  to  be  a  strone:        r\  ^      o     r^         .^^  -i 

disposition  to   make  mountains  out  of       ^^^^^^  ^^^  Committee  read. 
molehills.     Ho  l)egged  to  remind  the  (^n  the  Committee.) 

House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman        liln.    BUTT,    in  moving   "That  the 

the    Member    for    Greenwich,    on    the  Chairman   do   report    Progress,"    said, 

second  reading  of  the  Bill,  asked,  who-  that  no  explanation  had  been  given  as 

ther  the  Charitv  Commissioners  woidd  to  the  effect  of  tlie  Bill,  and  he  had  re- 

be  willing  to  undertake  the  duties,  and  ceived  representations  to  the  effect  that 

that  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-  it  would   altogether  alter  the    system 

Jlr,  Gituhiove 


ROYAL  (late  HTDL^n)  ORDNANCE  CORPS 

[compensation]  bill. 

Resolution  [July  17]  reported; 

"  Thai  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  Compensation  to  the  Officers  of  the 
Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps." 

Resolution  agreed  to  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  lixiKEM,  Mr.  Secretary* 
Hardy,  and  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith. 

'Riilpresefifedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  219.] 

SUMMARY    JURISDICTION    (iRELAND)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach, 
Bill  to  amend  the  I^aws  relating  to  th(.'  Simimar}- 
Jurisdiction  of  ^lagintrates  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  bo  brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
and  Mr.  Attokxey  Ctexeral  for  Ireland. 

Bill  /jrescHfcdj  uiid  read  the  fii-st  time.  [Bill  217.] 

Louoii  corrib  navigation  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  i 
Bill  to  authorise  the  Lough  Corrib  Navigation 
Trustees  to  dispose  of  i)art  of  the  Navigation  in 
the  district  of  Loughs  Corrib,  Mask,  and  (>urra, 
ordered  to  bt»  ])rought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  and  Mr.  Attorney  ( teneral  for  Ireland. 

hiUprisfNttdy  and  read  the  fii-st  time.  [Bill  218.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 
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under  which  Foyle  College,  in  Derrj, 
had  been  governed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (J/r. 
JButt,) 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
the  Bill  was  rendered  necessary  by  the 
Irish  Church  Act,  since  the  passing  of 
which  it  was  doubtful  whether  the  Bishop 
of  Derry  could  exercise  patronage,  in 
regard  to  the  head  mastership  of  the 
Bchool  at  Derry,  which  he  undoubtedly 
conld  before  that  time.  The  present 
Bishop  was  willing  to  give  up  his  doubt- 
ful right ;  and  after  consultation  with 
the  representatives  of  all  parties  inte- 
rested, a  Governing  Body  had  been  de- 
cided upon,  and  that  was  the  alteration 
to  which  the  Bill  was  intended  to  give 
legal  effect.  There  was  no  opposition, 
for  all  parties  concerned  fully  approved 
of  the  scheme. 

Mb.  SUIXrVAN  observed  that  the 
fact  of  proceeding  with  the  Bill  at  half- 
past  1  o  clock  in  the  morning,  when  very 
few  hon.  Members  knew  anything  what- 
ever about  it,  illustrated  the  inconve- 
nience under  which  Irish  Members  la- 
boured in  dealing  with  important  mea- 
fmres  affecting  Ireland. 

Me.  C.  E.  lewis  said,  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  revenue  of  the  College  was 
contributed  voluntarily  by  the  Irish  So- 
ciety of  London,  which  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  He  could  not  understand  what 
objection  could  be  urged  against  the 
proposed  Governing  Body. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  measure  was  to 
throw  open  what  had  hitherto  been  a 
Church  College  to  members  of  all  reli- 
gious denominations  by  re-organizing  it 
on  a  broad  and  liberal  basis. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  hoped  the  Commit- 
tee would  proceed  with  the  discussion  of 
the  clauses. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  must  decline  to 
discuss  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  All 
he  wanted  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
should  give  the  inhabitants  of  the  North 
of  that  c6untry  some  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  subject. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Bill  reported^  with  Amendments;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Tkie%day 
28th  July. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  2\st  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^i;«<  Reading— 
Shannon  Xavigiition*  (189) ;  Legal  Prac- 
titioners* (190). 

Second  Heading — Curtonis  (Isle  of  IMun)*  (166 J; 
Intoxioatinuj  Litiuow  (In»Iaud)  (No.  2)  (174); 
Indnstiial  and  Ref  ox-mat  or}'  Schools*  (180). 

Committee — Slaughtwrhousos, '&c.  (172-191). 

Committee  —  Rt-port  —  Hosiorv  Manufacture 
(Wages)*  (163). 

Report — County  of  Hertford  and  Liberty  of  Saint 
Alban*(167). 

Third  Rea((ing — Factories  (Health  of  Women, 
&c.)  *  (143)  ;  Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amend- 
ment* (161);  Chain  Cables  and  Anchors* 
(188),  and  paused. 

INl^OXICATING  LIQUORS  (IRELAND) 

(No.  2)  BILL— (No.  174.) 

{The  Lord  President.) 

SECOND     READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to  amend 
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the  Act  of  1 872,  relating  to  the  sale  and 
consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  in 
Ireland,  and  to  assimilate  it  to  the  Act 
recently  passed  in  reference  to  England 
on  the  same  subjoct.  The  provisions 
were  strictly  analogous  to  those  of  the 
English  Act.  They  dealt  with  early- 
closing  licences,  and  occasional  licences — 
the  remission  of  duty  in  the  case  of  six-day 
and  early-closing  licences,  with  the  case 
of  bond  fide  travellers,  with  extension  of 
the  time  for  closing,  with  offences  on  pre- 
mises having  occasional  licences,  with 
the  record  of  convictions  on  the  licence, 
and  with  the  rt^cord  of  convictions  for 
adulteration ;  and  witli  the  power  of  the 
police  to  enter  promises  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Act.  There  were  also 
clauses  giving  the  Lord  I jieu tenant  and 
tlie  Privy  Council  power  to  constitute 
one  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  a  Brewster 
Session,  for  the  granting  of  licences 
annually,  and  to  take  away  from  Petty 
and  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  future  the 
power  of  granting  licences  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  ;  and  also  for  tiio 
purpose  of  preventing  wholesale  licences 
from  Ix'ing  used  for  r<'tnil  trade.  There 
was  also  a  clauso  wliicli  authorized  a 
person  licensed  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  to  (^utertain  lond  fide 
friends  after  the  usual  liour  of  closing, 
at  his  own  expense.  Those  were  gene- 
rally the  main  ft^atures  of  the  Bill,  and 
Ik;  tiiistrd  their  I-#ordships  would  read 
it  a  second  timn. 

3foved,  *•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— [T/te  I>jdr  of  Richmond.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  road  2"  accord- 
ingly and  committrd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  "WHiolo  ITouse  on  T/ntrsdat/  next. 


SLArGHTEKIlorsKS,  ^c.  lill.L. 
(  77t(   /.on/  Stt  uuird.) 

(xos.  172-193.)     toMMirrEK. 

Order  of  the  Day  lor  the  House  to  b»» 
put  into  rommitteo,  read. 

Earl  BKAUCIIA]MP.  in  moving  that 
the  House  be  put  into  ('(unmittee  on  the 
said  Bill,  said,  its  obj<'ct  was  to  amend 
the  law  in  th<*  metropolis  relatinj:^  to 
slaughter-housi's  and  certain  other  busi- 
nesses, and  was  rendered  necessary  by 
the  near  exi)iry  of  thtj  tcTui  of  30  years 
limited  by  the  Metropolis  Buildings  Act 
of  1811,  within  which  o<?rtain  noxious 
businesses  were  p(»rmitted   to  continue 

77/''  DuJ.t'  of  Richmond 


within  the  metropolis.    The  55th  section 
provided — 

'*  That  if  anv  such  business  be  now  cazried  on 
in  any  situation  within  such  distance!,  tka 
from  tho  expiration  of  the  period  of  30  vein 
next  aftor  the  passing  of  this  Act,  it  shall  ctaw 
to  be  Liwfiil  to  caiT}'  on  suoh  business  in  surb 
situation." 

Though  the  wording  of  that  section 
might  appear  to  be  clear  enough,  in 
fact,  doubts  had  arisen  in  respect  of  ita 
legal  construction,  and  it  was  contended 
that  tliose  noxious  trades  might  still  be 
carried  on  in  places  within  the  forbidden 
area  if  they  had  existed  in  those  places 
previously  to  1844,  It  was  to  put  an 
end  to  this  doubt,  and  to  improve  and 
extend  the  power  of  inspection  tliat  this 
Bill  was  introduced.  It  had  been  found 
that  inspection  had  hitherto  worked  very 
satisfactorily,  and  there  was  ©very  reason 
to  believe  that  if  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Lordships  became  law,  under  more 
stringent  regulations  and  a  system  of 
closer  inspection,  all  cause  of  complaint 
in  n»spect  of  those  trades  which  were 
still  permitted  might  be  removed.  There 
were  certain  trades  which  were  not  desi- 
rable in  any  locality,  but  which  not  only 
afforded  much  emplojTiient,  but  were 
very  useful  to  the  community  at  large. 
If  these  trades  could  bo  carried  on  with- 
out detriment  to  the  public  health, 
transplanting  them  from  ono  locality  to 
anoth(^r  might  be  a  questionable  opera- 
tion. For  instance,  if  the  fell  trade 
were  transplanted  from  Bermondsey. 
no  very  l(mg  time  would  olapso  before 
as  much  inconvenience  would  be  feh 
from  it  in  its  new  locality  as  was  now 
experienced  from  its  being  carried  on  in 
Bermondsey.  Again,  the  custom  of 
slauglit(Ting  in  slaughter-houses  within 
the  m(»tropolis  increased  the  supply  of 
animal  food  for  the  poor  of  London.  A 
large  quantity  of  what  was  known  as 
''  olfal'*  was  consumed  by  the  poor  as 
food,  and  this  could  not  be  if  it  was  not 
sold  fresh  and  sweet.  In  the  summer 
months  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
butelit^rs  sliouli  have  slaughter-houses 
attached  to  their  premises,  so  that  they 
might  kill  and  sell  to  their  customers 
without  the  ri.sk  which  would  attend  the 
sending  them  to  the  shambles,  or  haTUig 
to  ))(}  sent  from  any  considerable  di^ 
tnncc.  l\  was  therefore  proposed  fhit 
theso  slaughter-houses  should  be  MB- 
tinned  under  licence.  The  BiD 
before    their    Lordships    would 
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additional  powers  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  and  the  Commissioners 
of  Sewers  for  the  making  of  bye-laws  in 
respect  of  the  due  regulation  and  inspec- 
tion of  places  in  which  certain  noxious 
trades  were  carried  on.  Clause  2  con- 
tained an  absolute  prohibition  against 
the  establishing  of  the  businesses  of 
soap-boiler,  taUow-melter,  or  knacker 
"within  the  limits  of  the  Act.  Clause  3 
permitted  the  businesses  of  fellmonger, 
tripe-boiler,  and  slaughterer  of  cattle  to 
be  established  anew  with  the  sanction  of 
the  local  authority.  Clause  11  gave 
power  to  the  Inspectors  appointed  by  the 
l^rivy  Council  for  the  purposes  of  tho 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  to 
enter  slaughter-houses  and  knackers* 
yards  for  detection  of  disease.  The  other 
clauses  were  definition  clauses  and  clauses 
providing  for  the  making  of  bye-laws  and 
other  details.  The  Bill  had  received  tho 
approval  of  the  trades  affected  by  it 
and  also  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works. 

Lord  TAWRENCE  observed  that  in 
the  vestry  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
complaints  had  been  made  of  the  rapiditj' 
with  which  this  Bill  had  been  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly:  Amendments  made;  the 
Heport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuesday 
next ;  and  BiU  to  he  printed ^  as  amended. 
(No.  191.) 

SPAIN— SPANISH     EXTERNAL    DEBT- 
ALLEGED  REMOVAL  OF  SECURITJES. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  HAMPTON  said,  tliat  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Spanish 
Bondholders,  he  rose  to  maKe  an 
appeal  to  his  noble  Friend  tlio  Secre- 
tanr  for  Foreign  Affairs  on  behalf 
of  a  veiy  large  number  of  persons  who 
were  deeply  interested  in  the  Spanish 
debt.  Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
an  immense  amount  of  British  capital 
•was  invested  in  various  foreign  funds  in 
different  parts  of  the  world,  Spain  in- 
cluded, opain  had  creditors  in  France, 
Belgium,  Holland,  and  Germany,  as 
welT  as  in  England.  He  had  the  mis- 
fortime  to  be  one  of  a  Committee  of 
"BngliRh  creditors  holding  Spanish  Bonds, 
and  fixr  some  tune  he  nad  acted  as 
OhMTman  of  the  Gonunittee  which  car- 
ried on  negolialioiiis  with  the  Spanish 
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Gt)Yemment,  not  only  in  the  interest  of 
the  English  bond-holders,  but  also  in 
that  of  other  foreign  holders  of  Spanish 
Bonds.  No  interest  had  been  paid  on 
any  part  of  the  Spanish  debt  during  the 
year  1873 — of  the  coupons  that  matured 
in  that  year  not  one  had  been  paid. 
This,  of  course,  called  forth  remon- 
strances from  the  Committee,  and  the 
result  was  that  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  year  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment sent  over  a  proposal  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  coupons  of  1873.  They 
proposed  tho  discharge  of  these  coupons 
by  two  modes,  one  of  which  was  thiii 


"  Tliat  the  Govemnient  should  deliver  to 
the  Coii)or:ition  of  Fonij^  Bondholders  nine 
pajrares  of  purchns(.'vs  of  Rio  Tinto  Mines, 
which  tliey  aj^reed  to  8iipi»lemont  by  pagan's 
of  the  purcliasrra  of  Bienes  Nacion4'vle8  suf- 
ficient to  i)rodii(M^  234,000,000  of  reales  in 
eusli — tliis  calculation  being  madu  under  the 
same  rate  of  discount  as  renults  with  the 
pagares  of  Kio  Tinto,  in  the  latter  l)eing  valued 
at  240,000  of  reales." 

There  was  reason  to  believe  that  this 
proposal  was  made  in  good  faith,  and 
a  large  meeting  of  creditors  of  va- 
rious countries  interested  in  Spanish 
Bonds  was  held  at  the  Cannon  Street 
Hotel  to  consider  it.  At  that  meeting 
there  were  some  600  or  700  of  these 
creditors  present,  and  the  result  was  a 
unanimous  resolution  in  favour  of  ac- 
cepting tlie  proposal.  Its  acceptance 
was  communicated  to  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment; and  on  the  4tli  of  April  a 
contract  was  entered  into  between  the 
Spanish  Government  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  Corj)oration  of  Foreign  Bond- 
holders on  the  other.  Article  5  of  the 
contract  contained  this  imdertaking — 

**To  cam-  into  eflfect  the  foregoing  clauses 
th<^  Govemnient  shall  deposit  in  the  Bank  of 
England  the  guiirantees  offered,  and  which  were 
accepted  by  the  holders  of  the  External  Debt  ut 
the  general  meeting  on  the  Gth  of  March.*' 

He  need  not  state  more  to  show  their 
Lordships  tliat  there  was  a  binding  con- 
tract, and  that  it  was  such  as  he  had 
described.  Tliat  contract  was  immedi- 
ately acted  on.  Eio  Tinto  pagares  to 
the  amount  of  between  £2,000,000  and 
£3,000,000  sterling  were  at  once  sent  to 
England  ;  the  contract  bore  the  signa- 
ture of  the  Spanish  Finance  Minister  in 
office  on  the  4th  of  last  April,  and  it 
received  the  formal  adoption  of  the 
Council  of  State,  and  was  signed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the   6th  of  the 
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same  month.    Attached  to  the  contract 
was  a  condition  that  the  deposit  in  the 
Bank  of  England  of  the  pagares  of  the 
Bienes    Nacionales  and  of   Bio  Tinto 
should  be  simultaneous.     The  Hio  Tinto 
pagares  were    lodged  and  were    kept 
waiting  for  the  others.    About  the  time 
that  payment  was  made  the  late  Spanish 
Minister  of  Finance  went  out  of  office, 
and  the  present  Finance  Minister  suc- 
ceeded him ;  and  from  that  period  diffi- 
culties in  respect  of  the  fulfilment  of  the 
contract  had  been  experienced.     About 
a  fortnight  ago  a  rumoiir  obtained  in 
London  that   the  Spanish  Government 
were  about  to  withdraw  from  this  coun- 
try those  securities  which  had  been  dis- 
tinctly pledged  to  the  bondholders.   The 
rumour  was  not  credited  at  first ;  but  on 
its  appearing  to  be  confirmed,  immedi- 
ate action  was    taken;    the  Court    of 
Chancery  was  apj^ealcd  to,  and  an  in- 
junction was  issued  to  restrain  the  par- 
tics  accountable  from  sending  those  se- 
curities out   of  the  countr}'.      But  this 
was  a  case  of  shutting  the  stable  door 
after  the  steed  had    been  stolen — the 
securities  were  gone — and  to  this  mo- 
ment the   bondholders  were  unable  to 
obtain  possession   of   what    had    been 
pledged  to  them.     He  would  not  cha- 
racterize this  transaction  in  words  such 
as  he  would  be  wan-anted  in  applj'ing 
towards  it.     He  was  not  insensible  to 
the  distracted   and  miserable  stat^}    of 
Spain — it  was  impossible  not  to  see  that 
the  Spanish  Government  were  in  great 
difficulty.     But  in  bringing  this  matter 
under  the  attention  of  their  Lordships, 
and  of  his  nrjble  Friend  tlio  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  was  acting  in 
the  interests  of  Spain  ]ierself,  as  well  as 
in  that  of  her  creditors  ;  because  it  must 
be  for  her  int(jrest  that  she  should  dis- 
charge her  obligations   when   she   had 
the  power  to  do  so.     If  Spain  berame  a 
party  to  such  a  transaction  as  he  liad 
described,  it  was  quite  clear  that,  should 
she  again  require  assistance  from  foreign 
capitalists,    sho    would    find    that    the 
Bourses    of    Knvope    would    be   closed 
against  her.      It  was  the    desire — and 
the  natural  desire — of  tlie  present  Spa- 
nish Cfovornnient  to  be  recognized   by 
the  Powci's  of  Europe  ;  but  the  Spanish 
Goveniment  could  hardly  adopt  a  worse 
road  towards  obtaining  that  recognition 
than  by  j)ursuing  a  course  which  must 
diminish  her  credit  in  tlie  money  mar- 
kets of   the    world.     The  noble  Lord 

Lord  Hampton 


concluded  by  putting  to  the  Secietaiy 
of  State  for  Forei^  AfiGEdra  the  Queetioo 
of  which  he  had  g^ven  Notice — ^Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Spanish  Gk)yeni« 
ment  having  entered  into  a  contract 
suggested  by  themselves  with  the  hold- 
ers of  Spanish  External  Bonds  in  thii 
and  other  countries  of  Europe  for  the 
pajrment  of  the  overdue  coupons  of  1873, 
and  having  sent  to  England  certain 
Pagarus  or  Bonds  towards  fulfilment  of 
sudb.  contract,  have  caused  those  securi- 
ties to  be  removed  from  London  without 
the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  Bond- 
holders, and  have  since  proposed  to  deal 
with  them  in  another  manner;  and, 
whether  the  noble  Earl  will,  under  such 
circumstances,  exert  the  influence  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  obtain  the 
return  of  those  securities  and  the  fulfil- 
ment of  the  contract  ? 

The  Eaul  of  DERBY:  I  have  no 
ofRcial  knowledge  of  the  details  of  the 
transaction  to  which  my  noble  Friend  hai 
referi'ed,  although,  of  course,  like  most 
people,  I  am  aware  that  there  are  very 
considerable  impaid  arrears  of  debt  due 
to  British  subjects  who  are  Spanish  bond- 
holders. With  regard  to  this  particular 
matter,  I  have  heard  the  statement  made 
by  my  noble  Friend — ^namely,  that  the 
pagarc's  in  question  were  sent  over  here, 
and  have  since  been  sent  back  to  Spain 
—or  at  least  sent  out  of  this  countxy 
— in  conse<iuence  of  certain  proceed- 
ings either  taken  or  threatened  to  be 
taken  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  on  the 
part  of  the  bondholders.  That  trans- 
action —  if  the  matter  has  so  passed 
— I  do  not  know  from  any  official  au- 
thority. I  have  seen  it  in  print,  but 
I  do  not  know  of  it  officially.  If  my 
noble  Friend  has  described  that  trans- 
action accurately  it  was  undoubtedly 
one  of  an  extraordinary  nature.  Still 
we  have  it  only  on  the  strength  of  an 
ex  parte  statement,  and  I  do  not  know 
what  defence  the  Spanish  Government 
may  set  up ;  and  that  being  the  case 
my  noble  Friend  will  hardly  expect  from 
me  any  decided  expression  of  opinion 
in  regard  to  it  at  present.  As  to  the 
second  part  of  his  Question,  my  noble 
Friend  is  aware  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  has  been 
from  the  first — and  indeed  always— of 
an  unofficial  nature.  Our  object  has 
been,  by  friendly  representations,  to  in- 
duce the  Spanish  Government  to  make 
the  best  arrangements  in  their  power  for 
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the  payment  of  the  interest  due  to  the 
wholebodyof  the  bondholders.  Further 
than  that  we  cannot  go,  and  further 
than  that,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  we 
haye  not  been  asked  to  go  by  any  of  the 
parties  concerned.  Whatever  we  can  do, 
within  the  limits  I  have  laid  down,  we 
will  continue  to  do.  Since  my  noble 
Friend  gave  Notice  of  his  Questions  I  un- 
derstand that  a  new  Scheme  has  been 
put  forward  by  the  Spanish  Government 
for  an  arrangement  with  the  bondholders, 
with  which,  I  presume,  they  or  their 
representatives  have  been  made  ac- 
quainted ;  though  as  yet  they  may 
hardly  have  had  time  to  form  any  judg- 
ment upon  it.  I  can  only  say  to  my 
noble  Friend,  in  reference  to  one  part  of 
luB  speech,  tliat  lie  has  indicated  what 
is  the  real  check  upon  sucli  acts  as  lie 
has  described — namely,  that  they  are  in- 
jurious to  the  credit  of  the  country  that 
commits  them.  Every  foreign  State  is 
from  time  to  time  in  the  money  market, 
and  assuredly  those  Governments  which 
are  guilty  of  bad  faith,  or  which,  under 
whatever  circumstances,  find  themselves 
unable  to  keep  their  engagements,  will 
▼ery  soon  discover  that  the  failure  to  do 
their  duty  will  bring  its  own  punisli- 
ment,  for  they  will  be  excluded  from 
the  money  markets,  or  only  be  admitted 
upon  very  unfavourable  terms.  [Earl 
Gbanvillk  :  *'  Hear,  hear !  "]  To  that 
more  than  to  any  direct  action  of  one 
Government  upon  another  we  must  look 
for  the  observance  uf  good  faith  in  these 
transactions. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  a  quart* r past  Six  o'clcxk, 

to  Thurdav  lu-xt,  a  quarter 
beiort*  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tw9datfy  2Ut  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— PrBLic  T\i\.\s—Rvport   of  S>hrt 

Committfe  —  Homicide    Ijaw    Amendim-nt  * 

[No.  315]. 
Committtt — Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment 

[187]— K.r. 
Committee — Report — Police   Force    Exi)eusc-8* 

[211]. 
Seport — Hcnmcido  Law  Amendment  *  r41]. 
C^ieUnd  wt  amended— 'V\x\i]i\i  Health  (In-fand)  * 

Third  Remding  —  Aldemev  Harbour*  r20.>l ; 
Colonial  Clergy*  [206] ;  Attorneys  and  Soli- 
dton*  [75],  and  parsed. 


PROBATE   COURT— ESTATES   OF  POOR 
INTESTATES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EAEP  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  construc- 
tion which  Probate  Court  officials  have 
put  upon  the  Act  of  36  and  37  Victoria, 
chapter  52,  entitled  **An  Act  for  the  Re- 
lief of  Widows  and  Children  of  Intestates, 
where  the  Personal  Estate  is  of  small 
value,"  by  which  construction  the  widow 
and  children  only  of  an  intestate,  as  lite- 
rally expressed  in  the  Act,  are  benefited 
thereby,  and  the  children  of  a  poor  widow 
excluded  firom  its  operation,  notwith- 
standing that  section  4  of  the  13  and  14 
Victoria,  chapter  21,  entitled  **  An  Act  for 
shortening  the  language  used  in  Acts  of 
Parliament,"  enacts  that  in  all  Acts  words 
importing  the  masculine  gender  shall  bo 
taken  to  include  females ;  and,  whether 
he  is  prei)ared  to  take  such  steps  as  will 
cause  the  Act  first  above  referred  to,  to 
be  made  applicable  to  the  estates  of  poor 
intestates  of  the  female  sex  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL :  Sir, 
from  inquiries  which  I  liave  made  I  liavo 
reason  to  believe  that  my  lion.  Friend  is 
quite  correct  in  the  suggestion  made  by 
his  Question  as  to  the  construction  put 
by  the  Court  of  Probate  upon  the  Statute 
3G  &  37  Vict.,  c.  52,  and  I  regret  that 
the  eifect  of  such  construction,  if  gene- 
rally adopted,  will  be  to  materially  limit 
the  beneficial  operation  of  the  Act.  I 
am  not  at  present  aware  of  the  precise 
circumstances  of  the  case  or  cases  in 
which  such  construction  has  been  arrived 
at,  but  the  matter  shall  receive  my  best 
consideration,  with  the  view  of  securing 
the  gi'eatcst  amount  of  benefit  to  the 
poorer  classes,  for  whose  relief  the  Act 
was  passed;  and,  if  necessary,  I  will 
take  steps  to  effect  that  object  by  legis- 
lation, though  I  fear  that  it  wiU  not  be 
possible  to  do  so  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPHIC  COM- 

]MUNICATION  WITH  IRELAND. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  ARTHUR  GUINNESS  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he 
will  take  measures  to  provide  for  the 
members  of  the  Stock  Exchange  at  Dub- 
lin, facilities  for  direct  telegraphic  com- 
munication similar  to  those  now  enjoyed 
by  the  members  of  the  Stock  Exchanges 
of  Edinburgh,  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
and  Glasgow. 
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IjObd  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  tte  whole  question  of  telegrapHc 
communication  between  England  and 
Ireland  would  be  brought  under  tho 
consideration  of  tho  GoTomment  during 
theSecess,  and  tlie  subject  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  be  lost  sight 
of. 

PATENT   LAWS— LEGLSLATION". 
QTTZBTIOir. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  tho  Home  Department, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  carry  out  eucli  of  tiie  recom- 
mendations of  tho  Committee  on  tho 
Patent  Laws  contained  in  tlieir  Iteport 
of  1872,  as  can  bo  adopted  without  fur- 
ther legislativo  powers;  and,  whether 
ho  will  introduce  in  tho  next  Session  of 
Parliament  a  Bill  for  further  nineuding 
tlie  Patent  Laws  in  accordance  with  the 
ri'i'onimendatinns  of  the  (lominitteo? 

Mil.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
smid,  tliat  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majen- 
ty's  Gfovornnient,  it  was  better  t«  deal 
witJi  tills  matter,  notpiecpmenl  but  alto- 
yethor ;  and  that  it  wan  their  intention 
to  consider  it  fully  during  tlie  Recess, 
with  a  Tiow  to  legislation  next  year. 

tTSTOMS— JIKMDRIAL  OV  OlJTUOOJl 
OFl--lCEltS.-glTESTIOK. 

Capi'ais  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Troasuiy,  If  a  Meuiorial  from  tlie 
outdoor  official's  of  Curtoms  at  Dublin, 
forwarded  by  thom  on  tho  8th  May, 
has  been  received  by  the  Tx>rds  of  tlie 
Treufiurj' :  and,  if  their  Loi-dnhips  liave 
taken  into  consideration  tho  prayer  of 
the  niemorialiHts  ? 

Mu.  "\V.  H.  SjnTir,  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  Memorial  had  been  received  at  the 
Treasury,  and  that  no  final  decision  had 
yet  been  come  to  in  reganl  to  it. 

KXDO'WEl)  St^llOOLS  ACTS  AMF.SD- 
MEXT  KILL-  MANCHKSTKK  (iUAJlHAIt 
SC[100L,-HUKi>THiN'. 
Mk.  DILLWYN  asked  tlie  Vice- 
President  of  tho  Coiiimittoo  of  Council 
on  Education,  "Whether  he  lias  inti- 
mated his  willingneHM  to  introduce  a 
(^ause  into  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  which  will  exempt  the 
Manchester  Grammar  School  from  the 
operation  of  those  Clauses  of  the  Bill 
'^hich  affect  its  character  and  manage- 


ment, and  the  compoution  of  ita  gonn- 
ing  body  7 

ViacouNT  SANDON,  in  re^y,  uid, 
he  had  given  no  intimatioii  whatent 
upon  the  subject,  and  he  was  asttmished 
to  read  in  the  organs  of  the  Pren  toiu 
extraordinary  statements  that  had  been 
made  as  to  his  conduct  in  this  matter  it 
a  meeting  of  Nonconformieta.  Alltlut 
had  passed  was  that  an  hon.  Qsntiemu 
behind  him  asked  him  yesterday  wli>- 
ther  he  would  receive  a  deputatin 
from  tho  Trustees  of  the  Msncbeita 
Grammar  School  in  the  aitemcmn.  Hi 
was  not,  however,  able  to  receive  the 
deputation,  being  ov 
work  at  this  period  of  the  S 
bo  begged  his  hon.  Friend  to  listen  to 
what  lie  had  to  say  in  the  evening, 
which  he  thought  would  remove  khim 
of  the  objections  which  influenced  (he 
Trustees  of  tho  Manchester  GrammaT 
School.  That  was  all  he  said ;  and  if 
not  so,  he  should  be  happy  to  connda 
the  matter  at  some  future  time. 

'nt.4KSIT  OF  CATTLE— THE  VIEKXA 
COX  FERENCE.— tlUESTION. 
Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  if  the  Govera- 
ment  have  any  arrangement  in  prognH 
which  will  enable  Grormany  to  bo  ei- 
ceptcd  from  the  list  of  scheduled  coon- 
tries  for  the  import  of  cattle  ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  the 
immediate  admission  of  cattle  from  the 
Ducliy  of  Oldenburg  on  the  same  condi- 
tioiis  as  cattle  aro  now  imported  from 
Schleswig  Holstein  ? 

Viscount  SANDON  :  Sir,  negotia- 
tions liave  been  carried  on  since  the 
Vienna  Conference  in  187*2  between 
those  European  Governments  who  sent 
representatives  to  that  Conference,  with 
a  view  to  relieve  generally  the  restric- 
tions upon  the  transit  of  cattle.  Pend- 
ing thH  result  of  these  negotiations  the 
Privy  Council  do  not  think  it  advisable 
further  to  relax  tho  retttrictions  which 
obtain  in  this  country  in  regard  to  the 
transit  of  foreign  cattle  in  favour  of  any 
particular  Country  or  State.  Tho  Ooven- 
mont  is  not,  therefore,  at  present  pre- 
pared to  except  Germany  from  the  Hit 
of  scheduled  countries,  or  to  allow  cattle 
brought  during  this  summer  from  the 
Duchy  of  Oldenburg  to  be  imported  oo 
the  same  terms  as  cattle  &om  SchlMwig 
Holstein, 
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OFFICE— CONTRACT  WITH  THE 
PENINSULAR  AND  ORIENTAL  STEAM 
I      NAVIGATION  COMPANY.— QL^STION. 

Mk.  D.   JENKINS  asked  the  Post- 

.    master  General^    Whether    the   state- 

I    ment  in  the  daily  press  is  correct  as  to 

a  proposed  alteration  of  the   Contract 

'■    now   existing    between  Her  Majesty's 

[    OoTemment    and    the  Peninsular  and 

Oriental    Steam  Navigation  Company, 

fbr  the  conveyance  of  the  East  Indian 

niailfl;  and,  if  so,  when  the  conditions 

of  such  alterations  will  be  laid  upon  the 

Table  of  the  House  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  in  reply, 
aaid,  some  alterations  had  been  made  in 
the  Contract  between  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>yemment  and  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Company;  but,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  the  statements  which  had  ap- 
peared in  the  daily  Press  with  regard  to 
the  nature  of  those  alterations  were 
altogether  incorrect.  The  new  contract, 
so  iaa  as  the  Government  was  concerned, 
was  concluded,  and  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  in  the  course  of 
last  week  ;  and  when  it  had  been 
printed  it  would  be  submitted  to  the 
House  in  the  usual  manner  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL-COMMISSIONERS  NAMi:s. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  prepared 
to  give  the  House  the  names  of  the 
three  gentlemen  ho  proi)08(*s  to  add  to 
the  Charity  Commission  to  carry  out  the 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Act, 
and  to  fill  up  the  vacancy  in  the  Charity 
Commission  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  am  not  at 
present  prepared  to  furnish  those  names, 
as  the  matter  is  one  of  great  importance, 
and  requires  the  utmost  consideration. 
They  should  be  names  which  command 
the  confidence  of  all  parties  in  the 
House,  and  therefore  I  cannot  say  that 
I  am  prepared  to  give  them.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  receive  any  suggestions  from 
the  hon.  Member  or  any  other  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that 
when  the  original  Act  of  1869  was 
passed  the  names  of  the  Commissioners 
were  asked  for  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  they  were  immediately 
given  by  the  Government,  and  before 
the   BiU  left  that  House.    Would  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  be  willing  to  do 
so  in  the  present  case  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  think  it  might 
be  desirable  to  do  so. 

POST  OFFICE— MR.  HERRING. 

QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens, 
Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  mentioned 
that  arrangements  were  made  some 
time  ago  for  an  interview  with  repre- 
sentatives of  Mr.  Herring  in  regard  to 
his  invention,  but  that  the  meeting 
never  occurred.  As  it  had  been  deter- 
mined by  the  Post  Office  Department 
not  to  adopt  the  invention  in  the  Public 
Service,  there  was  no  occasion  now  for 
an  interview. 

TIIE  FIJI  ISIANDS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
wished  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth 
(Mr.  W.  M* Arthur),  on  the  subject  of 
the  Fiji  Islands,  and  as  what  he  had  to 
say  might  lead  to  some  discussion,  he 
would  put  himself  in  Order  by  moting 
the  adjournment  of  the  House.  A  few 
days  ago  the  House  was  occupied  at  a 
morning  sitting  with  the  Public  Worship 
Regulation  Bill,  and  when  that  sitting 
closed  a  considerable  desire  was  shown 
by  the  House  to  proceed  further  with 
the  Bill  in  the  evening.  On  the  House 
resuming,  his  hon.  Friend  was  asked  not 
to  i)roceed  with  the  Notice  wliich  stood 
first  on  the  Paper  in  his  name  that 
evening,  on  the  ground  that  a  statement 
liad  been  made  in  **  another  place"  as 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Fiji  Islands.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  gave  a  view  of  the 
statement  of  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
which  was  immediately  repudiated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  Several  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  come  down  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  somer  opportimity  would 
be  given  during  the  Session  for  con- 
sidering the  statement  made  in  '*  another 
place,"  and  which,  he  believed,  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  but  for 
the  Public  Worship  Bill,  to  have  made 
in  both  Houses.  Several  hon.  Members 
had  privately  asked  the  same  question 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who 
used  some  such  phrase  as  that  an  oppor- 
timity would  be  given;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth,  on  "gu^Xixi^  >Xi!>^ 


395 


n$  Fiji 


(COMMONS) 


Itlandi. 


396 


Question  to  him,  received  a  reply  to  the 
same  effect.  Lost  night  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  asked  again  when,  in 
pursuance  of  that  promise,  an  oppor- 
tunity would  be  given,  and  was  told  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  not  been 
present  on  tlie  former  occasion,  tliat  the 
second  reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill 
would  afford  an  opportunity  for  tho  dis- 
cussion. It  could  hardly  bo  contended, 
however,  that  tlio  second  reading  of  that 
Bill  would  afford  the  desired  opportunity. 
Tho  subject  was  not  one  of  such  trivial 
importance  as  it  might  seem.  Hitherto 
there  had  been  a  considerable  majority 
in  that  House  against  accepting  the 
cession  of  the  Fiji  Islands;  but  it  ap- 
peared, nevertheless,  that  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  was  to  bo  sent  out  to  accept 
the  cession.  It  was  clear  that  this  ces- 
sion woidd  involve  us  in  very  conside- 
rable expense,  and  it  was  obviously  a 
subject  which  ought  to  engage  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
was  not  speaking  against  the  annexation 
of  the  Fiji  Islands ;  but  he  maintained 
that  it  was  a  subject  deserving  of  the 
attention  of  the  House,  because  the 
documents  relating  to  it  involved  impor- 
tant statements  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  domestic  slavery.  The  Commis- 
bionors  Avho  liad  been  sent  out  stated 
that  it  would  bo  impossible  to  put  an 
ond  to  slaA'ory  in  Fiji,  and  that  the  first 
.sli^p  towards  subjugation  would  neces- 
sarily bo  tho  removal  of  20,000  ferocious 
Natives — to  what  i)art  of  the  Islands  it 
was  not  said.  In  these  circumstances, 
thinking  this  a  subject  deserving  tho 
attention  of  the  House,  he  bogged  to 
move  the  adiournmcnt  of  the  House. 
Mr.  DILLWYN  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  diaries  W,  Dilke.) 

Mr.  G<JSCHEN  said,  that,  at  the 
time,  ho  thought  the  Prime  Minister's 
answer  was  not  satisfactory,  and  he  sub- 
sequently asked  th6  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  adavfor  the  discussion 
of  the  question  could  not  be  given,  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  ho  received  a 
good-humoured  answer — not  given  in  a 
churlish  tone,  and  referring  him  to  some 
stage  of  the  Appropriation  Bill,  but  ex- 
pressing the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
belief  that  a  day  for  the  discussion  would 
bo  given.  Before  the  Parliament  met 
again  the  Government  would  have  to 
adopt  some  decisive  policy  in  tho  matter. 

Sir  C/iarka  TF.  Dilkc 


and  the  House  OTigHt  to  have  an  oppo^ 
tunity  of  considering  it.  Questions  wen 
involved  in  it  affecting  not  only  Fiji,  bot 
om*  administration  in  other  parts  m  dis- 
tant seas.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  Government  would  promise  to  ghre 
the  House  a  fair  and  convenient  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  subject. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDY  said,  the 
words  he  used  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion were  that  the  Government  woaU 
take  care  that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  question 
before  Parliament  separated. 

Mr.  DISEAELI  :  Whatever  may  be 
the  opinion  of  others  as  to  the  compan- 
tively  trifling  importance  of  the  question 
of  the  Fiji  Islands,  that  is  an  opinion 
which  I  do  not  share.  I  think  that  the 
subject  is  one  of  great  importance.  With 
regard  to  the  statement  that  there  was  a 
repudiation  on  my  part  of  the  policy  of 
my  noble  Colleague  in  the  other  House, 
it  has  no  foundation  whatever.  It  w 
happened  that,  at  a  moment  of  some 
excitement  the  hon.  Menberfor  Lambeth 
(Mr.  W.  M'Arthur),  who  had  been 
absent,  entered  the  House.  The  Ques- 
tion then  before  it  was  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  give  up  that  opportu- 
nity which  he  had  of  bringing  forward 
the  question  of  Fiji ;  and  he  said  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  satisfactoiy  an- 
nouncement of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  that  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  had  accepted  the  coseion  of 
the  Fiji  Islands,  lie  was  quite  content 
not  to  press  his  Motion.  That  statement 
created  some  surprise  on  this  bench,  and 
I  naturally  rose,  and,  in  order  that  there 
might  be  no  misunderstanding,  said  Uiat 
this  was  a  policy  which  had  not  been 
communicated  to  me  by  my  noble  Col- 
league. An  offer  had  been  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  accept  the 
cession  of  tho  Fiji  Islands  on  certain 
conditions — ^numerous  and  considerable 
conditions.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
ooiild  not  even  entertain  the  considera- 
tion of  the  proposition  for  the  cession  of 
these  Islands  unless  these  conditions 
were  withdrawn.  They  would  only  con- 
sider the  question  of  an  unconditional 
cession,  and  therefore  I  was  perfectly 
justified  in  repudiating  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth.  I  now 
come  to  tho  point  on  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  has 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  Hooae. 
It  is  most  desirable  that  such  a  questioo 
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as  the  cession  of  theso  Islands  should  be 
discussed  in  the  House,  and  I  did  not  for 
a  moment  suppose  that  the  House  would 
adjourn  without  discussing  it.  But  the 
exact  time  of  this  discussion  must  depend 
on  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  near  mo  (Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy)  has  used  language 
which  I  would  have  used.  I  would  have 
said,  certainly,  that  in  some  way  or  other 
vre  would  secure  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing this  question  ;  and  when  I  inti- 
mated that  the  second  reading  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill  would  be  an  excellent 
occasion  for  discussing  it,  I  did  not  intend, 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
seemed  to  suppose,  to  treat  the  hon. 
liember    for    Lambeth   in    a   churlish 

Sirit.  It  is  a  better  opportunity  than 
er  Majesty's  Government,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  could  offer.  AVhat  are 
the  circumstances  of  the  case?  On 
Monday  next,  in  all  probability,  the 
Committee  of  Supply  will  bo  closed,  and 
next  day  the  Appropnation  Bill  will  be 
introduced ;  and  I  shall,  of  course,  ar- 
range that  the  second  reading  shall  be 
taken  at  such  a  time  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstances that  an  opportunity  would 
be  given  to  the  hon.  Member  to  intro- 
duce the  subject.  If  he  avails  himself 
of  that  opportunity  he  will  be  in  a  better 
position  than  if  he  depends  upon  a  vague 
statement  that  the  Government  will  give 
him  a  day.  If  he  asks  my  advice  I  can 
only  recommend  him  to  avail  hiniiself  of 
that  suggestion. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  was  so  well 
satisfied  with  the  exjilauatory  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Colonial  Secretary 
that  he  had  placed  a  Motion  on  the 
Paper  expressing  his  approval.  After 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  absolute  necessity  of  having  the 
question  discussed  before  Parliament  was 
prorogued,  he  would  not  further  press  the 
matter  with  regard  to  a  particular  day 
being  fixed  for  the  discussion,  but  would 
ask  permission  to  withdraw  his  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdratcn. 


Amendment  Bill. 


398 


PARLJAArEXT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  iDISRAELI  moved:  *'That  to- 
mozTOW,  and  on  every  succeeding  Wed- 
nesday of  the  Session,  Government 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence.'' 

Motion  a^eed  to. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS   ACTS   AMEND- 

3IENT  BILL.     [Bill  187.] 

( Viscount  SaudoUy  Mr.  Assheton  Cross.) 

COMMITTEE.  ADJOXntXED      DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate    on    Amendment    proposed    to 

Question  [20th  July],  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 

do  now  leave  the  Chair ;  "  and  which 

Amendment  was. 

To  Icavo  out  from  Iho  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  (Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  it  iH  inexpedient 
to  sanction  a  nieusuro  whieli  will  allow  any  one 
reli^ous  hody  to  control  schools  tliat  were 
thrown  ojwn  to  the  wholo  nation  by  the  i)olicy 
of  tho  last  rarliam(»nt," — {Mr.  Fatccitt^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
words  ])roposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

LoRT>  EDMONI)  FITZJ^tAUEICE 
said,  the  Bill  might  bo  considered  first 
from  an  administrative,  and  secondly 
from  an  educational  and  a  religious 
point  of  view.  In  his  judgment,  the  ad- 
ministrative aspect  of  tho  question  was 
most  important,  and  he  wislied  to  offer 
some  rimiarks  upon  it.  According  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  the  powers 
at  present  possessed  by  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  were  to  be  trans- 
fenced  to  tho  Cliarity  Commissioners. 
One  of  the  first  considerations  which 
must  suggest  itself  to  the  minds  of  many 
hon.  Members  was.  if  the  powers  of  the 
Endowed  Seliools  Commissioners  were  to 
be  taken  from  them  at  all,  why  should 
tliey  not  be  transferred  to  the  Education 
Office  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  policy  recently  urged  on 
the  House  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
I^Iember  for  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
Universities  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair),  when 
he  advocated  the  appointment  of  a  Mi- 
nister of  Education.  But  it  should  be 
remembered  that  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  stated  in  **  another  place" 
that  he  was  the  Minister  of  Education, 
and  his  noble  Friend  the  Vice  President 
dwelt  in  his  speech  the  other  day  on  the 
invaluable  powers  of  revision  now  en- 
joyed by  the  Education  Office  with  re- 
ference to  schemes  sent  up  to  them  by 
the  Commissioners.  It  was  true  his 
noble  Friend  also  said  that  if  the  whole 
business  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners were  entrusted  to  the  Educa- 
tion Office,  the  Dejjaxtmfiiiit  ^qasI^  \^^ 
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completely  overwhelmed;  but  during 
the  live  years  he  had  occupied  a  seat  in 
the  House  the  work  of  education  had 
been  tripled,  if  not  quadrupled,  by  the 
Act  of  1870;  and  yet  this  circumstance 
had  never  been  urged  as  a  reason  for 
dividing  the  i)Owors  of  the  Education 
Board.  There  was,  however,  another 
reason  why  the  powers  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Coniinissioners  might  well  be 
transferred  to  the  Education  Office.  It 
arose  out  of  the  very  circumstance 
which  enabled,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
justified,  hon.  Members  opposite  in  in- 
troducing and  supporting  the  present 
Bill.  The  Education  Office  was  go- 
verned by  two  Ministers  who  fornjed 
part  of  the  responsible  Government  of 
the  country.  Now,  he  could  not  ima- 
gine any  measure  more  likely  to  give  a 
certain  steadiness  and  sobriety  to  the 
Educational  Government  of  the  coimtiy 
than  that  the  whole  system  of  education, 
although  not  solely  dependent  arhitrio 
popularis  aurcCy  should  be  worked  accord- 
ing to  the  varying  circumstances  of  the 
time  and  the  changes  of  public  opinion. 
Speaking  on  this  part  of  the  question, 
the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  had 
quoted  the  opinion  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners in  favour  of  the  projected 
change;  but  assuredly  it  was  a  most  ex- 
traordinary proceeding  to  produce  their 
letter  at  tlie  close  of  last  night's  debate, 
although  it  had  not  been  mentioned  at 
all  on  the  second  reading.  There  ap- 
peared to  have  been  a  sort  of  agreement 
— for  he  would  not  use  tlie  word  con- 
sjuracy — between  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners and  tJie  Government  to  eay  that 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
were  a  nuisance,  and  the  sooner  they 
were  got  rid  of  tlio  better.  And  what 
security  had  tlie  House  that  at  tlie  pre- 
sent moment  a  con'e.si)ondence  was  not 
being  carried  on  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Enclosure  Conimisbioners 
as  to  wliether  the  latter  would  not  much 
like  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to 
be  abolished  ?  Of  course,  no  set  of 
Commissioners  would  object  to  see  their 
o^\^l  powers  increased,  and  their  impor- 
tance augmented.  No  wonder,  then, 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  rose  to 
the  bait  daugk'd  before  their  noses  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  tliey 
said — '*By  all  means  make  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commission  a  subordi- 
nate x^art  of  the  Cliarity  Commission." 
He  would  now  pass  from  this  adminis- 
trative aspect  of  the  question  to  that 
Z^rr^  £dmond  Fiizmaurice 


which  had  caused  far  more  interest  in 
the  country,  and  led  to  these  prolonfced 
debates.  He  could  not  help  hoping  aJ^ 
the  debate  which  occurred  on  the  Motiaa 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Dixon)  tliat  the  House  would  have 
arrived  at  a  determination  to  prevent  the 
religious  difficulty  from  interfering  with 
the  educational  progress  of  the  country. 
As  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  had  made  a  sacrifice,  lie  thought 
they  had  a  right  to  expect  that  some 
slight  sacrifice  would  be  made  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Last  night  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate),  acting  the  part  he  had 
so  often  played  of  cluef  mourner  for 
the  Church  of  England,  mourned  over 
the  nation  and  the  Church,  and  over 
liimself,  and  lastly,  ho  mourned  over  the 
Whigs,  who,  according  to  his  view, 
were  falling  away  from  their  principles. 
Now,  having  himself  some  connection 
with  the  Whigs,  he  felt  sure  he  might 
say  they  would  bo  very  sorry  to  hurt  the 
feelings  of  the  hon.  Gentleman :  but  he 
was  much  mistaken  if  the  whole 
justification  of  the  history  of  the  Whigi 
was  not  the  annoyance  ihe\  habitually 
caused  to  persons  like  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. As  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Mr.  Forsyth),  he  trusted 
his  lecture  on  the  evidences  of  the  in- 
tentions of  the  pious  founders  would  not 
have  an  effect  similar  to  the  lecture 
wliich  the  hon.  Member  recently  deU- 
vered  at  the  Victoria  Institute  on  **  The 
Evidences  of  Christianity;"  for  a  few 
days  after  that  lecture  was  delivered,  a 
clergj-man  wrote  to  one  of  the  news- 
papers to  express  his  regret  at  the  rise 
and  spread  of  infidel  opinions  in  Maryle- 
bone and  the  neighbourhood.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil, he  must  remark  that  he  never  be- 
lieved his  noble  Friend  intended  to  say 
anything  offensive  to  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners.  It  should  never 
be  forgotten  that  when  the  noble  Lord 
was  a  member  of  the  London  School 
Board,  he  was  one  of  the  most  concilia- 
tory as  well  as  able  of  its  members, 
and  it  was  through  his  action  as  much 
as  that  of  any  otlier-  member  of  the 
Board  that  all  those  questions  which 
might  have  permanently  affected  its 
harmony  had  been  happily  settled.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  reg^ard  this  Bill  as 
tlie  Bill  of  his  noble  Friend  so  much  as 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Duke  the  President 
I  of  the  Coimdl;    who   the   other  daji 
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almost  ostontatiously,  told  the  House 
that  he  was  the  Minister  of  Education. 
He  did  not,  indeed,  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  his  noble  Friend  would  place 
his  name  on  the  back  of  a  Bill  to  the 
principles  of  which  ho  objected ;  but 
still  he  probably  would  not  slied  any 
bitter  tears  if  in  a  day  or  two  the  Prime 
Minister  were  to  get  up  and  say  that 
for  various  reasons  of  State  he  was 
going  to  withdraw  the  Bill.  He  now 
came  to  the  Amendment  to  Clause  4, 
which  had  been  placed  on  tlie  Paper  by 
his  noble  Friend.    It  was  as  follows — 

"  But  nothinp:  in  this  or  in  thn  principal  Act 
containrd  shall  rtrquin^  tho  Commissionora  to 
provide  that  the  povominp  body  in  any  fchcnio 
(other  than  a  scheme  relatinjif  to  a  ctathedral  or  a 
collcgiatt*  church  whool)  shall  bo  members  of 
any  particular  church,  sect,  or  denomination, 
and  thoy  may  i)rovido  to  the  contrary  unless 
there  bo  in  the  original  instrument  of  founda- 
tion any  provision  din^'ting  that  the  jj^oveminp: 
body,  or  any  numb<?r  of  the  members  th(»reof, 
shall  be  members  of  a  jwirticular  church,  8CH:t,  or 
denomination.'* 

Now,  he  would  consider  this  new  propo- 
sal by  reference  to  the  existing  Acts. 
The  Act  of  1869  said  that  as  a  rule,  re- 
ligious tests  should  not  apply  to  en- 
dowed schools.  It  then  proceeded  to 
make  certain  classes  of  exceptions,  in 
which  accordingly  tests  might  apply. 
The  Act  of  1873  extended  the  class  of 
exceptions,  and  the  dates  within  which 
the  excepted  cases  might  arise.  The 
present  Bill  proposed  to  extend  the  class 
of  exceptions  still  further,  and  the 
dates ;  but  the  exceptions  were  in  every 
case  permissive  exceptions — that  was  to 
say,  the  Commissioners  were  permitted, 
not  compelled,  to  apply  a  religious  test. 
That  being  so,  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  would  clearly 
be  to  make  the  extension  not  less  but 
more  rigid,  for  on  the  principle  Expressio 
unius  exclusio  alterimy  it  was  clear  that 
where  in  the  original  instrument  of 
foundation,  any  provision  directing  that 
the  Governing  Body  or  any  number  of 
the  members  thereof  should  be  members 
of  a  pai*ticular  Church,  sect,  or  denomi- 
nation, there  the  Commissioners  would 
be  compelled,  not  permitted — as  they 
were  at  present — to  apply  a  test.  Again, 
there  was  an  important  point  to  be  ob- 
served with  reference  to  the  Conscience 
Clause  in  the  Bill,  as  compared  with  the 
Conscience  Clause  of  the  Act  of  1870.  It 
was,  in  his  opinion,  more  than  doubtful  if 
they  covered  the  same  ground,  and 
equially  protected  the  right  of  children  to 


compete  for  emoluments,  as  well  as  pro- 
tect them  against  religious  proselytism. 
It  was  said  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  clause 
was  sufficient.  He  refused  to  be  depen- 
dent on  the  Law  Officers,  more  especially 
after  the  extraordinary  position  assumed 
the  other  day  by  the  Solicitor  General, 
who  used  arguments  which  coidd  not  be 
called  historical,  but  rather  pre-historical 
and  antediluvian  ;  while  as  regarded  his 
knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  had 
shown  either  that  he  was  unaware  of  the 
date  of  the  Toleration  Act,  or  of  there 
having  been  Nonconformists  before  that 
Act.  For  what  did  he  say?  It  was 
this — 

"  AVhv  should  it  be  assmned  that  the  man 
who  before  the  Tolemti<m  Act  made  a  founda- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Kstablished  Church,  would, 
if  he  had  lived  50  or  100  years  later,  have  been 
a  Dissi'iiter ':  ^^^lat  wjis  known  was  that  ho 
said  ho  devoted  his  bounty  to  members  of  tho 
Established  Church,  and  it  was  embjirking  on  a 
most  danj^erous  field  of  speculation  to  assumo 
that  he  woidd  have  done  differciutly  if  he  had 
known  that  in  lattT  days  then>  would  be  Non- 
conformity and  Nonconfonnists." — [3  JIanmrtf, 
ccxx.  1670.] 

Now,  it  was  clear  from  these  re- 
marks that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  not  aware  that  during  the  100 
years  which  preceded  the  Toleration 
Act — the  date  of  which  was  1689 — there 
were  Nonconformists  in  the  land.  Ho 
had  himself  always  supposed  that  ther(3 
was  a  famous  chapter  in  Hallam  called 
'*  Of  the  Laws  of  Elizabeth  relating  to 
Protestant  Nonconformists. ' '  The  histo- 
rical aspects  of  this  question  were  indeed 
of  the  utmost  importanco,  as  observed  in 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Prime  Miuia- 
ter,  and  with  the  permission  of  the 
House  he  would  say  a  few  words  on  that 
subject.  He  first  wanted  to  know  how 
the  Prime  Minister  was  going  to  meet 
the  case  of  the  pre-Reformation  Catholic 
endowments,  which  was  raised  the  other 
day  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan).  The  Solicitor  General  said 
that  all  the  House  had  to  do  was  to  find 
out  the  **  real  intention  of  the  founder." 
Now,  if  the  real  intention  of  the  pre- 
Reformation  foimder  was  looked  into, 
could  there  be  any  doubt  that  he  had  in 
his  mind  a  ritual  and  form  of  worship  in 
which  the  Virgin  and  the  Saints,  and 
prayers  for  the  dead,  would  all  have  a 
place ;  and  that  being  the  case,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Gt)vemment  under  this 
Bill,  if  true  to  its  own  princiQloA)  \a 
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hand  back  these  old  endowments  to  the 
representatives  of  the  faith  of  the  Catho- 
lic founders.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
in  the  debate  on  the  second  reading, 
that  this  question  had  better  be  raised 
in  Committee.  In  Committee  he  would 
probably  say  it  had  better  be  raised  on 
the  Eeport,  and  on  the  Keport  ho  would 
suggest  its  being  discussed  on  the  third 
reading,  and  on  the  third  reading  he 
would  use  his  majority.  Now,  leaving 
the  case  of  the  Roman  Catholic  founda- 
tions, he  was  prepared  to  show  that  pre- 
vious to  the  Act  of  Uniformity  of  1660, 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  argue  from 
any  allusion  in  a  trust  deed  or  will 
to  the  ''  Established  Church,"  that  reli- 
gious principles  were  necessarily  al- 
luded to,  such  as  justified  the  endow- 
ments which  came  within  the  scope  of 
the  exceptions  of  this  Bill,  being  claimed 
as  endowments  of  the  Cliurch  of  Eng- 
land such  as  they  knew  it.  In  the  six- 
teenth century  tlio  Cliurch  of  England 
was  divided  into  two  groat  sections — the 
Episcopal  and  the  Puritan,  and  each 
claimed  to  be  the  true  Church,  remain- 
ing within  its  fold,  and  hoping,  in  course 
of  time,  to  appropriate  that  fold  to  its 
own  exclusive  possession.  The  Bishops 
themselves  were  not  at  one  on  many  im- 
portant i)oints,  and  also  on  many  unim- 
poi-tant  points,  to  which  they  had 
learnt  to  attach  gi'cat  weight  in  the 
heated  polemical  atmosphere  of  Ger- 
many, where  they  had  taken  refuge 
during  the  Marian  persecutions.  The 
principles  of  Parker  wore  not  those  of 
Whitgift,  nor  of  Grindal.  On  the  ques- 
tion of  the  use  of  the  surplice,  Parker 
and  Cox  w(»re  on  one  side,  and  JeweU, 
Sandys,  Grindal,  and  Nowell  on  the 
other.  There  was  a  similar  variety  of 
ojunion  on  those  strange  spiritual  exer- 
cises called  *' prophesy  ings,"  wliich 
were  much  in  vogue  with  the  Puritans. 
These  instances  might  be  increased  to 
any  number,  and  it  was  thus  that  Hal- 
lam  summed  up  the  controversy — 

**  Th«  Puritan  miTii.stors,  throuprljoiil  tho  n.-ign 
of  Kli/uhi'th,  diwlainunl  thu  inipiitjition  of 
schism,  and  acknowlrdffril  th(."  lawfulness  of 
continuing;:  in  the  Eatablislu'd  Church,  whilo 
th«'y  di'Uiandi'd  a  fuilhrr  rcfonnation  of  htT 
diseiplino.  Thu  Turitaiis  did  not  ohjrct  to  the 
ollicn  of  Bisho])  pn)vidi.Ml  lu'  was  only  tho  h«.'ad 
of  the  Prc8l)}'tcrs  and  acted  in  conjunction  with 
thoni." 

And  it  was  endowments  given  in 
this  period  that  were  claimed  for  the 
exclusive  use  of  tho  Anglican  Church 
if  the  words  cum  avisamento  cpisoopi  were  j 
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found  in  the  trust  deed.    Now,  as  to 

the  reign  of  James  I.     The  Hampton 

Court  Conference   was  held   in    160-S, 

and    the  hopes  of   the  Puritan  paity 

received  a  great  blow.  What  happened  ? 

Writing  of  this  time,  Hallam  said — 

"Archbishop  Bancroft  deprived  a  conadfr- 
nblo  number  of  l^uitan  clerprymcn,  while  numy 
more  findinp:  that  the  interference  of  the  Com- 
mons in  their  behalf  was  not  regarded,  and  that 
all  schemes  of  cviision  wcro  come  to  an  en4 
were  content  to  submit  to  the  obnoxious  disci- 
plino.  But  thcdr  affections  being  vcrj*  littl*» 
conciluited  by  this  coercion  there  remained  n 
large  party  within  the  bosom  of  tho  Entablished 
Ohurch  prone  to  watch  for  and  magnify  th* 
uiTors  of  their  spiritual  rulers.  They  naturally 
fell  in  with  tho  patriotic  party  in  the  lionse  of 
Commons." 

In  other  words,  the  Puritan  party  largely 
remained  in  the  Church,  looking  forward 
to  the  day  when  it  would  bo  strong 
enough  to  make  the  Establialied  Ghiuch, 
Puritan  in  its  character.  This  happened 
to  a  great  extent  imder  the  Common- 
wealth, when  a  strange  state  of  eccle- 
siastical affairs  was  in  existence  in  this 
country.  Tho  triimiph  of  Presbyte- 
rianism  became  complete  in  point  of 
law  by  an  ordinance  of  February,  1 646, 
establishing  the  Scots  model  of  classes, 
synods,  and  general  assemblies  through- 
out England.  But  owing  to  the  Inde- 
pendents getting  the  upper  hand  soon 
after,  and  other  causes  or  disagpreement, 
the  Presbyterian  discipline  was  never 
carried  into  effect,  except  to  a  certain 
extent  in  London  and  Lancashire.  But 
the  beneficed  clergy  throughout  Eng- 
land till  tho  return  of  Charles  H.  were 
cliiefly  of  that  denomination.  Both 
Baptists  and  Lidependents  were  in  the 
practice  of  accepting  the  liyings,  that 
was  the  temporalities  of  the^Church.  And 
it  was  the  endowments  of  that  period, 
too,  which  were  claimed  for  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  the  present  day.  With 
the  return  of  Charles  II.  came  the  Act 
of  Uniformity,  and  previous  to  that  Act, 
Lord  Macaulay,  sunmiing  up  all  this 
controversy  in  a  single  sentence,  said, 
that— 

"  Ei)iseopul  ordination  provions  to  the  Act 
wfiM  nover  an  indispensable  qutdification  for 
Church  preferment." 

Now,  the  condition  of  ecclesiastical  affiEdrs 
under  Charles  II.  was  this,  that  with 
certain  intervals  there  was  a  bitter  per- 
secution of  Nonconformity  and  Catho- 
licism. It  was  the  reign  of  Popish  Plots, 
and  Five  Mile  Acts,  and  donveniiiolB 
Acts,  the  reign  in  which  the  <iifiolHfr^ 
plays  of  the  most  corrupt  of  dnunatiafci 
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wore   acted  in  London,  while  Bunyan 
was  rotting  in   l^odford  gaol.     It  was 
the  recollections  of  this   time  that  tho 
Government  Bill  evoked,   and,  indeed, 
the  present  position   did  to  a   certain 
extent   recall  that   famous  passage    in 
The  Pilgrims  Progrenft,  in  which  as  he 
was  going  up  the  Valley,  Christian  oh- 
sorved  at  the  month  of  a  cave  two  old 
giants    from  whom  he  expected  much 
harm ;  but  the  writer  went  on  to  say 
that  their  nails  were  so  wgm  and  their 
teeth  80  blunted  with  ago  that  they  had 
to  content  themselves  with  shaking  their 
fists  and  cursing  liim,  wliile  ho  went  on 
his  way  rejoicing.     But,  should  tho  day 
ever  come  when  the  nails  and  the  teeth 
of  those  giants  should  sprout  again,  then 
they  might  do  much  harm.    And  this 
was  what  had  happened.  Tho  old  giants 
of  exclusion  and  bigotry  had  been  gal- 
vanized into  life  by  Her  ^Majesty's  Go- 
vomment,   and  were  preparing  an  on- 
slaught to  recover  their  old  possessions 
and  rob  the  wayfarer.  Under  Charles  II. 
such  was  the  state  of  affairs  that  it  was 
reasonable  to  suppose  a  testator  would 
protect  an  educational  endowment  against 
the*hostility  of  rapacious  heirs-at-law  or 
next  of  kin  by  sheltering  it  under  the 
protection  of  some  (expressions  giving  it 
a  connection  with  the  (liurch,  and  the 
vagueness  of  those  words  was  an  argu- 
ment not  that  the  testator  desired  a  close 
connection,  but    as  loose  a  connection 
with  tho  Church  as  the  circumstances  of 
tlio    time    permitted.     AVhere    express 
terms  were  really  used,    the  old  Acts 
gave    abundant  protection.     It  was  to 
this  state  of  tilings  that  a  period  was 
put  by  the  Toleration  Act,  a  wise  and 
beneficent  Act,   and  as  liberal  as  tho 
spirit  of  the  ago  allowed.     The  Tolera- 
tion Act  was  to  be  judged  accordingly, 
and  not  to  be  criticized,  as  some  had 
done,  from  a  1 9th  century  point  of  ^dow. 
It  was,  as  had  been  oljserved  by  an 
eminent  American  writer — 

"  narrow,  indord,  in  tliooiy,  and  ponurionsly 
ronct.»dtHl  a  liniitod  cnfnirchisoment  of  mind  as 
a  privilcjfo." 

But  this  was  more  than  had  been  done 
by  any  of  the  other  great  Powers,  and 
therefore  as  the  same  author  had  ob- 
served— 

"because  it  opcnod  a  career  for  religions 
freedom,  it  forms  an  era  in  tho  history  of  tho 
liberty  of  England  and  of  mankind." 

Therefore,  it  was  rightly  chosen  by  the 
framers  of  the  Act  of  1873  as  marking 
the  period  of  the  religious  enfranchise- 


ment of  the  nation.    It  was  a  compro- 
mise it  was  true,  and  tho  same  character 
could  be  claimed  for  the  Act  of  1869. 
Many  hon.  MemBers  on  this  side  of  the 
House  were  much  dissatisfied  with  tho  ex- 
ceptions then  made,  and  in  1871  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
John    Lubbock)    introduced    a  Bill  to 
abolish  them,  but  he  was  resisted,  and 
successfully  resisted,  by  the  then  Vice 
President  (!Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  who  stood 
loyally  by  his  own  work,  Avhichwas  then 
accepted  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  but 
now  thrown  over.      There  were   other 
points  on  which  much  might  be  said — as, 
for  example,  the  want  of  adequate  pro- 
tection to  existing  schemes  on  which  no 
satisfactory  explanation  had  been  given  ; 
but  what  ho  wanted  especially  to  insist 
on  was  the  unwise  course  entered  on  by 
the  Government  in   abruptly  reversing 
the  policy  of  their  predecessors.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  sought  to  justify  it  by 
alleging    the    precedents  of    1558   and 
1689,  but  this  was  not  to  the  point,  for 
the  precedents  of  party  government  had 
in  the  first  place  p^own  up  since  the 
time  of  Sir  Robert  Walpolo,   and  not 
before,  while  putting  aside  this  demuri'er 
to  the  argument  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
ho  felt  sure  that  no  one  was  better  aware 
than  he  was  that  to  seek  for  precedents 
in  such  excited  times  as  1558  and  1689 
was,  to  say  the  least,  dangerous.  Again, 
the  exception  proved  the  rule.     No  one 
could  expect  the   definitions  of  politics 
to  be  of  tho  exact  character  of  those  of 
mathematics  or  the    physical    sciences, 
and  even  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  could 
produce  more    modem    instances  than 
those  he  had  adduced,  he  would  not  dis- 
credit the  position  taken  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister  on  this  part  of  the  ques- 
tion.     What,    however,   he    especially 
wanted  to  know  was,  in  what  manner 
this  Bill  was  a  proof  of  that  national 
and    comprehensive    policy  which    the 
Prime  Minister  had  the  other  day  told 
the  astonished   Merchant  Tavlors  was 
agam  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Conserva- 
tive party,  as  it  had  been  in  the  early 
days  of  Pitt.     Now,  it  would  be  a  per- 
fectly easy  thing  to  show,  were  this  the 
time  or  iho  place,  that  when  Mr.  Pitt 
in  his  early  days  pursued  a  national  and 
comprehensive  policy,  he  was  not  only 
a  Member  of  the  Whig  party,  but  of  tho 
more  liberal  section  of  that  party.  But  let 
them  call  Mr.  Pitt  by  what  name  they  liked , 
and  assuming  his  policy  to  bAi-s^  \>^^a^ 
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what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  described 
it  to  have  been,  in  what  way  could  this 
Bill  be  called  ** national"  wliich  branded 
a  large  section  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects with  a  mark,  or  **  comprehensive  " 
which  said  they  were  not  fit  for  a  large 
number  of  important  offices  ?  This  Bill" 
was  national  only  in  the  extent  of  its 
injustice,  and  comprehensive  only  in  the 
area  of  its  exclusiveness.  It  was  intro- 
duced by  the  traditional  enemies  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty,  and  would  be  op- 
posed by  those  who  were  its  traditional 
defenders ;  but  those  on  this  side  of  the 
House  must  recollect  that  in  proportion 
as  they  defended  the  same  principles 
which  had  animated  the  framers  of  the 
Toleration  Act  and  the  great  measures  of 
wliich  it  was  the  forerunner,  so  also  they 
must  emulate  tlie  determination,  the 
tenacity  of  purpose,  and  fixedness  of 
design  which  had  enabled  them,  and 
would  enable  the  Liberal  party  at  this 
day  to  triumph  over  every  obstacle  till 
the  day  came  when  the  Prime  Minister 
would  come  down  to  the  House,  and  with 
sorrow  on  his  face,  but,  perhaps,  with 
joy  in  his  heart,  would  say,  "I  have 
abandoned  the  Bill." 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  denied  in 
the  most  emphatic  manner  that  the  Bill 
had  been  introduced  as  a  taunt  to  the 
Nonconformists,  or  with  any  desire  to 
deprive  them  of  tlieir  legitimate  in- 
fiuence.  There  was  an  attempt  to  treat 
this  Bill  as  re-actionary,  and  to  prevent 
it  getting  into  Committee.  That,  he 
thought,  was  a  mistake.  The  Bill  was 
not  ro-actionary,  and  if  there  were  things 
in  it  which  did  not  please  the  Opposition, 
they  might  easily  be  remedied  in  Com- 
mittee. 8peaking  generally,  the  Bill 
was  a  very  simple  one.  It  was  merely 
intended  to  put  a  better  definition  upon 
the  terms  of  the  1 9th  cliiuse  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act  of  1869.  Two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Select  Committee  of  last  year 
had  stated  tlmt  the  construction  put  upon 
that  clause  was  an  unnatural  one ;  that 
it  did  not  carry  out  the  legitimate  inten- 
tions of  the  foimders  ;  and  that  therefore 
it  was  not  one  that  shoidd  be  perpetuated 
by  the  Endowed  Schools  Act.  Now, 
that  was  precisely  what  was  to  be  done 
by  this  Bill,  and  very  little  more.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
had  maintained  that  the  Bill  would  have  i 
the  effect  of  excluding  the  children  of 
Nonconformists  from  Qie  benefit  of  the ' 
scholarships  connected  with  many  of  the  ' 
endowed  schools.     How    could    it    be 
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I  supposed  that  such  a  thing  was  in- 
,  tended,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  in  all 
the  public  schools  the  scholarships  were 
open  to  everyone,  irrespective  of  reli- 
gious creed.  Why,  the  Conscience 
Clause  was  to  be  applied  to  those  schoolB, 
and  the  Conscience  Clause  earned  with 
it  the  right  to  compete  for  the  scholar- 
ships. What  more  could  be  asked  for 
than  that  ?  K  it  were  thought  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  sufficiently  satisfactory,  it  could 
be  amended  in  Committee  so  as  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  its  opponents.  As  to  the 
appointment  of  Nonconformists  in  cer- 
tain cases  to  be  members  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ing  Bodies,  he  thought  the  provision 
which  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sandon) 
proposed  to  add  to  the  Bill  was  sufficient 
to  meet  all  reasonable  demands.  Again, 
there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  requiring 
that  the  masters  of  the  excepted  schoob 
should  be  in  Holy  Orders,  and  that  the 
under- masters  should  be  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Knowing,  as  he 
did,  what  a  scarcity  there  was  of  candi- 
dates for  Holy  Orders,  and  how  difficult 
it  was  to  get  sufficient  men  to  undertake 
the  pastoral  work  of  the  country,  he 
thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  imwise 
to  insist  that  all  the  Head  Masters  in 
these  schools  should  be  men  in  Holy 
Orders.  He  urged  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  as  early  as  possible  in  order 
to  consider  these  poiuts  and  find  out 
whether  there  was  really  a  grievance. 
It  was  very  convenient  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  declare  that  the  Bill 
offered  an  insult  to  the  Dissenters,  if, 
by  raising  that  cry,  they  might  succeed 
in  re-uniting  their  party ;  but  he  denied 
altogether  that  there  was  any  foundation 
for  the  charge.  He  hoped  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  remembering  the  time  of 
the  year,  and  the  fact  that  a  good  deal 
of  business  had  yet  to  be  done,  would 
ofi'or  no  further  opposition  to  going  into 
Committee  on  the  present  Bm.  VVith 
regard  to  an  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  ShawLefeyre), 
to  the  effect  that  schools  in  regard  to 
which  schemes  had  already  been  passed 
should  not  be  interfered  with,  he  would 
be  very  glad,  for  his  part,  if  it  were 
accented. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  satisfaction  to  the  conciliatoiy 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  who  had  expressed  him- 
self anxious  to  go  forward,  and  who 
had  by  anticipation  discussed  the 
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as  if  in  Committee.  The  only  Amend- 
ment to  which  he  should  make  reference 
on  the  present  occasion  was  the  impor- 
tant Amendment  of  which  Notice  had 
been  given  by  the  noble  liord  in  charge 
of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Kennaway)  had  taunted  the  Oppo- 
sition with  speaking  of  the  Bill  as  an  in- 
sult to  the  Dissenters,  and  using  it  as  a 
political  cry  for  rallying  the  Liberal 
party.  He  had  no  doubt  that  before 
this  discussion  closed,  they  would  have 
more  than  one  hon.  Member  qualified 
to  speak  for  the  Nonconformist  Body 
rising  to  give  their  views  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  express  the  views  of  their  co-reli- 
gionists on  the  subject.  He  begged  to 
inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  had  he 
attended  a  meeting  of  Dissenters  at 
which  he  was  present,  and  heard  the 
expressions  which  were  used  with  refe- 
rence to  this  Bill,  he  would  have  been  at 
no  loss  to  account  for  the  fact  that  the 
Dissenters  regarded  it  as  an  offence. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  those 
who  supported  the  Bill  were  charged 
with  the  intention — and  he  repudiated 
the  intention — to  give  offence. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  did  not  charge 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Government 
with  any  intention ;  he  simply  stated 
the  fact  that  such  was  the  view  taken 
by  the  Dissenting  Body.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  last  addressed  the  House 
spoke  of  the  unnecessary  delay  in  going 
into  Committee  on  tliis  Bill ;  but  if  any 
justification  were  required  for  those  who 
last  night  urged  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  it  would  be  found  in  the  terms 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Tjord, 
which  they  saw  to-day  for  the  first  time. 
The  real  fact  was  that  the  regulations 
of  the  Acts  as  regarded  endowed  schools 
were  so  very  technical  as  not  to  be 
readily  understood  by  those  who  had 
not  had  very  considerable  experience  in 
the  study  of  them.  These  regulations 
were  further  complicated  by  additional 
exceptions  introduced  by  this  Bill ;  and, 
he  ventured  to  add,  the  complications 
were  infinitely  complicated  by  the  terms 
of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment.  If  any- 
one not  very  well  versed  in  the  regu- 
lations respecting  endowed  schools  at- 
tempted to  make  out  what  would  be  the 
combined  effect  of  the  two  Acts  and  of  the 
Bill  with  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  he  would  find  it  an  extremely 
difi&cult  puzzle.  The  Acts  prescribed 
th^t  the  Commissioners  should  provide 


that  the  Governor  might  be  a  Dissenter, 
or  the  master  a  layman,  except  in  three 
cases — first,  a  cathedral  or  collegiate 
school ;  secondly,  a  school  which  the  will 
of  the  founder  by  express  terms  made 
denominational ;  and,  thirdly,  under  the 
Act  of  1873,  and  subject  to  the  limita- 
tion that  it  was  a  foundation  established 
since  the  Toleration  Act,  a  school  in 
which  it  was  provided  that  the  Governors, 
or  the  scholars,  or  the  masters,  or  the 
majority  thereof,  should  belong  to  a 
certain  denomination.  The  Bill  added 
two  more  exceptions;  one,  where  the 
instrument  of  foundation  enjoined  the 
attendance  of  the  scholars  at  the  worship 
of  any  particular  church  or  sect,  and  an- 
other, where  the  instrument  of  founda- 
tion required  the  regulations  of  the 
school  to  be  made  or  approved  by  the 
officers  of  any  particular  Church.  These 
were  also  to  be  held  to  be  denominational 
schools.  But  the  Bill  not  only  laid  down 
new  regulations,  but  also  repealed  the 
limit  of  the  Toleration  Act.  This  was  a 
very  important  matter.  Reverting,  how- 
ever, to  the  Amendment,  he  found  that 
its  effect  was  that  in  the  case  of  cathe- 
dral or  collegiate  schools  the  Conmiis- 
sioners  would  be  obliged  to  provide  that 
the  Governor  should  belong  to  a  speci- 
fied denomination,  and  in  three  of  the 
other  exceptional  cases  they  might  pro- 
vide that  the  Governors  need  not  belong 
to  a  specified  denomination.  The  re- 
maining exception  —  that  which  was 
created  by  the  express  terms  of  the 
founder's  will  —  was  left  untouched  — 
that  was,  the  Commissioners  had  no  power 
to  make  provision  as  to  the  above  point 
without  the  consent  of  the  Governing 
Body.  In  short,  while  the  Acts  pre- 
scribed that  in  all  but  three  cases  the 
Commissioners  must  provide  for  liberty, 
the  Bill  would  enact  that  in  one  case 
they  must  provide  for  restriction,  and  in 
tliree  other  cases  they  might  do  so. 
In  regard  to  three  of  the  exceptions, 
the  Commissioners,  under  the  Ainend- 
ment,  might  provide  liberty  or  not,  as 
they  pleased.  He  had  construed  the 
Amendment  according  to  the  sense  the 
noble  Lord  no  doubt  intended ;  but  he 
must  point  out  that  the  words  would 
admit  of  a  different  rendering,  and  might 
be  taken  to  mean  that  in  certain  cases 
the  Commissioners  were  empowered  to 
provide,  not  that  the  Governors  need 
not  belong  to  a  particular  church,  but 
that  they  must  not  be  members  of  any 
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sect  or  denomination  whatever.  That 
would  be  a  restriction  which  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  would  dislike  to  see 
adopted.  In  the  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  there  was  a  cathedral 
school,  for  which  some  time  ago  a  scheme 
was  arranged,  with  the  entire  approval 
of  the  Dean  and  Chapter,  i)roviding  for 
its  amalgamation  with  some  other  chari- 
ties, and  lie  was  informed,  if  the  noble 
Lord's  Amendment  had  then  been  the  law 
of  the  land,  that  arrangement,  by  which 
Dissenters  were  placed  on  the  Governing 
Body,  could  not  have  been  carried  out, 
oven  with  the  consent  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  and  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
school.  It  was  therefore  very  undesi- 
rable to  introduce  too  strict  regulations 
in  regard  to  that  point.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  introducing  tlio  Bill,  used  words 
to  this  effect — that  wherever  the  deno- 
minational character  of  the  school  could 
be  ascertained  in  any  way,  thoy  ought 
to  follow  out  tlie  intention  of  the  foun- 
der. That  was  a  very  great  change  in- 
deed, and  one  which  the  House  sliould  se- 
riously consider  before  thoy  sanctioned  it. 
Then,  as  tlic  vast  majority  of  the  schools 
of  tliis  coimtry  wore  founded  and  estab- 
lished between  loOO  and  1675,  the  ex- 
ceptions proposed  by  the  noble  Ijord, 
coupled  with  the  repeal  of  the  limit  as 
to  the  Toleration  Act  of  1688,  would 
have  the  effect  of  entitling  tlie  Estab- 
lished Cliurcli  to  claim  nearly  all  the  en- 
dowed schools  in  the  country.  No  ex- 
planation had  been  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  or  by  the  Prime  Minister  as  to 
what  was  pi-oposed  to  bo  done  with  the 
pro-Reformatiou  Iloman  Catholic  schools 
— as  to  the  principle  to  be  applied  to 
them  in  consequence  cither  of  the  foun- 
der's will  or  infonmces  to  be  drawn  from 
the  founder's  will.  In  dealing  with  the 
educational  institutions  of  the  countr}' 
three  principles  might  be  applied.  One 
of  those  princijilos  was  that  you  might 
adhere  to  the  founder's  will  wherever 
his  intention  was  expressed  or  could  be 
inferred,  irrespective  of  any  limit  as  to 
time.  Another  principle  was  that  the 
establishment  was  the  hoii*  of  all  institu- 
tions in  the  country  within  a  certain 
timcj.  Tlie  third  principle  was-  that 
educational  institutions  should  beccmio 
simply  national  institutions.  The  Acts 
of  1869  and  1873  (»ffected  a  compromise, 
because  thev  said  that  schools  with  re- 
gard  to  the  management  of  which  the 
founder  had  expressed  his  will  should  be 

Mr.  Ihiihun 


regarded  as  denominatioiial  Bohools.  Bat 
this  Bill  tore  up  that  compromise  and  xe- 
opened  the  whole  question.       This  en- 
titled them  to  consider  the  question  on 
open  principles  and  upon  broaicL  grounds 
If  a  founder  gave  his  money  to  found  • 
church  or  a  purely  religious  institution. 
it  might  require  a  very  great  change  of 
circumstances  or  a  great  lapse  of  time 
before  they  could  divert  the  institutioni 
which  he  founded  from  the  religion  to 
which  he  gave  his  money.       What  was 
to  be  done  under  circumstances  whicb 
brought  about  a  collision  between  tlie 
religious  character  and  the  purely  edu- 
cational objects  of  an  institution  ?  There 
was  this  difficulty  with  regard  to  many 
educational  institutions  founded  in  times 
when  the  whole  nation,  in   fact  or  in 
theory,  belonged  to  one  Church — ^that 
they  must  now  forego  either  their  de- 
nominational character  or  their  educa- 
tional utility,  because  a  large  portion  of 
the  people  could  not  accept  their  theolo- 
gical teaching.      When  that  difficulty 
arose  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  educa- 
tional object  of  tlie  school  should  prepon- 
derate, as  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  the 
doctrine  of  cy  pres  was  acted  upon — that 
was  to  say,  if  it  was  impossible  to  cany 
out  strictly  the  object  aimed  at  by  the 
founder    of   a  charity,  then  the  charity 
was  applied  to  a  charity  as  near  as  possi- 
ble the  same  as  that  to  which  he  had 
directed  his  bounty  to  be  applied.     The 
House  had  been  told  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
by  other  lion.  Members  who  had  spoken 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
that  a  Conscience  Clause  had  been  intro- 
duced, and  that  under  it  all  could  come 
in  and  avail  themselves  of  these  educa- 
tional institutions ;  but  tiiey  would  come 
in  under  a  system  of  toleration,  not  upon 
a  system  of  equality  with  the  other  stu- 
dents.    They  could  not  derive  the  full 
advantage  of  the  institutions,   because 
they  could  not  profit  by  the  religious  in- 
struction which  might  be  given.      He 
also  believed  they  would  not  be  able  to 
share  in  the  prizes,  emoluments,    and 
soholai'ships  belonging  to  the  different 
schools.      The  hon.  GenUeman  who  had 
just  spoken  had  said    that  people  who 
camo  in  under  the  Conscience  Clause 
would  be   able  to  do  so ;  but  he   (Mr. 
Dodson)  should  like  to  hear  whether  the 
Law  Officers,  on  that  subject,  agreed  in 
that  interpretation.     The  point  was  alto- 
gether new  to  him  and  he  thought,  to 
tJie  vast  majority  of  the  House.      The 
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Home  Secretary  said  Hub  Bill  intro- 
duced no  new  principle ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill  said  that  it 
would  introduce  a  new  principle — namely 
that  the  will  of  the  founder  should  be 
followed.  But  whether  the  BiU  intro- 
duced a  new  principle  or  not,  it  contained 
new  regulations  and  now  exceptions, 
and  transferred  the  management  of  en- 
dowed schools  to  a  new  body  of  men  on 
the  express  ground  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  hitherto  acted  on  too  broad  a 
principle  and  in  too  broad  a  manner.  He 
objected  to  this  Bill  not  only  on  its 
merits,  but  because  of  the  precedent 
which  it  would  introduce,  which  prece- 
dent, as  he  had  before  stated,  was  in 
favour  of  retrogression.  When  the  Con- 
servative Government  came  into  office 
the  head  of  the  Government  was  hailed 
as  a  Jupiter  Stator,  whose  function  it 
simply  would  bo  to  arrest  progress. 
They  had  heard,  however,  a  great  deal 
for  some  time  past  of  a  Conservative  re- 
action. He  supposed  the  present  Bill 
had  been  introduced  in  order  to  show 
that  the  Conservative  re-action  really  did 
re-act,  and  that  this  mcasiire  was  the 
first  sample  thereof.  He  regretted 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  both  on 
its  own  merits  and  because  it  was  a 
specimen  of  the  re-actionary  disposi- 
tion of  the  Government.  It  was  a  Bill 
which  coidd  add  nothing  to  the  power, 
dignity,  or  security  of  the  Church  of 
£ngland,  of  which  he  was  a  member ; 
and  notwithstanding  the  disclaimer  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  was  of  opinion  that  if,  instead 
of  beine  a  Churchman,  he  were  a  Dis- 
senter, he  would  regard  the  measure  as 
one  calculated  to  inflict  injury  upon, 
and  offensive  to,  the  class  to  which  he 
belonged. 

Mk.  HUBBAED  {London)  said,  he 
had  not  been  able  by  an  examination  of 
the  present  Bill — and  of  those  to  which 
it  was  a  successor — to  find  anything  in 
the  measure  which  would  justify  the 
vehement  indignation  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
in  the  speech  with  which  he  opened  the 
present  debate.  He  (Mr.  Hubbard) 
asked  the  House  to  consider  some  points 
of  general  policy  which  ought  to  guide 
them  in  dealing  with  a  question  of  this 
character,  in  order  that  they  might 
mitigate  that  severity  of  criticism  which 
one  person  was  apt  to  pass  vpon  the 
opimon  of  another  who  differed  from 


him.  When  they  had  before  them  a 
question  into  which  religion  more  or 
less  entered,  they  must  acknowledge 
frankly  and  unreservedly  the  principle 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty.  If  that 
were  done,  much  of  the  hostility  mani- 
fested towards  this  measure  must  vanish. 
In  this  country  education  was  considered 
essentially  a  religious  work,  and  no  sys- 
tem from  which  religion  was  excluded 
could  be  considered  worthy  of  the  name 
of  education.  In  this  stage  of  elemen- 
tary education  the  combination  of  re- 
ligious and  secular  instruction  must  be 
■  maintained  in  its  integrity  and  fulness. 
It  would  be  unjust  to  the  children  of 
the  poor  who  received  that  education  to 
separate  the  one  from  the  other.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  admitted  that  in  the 
Universities  and  CoUeges  the  combina- 
tion was  not  so  essential.  Religious  in- 
struction should,  however,  be  given  in 
elementary  schools  in  such  a  manner  as 
would  afford  education  to  the  largest 
possible  number.  So  far  as  religion  was 
an  element  in  education,  that  religion 
should  be  a  reality.  Tho  unsectarian 
education  of  whicli  they  had  heard  so 
much  was  a  myth  ;  it  never  did  and 
never  could  exist.  The  real  unsectarian 
education  was  that  of  tho  Chui-ch  of 
England.  Wliy  should  religious  teach- 
ing, when  attached  to  an  educational 
system,  be  thwarted  by  tlirowing  into 
the  Governing  Bodies  those  who,  being 
of  a  different  religious  persuasion,  could 
have,  so  far  as  religious  teaching  was 
concerned,  no  other  function  than  an 
obstnictive  one.  He  thought  they  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that,  so  far 
as  it  was  possible,  religious  instruc- 
tion in  this  country  should  be  con- 
sidered a  reality  when  it  was  connected 
with  an  educational  system.  A  question 
had  been  raised  as  to  the  importance 
of  following  strictly  the  intentions  of 
**  pious  founders  "  in  regard  to  endow- 
ments ;  but  it  must  not  be  lost  sight  of 
that  the  national  will,  as  declared  at  the 
Reformation,  precluded  an  unqualified 
compliance  with  some  of  the  inten- 
tions of  some  founders.  A  church 
had  recently  been  taken  down  in  the 
City  of  London,  the  ** pious  founder" 
of  which  left  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
materials  wherewith  to  bum  heretics ; 
but  he  did  not  suppose  anyone  would 
seriously  contend  that  the  will  of  the 
founder  ought  to  or  could  in  these  days 
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reoeive  the  sanction  of  the  law.  A 
period  had  now  arrived  in  which  the 
principle  of  religious  liberty  had  ob- 
tained its  utmost  extension,  and  founders 
could  appropriate  their  means  as  they 
pleased  with  reference  to  educational 
or  other  establishments  without  danger 
of  their  intentions  being  interfered  with 
by  law.  With  respect  to  the  measure 
before  the  House,  he  denied  that  in 
dealing  with  the  question  any  reproach 
had  been  thrown  upon  those  able  men 
who .  were  Commissioners  under  the 
School  Endowments  Act.  It  was  clear 
that  with  the  term  of  the  Act  their  office 
expired,  and  when  the  office  expired  it 
became  a  matter  for  consideration — not 
liaving  regard  to  the  Commissioners, 
but  in  respect  of  the  interests  of  educa- 
tion— whether  the  system  which  tliey 
had  administered  should  be  revived. 
The  Government  were  of  opinion  that 
it  shoidd  not,  and  the  letter  they  had 
produced  had,  he  thought,  proved  the 
fact  that  the  simplest  and  most  judicious 
mode  of  proceeding  in  the  interests  of 
Education  was  not  to  re-constitute  the 
Commission,  but  to  hand  over  the  duties 
to  be  hereafter  performed,  to  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  Those  who  know  the 
eminent  person  wlio  was  Cliairman  of 
tlio  Endowed  Schools  Commission  — 
liOrd  Lyttelton — Avere  aAvare  that  the 
last  thing  lie  would  have  done  would 
bo  to  detract  from  tlie  efficiency  and 
liberality  of  religious  teacliing.  There 
iHJver  was  any  person  who  had  more 
distinctly  declared  his  adhesion  to  re- 
ligious <?ducation  tlian  Lord  Lyttelton 
had  done.  As  regarded  the  Commission- 
ers, therefore,  no  reproach  could  be  in- 
ferred from  the  passing  of  tlie  Bill. 
Ho  liad  only,  in  conclusion,  to  ask  the 
House  not  to  adopt  tJie  highly- coloured 
views  of  the  question  which  had  been 
presented  to  tlioni.  It  was  said  that  the 
people  wore  tlio  arbiters  of  tlieir  own 
destinies.  Well,  that  being  so,  it  Avas 
open  to  any  lion.  Cientleman  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Channel  to  throw  down 
a  challenge  at  any  time  in  reference  to 
tlie  restoration  of  the  Ivoniau  Catholic 
faith,  find  to  try  the  is.suc;  ho  would  thus 
raise,  it  was  o2)on,  too,  to  tlie  Noncon- 
I'ormists  to  ruiso  and  trv  a  similar  issue 
from  tlieir  point  of  view.  Vor  his  part, 
he  had  no  doubt,  as  the  experience  of 
ages  was  sufficient  to  show,  that  there 
never  was  any  institution  which  uphold 
so  well  the  profession  of  religious  truth, 
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and  at  the  same  time  bo  amply  noog- 
nized  the  principles  of  religiouB  libeitr 
and  toleration  to  those  who  diffem 
£rom  her,  as  did  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mb.  WAED  said,  he  felt  it  imperanTe 
on  him  to  state  the  reasons  which  wonid 
guide  him  in  giving  his  vote  on  this 
Bill.  The  real  issue  to  be  decided  was 
not  the  mere  transfer  of  certain  powers 
from  one  set  of  Commissioners  to  an- 
other. The  true  issue  lay  between  two 
great  schools  or  classes — ^those  who  re- 
presented Denominationalism  and  those 
who  represented  Sectarianism.  A  side 
issue  had  been  raised — and  very  pro- 
perly raised — by  the  lion.  Member  fof 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  who  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  it  was 
intended  that  tlie  principle  of  the  Bill 
should  be  so  extended  as  that  the  wills 
of  Homan  Catholic  founders  would  be 
respected.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Gk)yemment,  how- 
ever, evaded  the  point  of  the  question 
with  a  dexterity  lor  which  he  was  not 
imknown.  On  the  subject  of  the  wills 
of  Eoman  Catholic  founders  he  reffretted 
to  have  heard  the  expressions  which  fell 
from  tlie  noble  Loi^  the  Member  for 
Calne  on  the  subject  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  teaching  the  worship  of 
the  Virgin  and  the  Saints.  The  noble 
Lord  should  have  paused,  before  he 
threw  that  insult  in  uLe  face  of  the  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
observed  that  he  had  not  used  the  words 
in  question.  He  had  simply  quoted 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  JLouth  had 
said  as  to  certain  pre-Heformation  En- 
dowments, and  pointed  out  what  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  bo  in  respect  of 
them. 

Mk.  ward  said,  his  memory  differed 
from  that  of  the  noblo  Ijord.  He  ac- 
cepted his  explanation,  but  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that,  to  his  mind,  the 
words  were  used  by  him. 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  accepted  the 
noble  Lord's  explanation,  and  could  not. 
therefore,  repeat  the  assertion. 

^Ir.  ward  said,  that  on  tho  ques- 
tion as  to  the  wills  of  Roman  Catholic 
founders,  very  little  was  to  be  escpected 
fi'oin  either  side  of  tho  House.  It  had 
been  asked — WTiat  woidd  a  Roman  Ca^ 
tholic  founder,  if  he  could  now  be  ques- 
tioned, say  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
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▼eminent  ?  He  believed  the  reply  would 
be—"  GKve  back  the  institutions  to  the 
Haman  Catholics."  He  was  quite  con- 
vinced he  would  never  say — "  Give  them 
into  the  hands  of  those  who  are  of  va- 
rious religions  and  of  no  religion,  and 
who  are  determined  to  keep  all  reli- 
gious teaching  out  of  the  schools."  The 
underlying  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
Denominationalism  as  against  Secular- 
iflm,  and  he  was  on  the  side  of  the  Qto- 
▼emment  in  this  matter.  He  could  not 
understand  how  the  supporters  of  Deno- 
minationalism could  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  and  then  ask  the  Govern- 
ment the  next  day  to  establish  Denomi- 
nationalism  in  Ireland.  The  Catholics 
of  Ireland  had  come  there  to  advocate 
the  connection  between  education  and 
religious  training,  and  they  would  stul- 
tify themselves  if  they  voted  for  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  EICHAED  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Hubbard),  who 
has  just  spoken,  cannot  expect  mo  to 
accept  his  very  singular  definition  of  un- 
eectarian  religious  education  as  consist- 
ing of  education  according  to  the  prin- 
ciples and  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Many  of  us  inside  of  tliis 
House,  and  many  more  outside,  would, 
on  the  contrary,  regard  that  as  being  as 
intensely  sectarian  an  education  as  could 
well  be  conceived.  Tlio  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Devon  (8ir  John 
Kennaway),  has  repudiated  for  liimself, 
and  for  the  noble  Ijord  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  any  intention  by 
this  Bill  to  attach  a  stigma  to  the  great 
body  of  Nonconformists.  I  will  say  no- 
thing about  intention,  because  it  is  not 
for  me  to  attempt  to  fathom  men's  mo- 
tives ;  but  whatever  may  have  been  the 
intention,  such  is  unquestionably  the 
effect,  and  the  Nonconformists  through- 
out the  the  whole  country  do  look  upon 
it  as  a  stigma  and  an  insult.  I  should 
have  been  content  to  have  left  the  case 
against  this  Bill  where  it  has  been  placed 
by  the  powerful  speeches  delivered  on 
this  and  the  former  night's  debate, 
especiaUy  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Oladstone),  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett.) 
But  I  am  anxious  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks, because  I  happen  to  belong  not 
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only  to  the  Nonconformist  Body,  but  I 
suppose  to  that  section  of  that  Body 
out  of  which  the  noble  Lord  has  con- 
structed a  sort  of  scare-crow  which  has 
**  frighted  him  from  his  propriety."  It 
was  impossible  not  to  be  struck  with  the 
fact,  that  the  noble  Jjord  identified  him- 
self and  his  Government  with  the  Church 
of  England  exclusively,  and  placed  them 
in  direct  antagonism  to  the  Noncon- 
formists, and  thus  virtually  proclaimed 
that  they  are  the  Ministers  not  of  the 
people  of  England,  but  of  that  portion 
of  them  only  who  belong  to  tlie  Estab- 
lished Church.  I  listened  with  inex- 
pressible surprise  and  pain  to  the  speech 
with  which  the  noble  Ijord  introduced 
this  measure.  But  after  what  the  noble 
Lord  said  yesterday,  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  tliat  point  beyond  saying  this — 
that  his  speech  was  so  unfiko  all  the 
conceptions  I  had  formed  of  his  clia- 
racter,  so  unlike  what  I  believed  and 
still  believe  to  be  his  kind,  generous,  and 
conciliatory  disposition,  that  I  must  re- 
gard it  as  a  melancholy  illustration  of 
how  the  evil  spirit  of  ecclesiasticism  has 
power  to  deteriorate  and  sour  the 
sweetest  natures  over  which  it  gains 
dominion.  I  will  not  attempt  to  discuss 
the  supplementary  clause  which  the 
noble  Ijord  lias  placed  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  which  he  described  as 
containing  important  concessions.  I 
have  given  to  it,  during  the  short  time  it 
has  been  in  *my  hands,  the  close  and 
careful  study  whicli  anything  coming 
from  him  on  tliis  subject  deserves.  l3ut 
I  am  obliged  to  say  that  it  has  left  me 
in  the  condition  in  which  he  represented 
the  Conservative  body  as  having  been 
left  after  tlie  defeat  of  1868—**  dazed  " 
and  "  stunned."  And  when  we  find  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chester  (Mr.  Dodson),  who  spoke  a  short 
time  ago,  and  who  has  had  such  expe- 
rience as  few  have  had  in  handling  and 
deciphering  Bills  before  this  House,  de- 
claring that  the  complications  previously 
existing  in  this  Bill  were  rendered  in- 
finitely more  complicated  by  the  terms  of 
the  noble  Lord's  Amendment,  we  may 
safely  assume  that  it  is  hopelessly  cloudy 
and  ambiguous.  I  cannot  say  that  I  feel 
any  great  interest  in  the  change  which 
this  Bill  proposes  to  introduce  into  the 
administrative  machinery  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act.  Nonconformists 
have  no  particular  reason  to  admire  or 
defend  the  Commissioners.     They  are 
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all  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
as  is  almost  invariably  the  case  with 
men  placed  in  any  high  administrative 
oflices  in  this  country'.  Some  of  us, 
when  the  Commission  was  first  formed, 
and  afterwards  when  some  change  took 
place  in  its  composition,  knowing  that  it 
was  dealing  with  matters  in  which  the 
interests  of  Nonconformists  were  deeply 
concerned,  ventured  to  put  in  a  plea  that 
at  least  one  of  the  Commissioners  should 
be  a  Nonconformist.  But,  of  course,  a 
deaf  ear  was  turned  to  our  representa- 
tions. Certainly,  in  our  opinion,  the 
Commissioners  showed  no  indisposition, 
but  very  much  the  reverse,  to  favour  to 
the  utmost  the  Church  of  England. 
Tills  was  manifest  enough  from  the  ap- 
pointments they  made  under  their  va- 
rious schemes.  In  36  out  of  40  schenios 
down  to  the  end  of  1871,  clergj'men 
were  made  e.r  officio  govoniors,  tliough, 
as  it  was  afterwards  discovered,  tlicir 
appointmoiit  was  contrary  to  the  spirit 
and  lettur  of  the  Act.  Further,  in  85 
schemes  out  of  433  co-optativH  go- 
vernors, 392  were  Churchmen  and  onlv 
41  were  Dissenters.  Surely,  thereftn'o, 
th(»  Commission  cannot  bo  said  to  liuve 
(•i-red  on  the  side  of  disregard  for  the 
interests  of  the  C'liureh  of  England. 
But  witli  all  this,  1  must  say  that  the 
reason  now  assigned  for  their  summary 
dismissal  appears  to  mo  a  very  shabby 
onu.  They  are  to  be  dismissed  because 
thc»y  are  unpopular  with  the  trust(»es  of 
endowed  schools.  No  inquiiy  is  nmde 
whether  this  unpopularity  was  merited 
or  well-founded,  or  whether  it  necessarily 
arose  from  the  difKcult  and  invidious 
dutios  th»»y  were  called  to  discharge. 
]\[en  who  have  to  deal  with  givat  abuses 
artj  likely  to  be  unpopular  with  those 
who  liave  a  vested  interest  in  perpetuat- 
ing such  abuses.  Indeed,  so  far  as  I 
have  observed,  no  charge  has  been  laid 
against  the  C^onnnissiour-rs  by  lion.  Gen- 
tlemen opposit(\  Tliey  mer(»ly  say  to 
them:  *SSonu?  of  our  people  don't  like 
you,  and  you  must  go  about  your  busi- 
ness.'* But  I  now  ])a'-s  to  the  far  more 
iuiportant  question  of  the  new  principles 
that  are  to  be  introduced  into  the  admi- 
nistration of  th(>  Endowed  Schools  Act. 
Wlitil  does  the  noble  Lord  ]m»pos<»  to  do  ? 
Aciordiiig  to  our  contention — at  least 
according  to  mine — he  proposes  to  re- 
verse, not  merelv  the  Act  of  1 869,  but 
the  whole  spirit  of  our  modern  legisla- 
tion.    It  is  an  attempt  to  put  back  the 
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hand  on  the  dial  of  tune  50  ^ean.  It 
runs  counter  to  the  whole  spirit  of  the 
age,  for  everybody  must  see,  who  keepi 
his  eyes  open  to  what  is  taking  place  on 
the  Continent  of  Europe,  and  in  ill 
countries  of  the  world,  that  the  policy 
everywhere  pursued  is  to  restrict  and 
control,  and  not  to  extend,  the  power  of 
ecclesiastical  corporations  in  dealing  with 
the  education  of  the  people.  I  mustsaj 
that  there  is  sometliing  singularly  un- 
generous, as  coming  from  the  other  side 
in  the  retort  directed  against  my  right 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
that  they  are  only  acting  on  the  pxin- 
ciples  he  adopted  in  1869.  I  am  not 
concerned  to  dfefend  the  Act  of  1 869.  It 
was  avowedly  a  compromise.  No  doubt 
it  would  have  been  bettor  to  have  boldlj 
adopted  the  principle — as  you  did  in  the 
University  Tests  Bill — not  to  recognize 
the  founder's  wishes  at  all.  But  I  sup- 
pose the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
that  \\[\B.i  he  proposed  was  as  much  as 
he  could  hope  to  carry  at  that  time.  At 
any  rate,  the  concessions  made  were 
concessions  to  the  prejudices  of  the  other 
side,  and  the  conciliatory  spirit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  theme  of 
endless  laudations  from  them  on  that 
oc^casion.  And  I  say  it  is  unfair  and  un- 
generous in  them,  at  least,  to  employ 
thosft  concessions  which  they  were  under- 
stood then  to  accept  as  final  and  satis- 
factoiy,  as  a  justification  for  such  ex- 
clusiv<.'  and  re-actionary  legislation  as 
this.  With  regard  to  the  will  of  the 
founder,  on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite laid  such  emphasis,  I  must  say 
that  I  have  some  suspicion  as  to  the 
sincerity  of  their  pi'ofessed  reverence  for 
it.  They  take  it  up  and  they  lay  it 
down  just  as  it  suits  their  purpose. 
When  the  will  of  the  founder  tells  in 
their  own  favour  they  strain  to  the 
utmost  any  document  that  may  come 
into  their  hands  in  order  to  sustain  it. 
But  when  the  will  of  the  founder 
directs  that  the  children  should  attend 
a  Ronmn  Catholic  Church  and  be 
taught  to  pray  for  the  dead,  they  drop 
it  like  a  hot  potato,  and  seek  refuge  in 
the  mystical  doctrine  of  "  the  continoitv 
of  the  Church  of  England."  They  affirm 
that  the  Church  of  England  is  the  heir 
of  tlie  Roman  Catholic  Church — not  the 
heir  of  its  doctrines,  for  tliat  they  vio- 
lently repudiate — but  the  heir  of  its 
money  and  property.  But  if  the  Church 
of  P^ngland  is  the  heir  of  the  Boman 
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Gatholio  Church,  which  it  denounceB  as 
apostate  and  idolatrous,  and  as  teaching 
blasphemous  and  damnable  doctrines, 
Burely  the  Protestant  Dissenters  may 
claim  to  be  joint-heirs  of  the  Protestant 
Seformation.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Vice 
IVesident  of  the  Council  seems  to  me  to 
stand  in  a  very  peculiar  position  in  re- 
sard  to  this  matter.  Last  Wednesday 
ne  came  down  to  this  House,  and  made 
an  able  and  earnest  speech  on  the  Public 
Worship  Regulation  Bill.  The  object  of 
that  speech  was  to  show  that  the  solemn 
compact  entered  into  between  Church 
and  State — which  compact  he  told  us 
rested  on  the  adherence  of  the  Church 
to  the  doctrine  of  the  Reformation — was 
in  grave  danger  of  being  violated  and 
overturned.  In  proof  of  this,  ho  cited 
the  memorable  words  of  the  two  Arch- 
bishops, that  there  was  a  party  in  the 
Churcli  desiring  to  subvert  the  doctrines 
of  the  Reformation,  and  who  were  bring- 
ing into  peril  the  very  existence  of  our 
national  institutions  for  the  maintenance 
of  religion.  He  proved  it  further  by 
▼atious  citations  from  the  writings  of 
the  party  in  question.  Among  others  by 
one  from  their  principal  organ,  which 
declared  that  they  are  **  contending  for 
the  extirpation  of  Protestant  opininions 
and  practices  not  only  within  the  Church, 
but  throughout  England."  The  noble 
Lord  was  good  enough  to  say  that  the 
Nonconformists  were  as  deeply  interested 
in  this  matter  as  members  of  the  Church 
of  England.  I  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord.  But  I  go  further  and  say,  that  if 
things  go  on  much  longer  as  they  are 
doing  in  that  Church,  the  Protestantism 
of  this  country  will  be  in  a  very  poor 
plieht  indeed,  but  for  the  reserve  force 
of  me  Nonconformists.  There  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  who  think 
BO  too.  There  is  a  bodv  in  existence 
known  as  the  Vigilance  Committee,  at 
the  head  of  which  is  the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury. Not  long  ago  this  body  sent  com- 
munications to  other  IVotestant  commu- 
nities in  this  country,  including  various 
bodies  of  Nonconformists,  invoking  their 
aid  to  arrest  the  contagion  of  Ritualism, 
which  is  spreading  like  a  plague  through 
the  Church  of  England.  In  an  address 
issued  by  this  committee  they  direct  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  day-schools 
are  among  the  most  powerful  instru- 
ments for  the  diffusion  of  Ritualistic 
views,  and  that  large  grants  of  public 
money  for  instruction  were  put  into  the 


hands  of  persons  who  employed  it  in  un- 
dermining the  Protestant  faith  of  the 
nation.  And  yet  the  noble  Lord  brings 
in  a  BiU  in  which  he  endeavours  to 
shut  out  the  Nonconformists,  who,  he 
admits,  are  true  Protestants,  from  all 
share  in  the  management  of  those  en- 
dowed schools,  which  are  to  direct  the 
education  and  to  influence  the  character 
of  the  middle  classes  of  this  country,  and 
to  deliver  them  over  into  the  hands  of  a 
clergy,  a  formidable  proportion  of  whom 
he  tolls  us  are  trying  to  subvert  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Reformation.  In  regard  to 
these  endowed  schools,  I  thought  there 
were  certain  principles  which  had  been 
universally  recognized  and  accepted. 
Such  principles  as  these — that  tluTC  is 
no  good  reason  for  assuming,  whore  the 
contrary  is  not  distinctly  speciiled,  that 
the  instniotion  to  be  given  in  them  must 
bo  in  accordance  with  the  doctrines  of 
the  Church  of  England ;  that  with  cer- 
tain well- understood  and  admitted  ex- 
ceptions, the  restriction  of  trustees  of  en- 
dowed schools  to  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  is  unjust,  unwise,  and  in- 
jurious ;  tliat  to  confine  the  selection  of 
masters  to  persons  of  Holy  Orders,  or  to 
the  members  of  one  denomination,  is 
contrar}'  to  reason  and  justice  and  sound 
policy.  These  were  the  jmnciples  re- 
commended by  the  Commission  of  1866, 
all  of  whom,  I  believe,  with  one  solitary 
exception,  that  of  my  friend,  Mr. 
Edward  Baines  of  Leeds,  were  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  three  of 
whom  were  clergymen  of  that  Church. 
These  were  the  principles  embodied  in 
the  Act  of  1869,  and  as  we  have  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  for  saying, 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  to  which  that  Bill 
was  reft^rred.  These  were  the  principles 
that  were  carried  through  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  without  a  division,  and 
almost  without  discussion.  It  is  true 
that  the  noble  Lord  has  an  explanation 
why  they  passed  this  House  unchal- 
lenged. He  says  the  Conservative  party 
were  so  ** dazed"  and  ** stunned,"  and 
their  nerves  were  in  such  a  state  of  dis- 
order by  the  defeat  of  1 868,  that  they 
were  not  capable  of  doing  anything. 
This  a  is  rather  curious  confession  to 
come  from  what  claims  to  be  the  oldest 
and  haughtiest  portion  of  *'the  old  and 
haughty  race  "  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
spoke.     But  surely  the  House  of  Lords, 
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which  had  then,  as  it  always  has,  an 
immense  Conservative  Majority,  was  not 
dazed  and  stunned.  And  how  was  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill  of  1869  received 
tliere  ?  With  a  perfect  chorous  of  con- 
gratulation and  eulogy.  I  could  quote 
passage  after  passage  from  speeches  of 
noble  Lords  and  right  rev.  Prelates  to 
prove  this.  But  I  will  restrict  myself 
to  two  very  brief  citations.  The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon  said— 

"WTicn  yoii  como  to  deal  with  the  claiiRcs 
thore  are  some  few  points  which  I  think  nKiuiro 
atttfntion,  hut  gt-nonilly  and  in  suhstanco  T 
heartily  approve  this  measure." — [3  HanmriU 
cxcvii.  G19.] 

There  is  one  other  passage  which  I  com- 
iiiond  to  the  special  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord.  It  gives  tlie  opinion  of 
one  whom  he,  I  am  quite  sure,  holds  in 
respect  and  honour,  as  I  believe  all  do 
wlio  know  the  estimable  Nobleman  whoso 
words  I  am  about  to  give.  The  Earl 
of  IlaiTowby  said — 

'*  Hr  must  I'xpi'css  his  <j:ratifi('ation  at  the 
nijinnor  in  whicli  tho  muasuru  had  horn  con- 
ducted tlirou/rh  the  IIdusu  of  I'oninionH.  lie 
hrlievi'd  the  (iovemnient  had  shown  in  the  pn)- 
\fYvnA  of  the  Hill  thrt)u^h  that  Hou3<^  tliat  they 
were  actuati'd  solely  hy  a  desire  to  promote  a 
•^•eat  luitioual  ohject,  in-rspectively  of  all  i)arty 
or  seetariiin  frt'lin^r.  Hi-  was*  hai)py  to  he  ahh; 
to  add  thai  Parliauunt  and  tlie  ctiunlry  mi^fht, 
in  his  o])inion,  place  the  strf>n^<'st  reliance  in  the 
ability  and  character  of  the  Commissionei-s  to 
whom  the  supervi.sion  of  the  new  systt-m  was  to 
he  intrustt'd."— [//y/V/,  (J'20.] 

Compare  all  this  with  tho  cliarge  of 
**ridinp:  ronglisliod  over  tho  Cliurch," 
which  is  now  brought  against  the  late 
Govcrnmont  and  tho  Liberal  party  in 
the  last  I'arliamont.  And  yet  all  the 
principlos  I  linvo  doscri})ed  as  liaving 
rocoived  universal  acceptance  are  now 
rovorsc-d,  and  repealed  by  this  measure. 
And  why  is  this  done  ?  I  really  can 
liardly  say.  If  we  may  interpret  the 
feeling  of  the  Government  by  the  speech 
of  tlie  noble  Ijord,  it  would  sciom  that 
lie  nnd  they  had  got  scared  by  a  ctqi:ain 
terrible  body  of  ])ersons  whom  ho  again 
and  again  l)nmdo(l  as  **  political  Noncon- 
formists." Nothing  appoarsto  me  stranger 
or  more  unroasf)nal)le  than  tlie  violence 
with  whicli  h(»n.Crontlonion  o]^])Osit orestai- 
tod  and  (Imoimcod  political  Nonconform- 
ists. So  long  as  there  is  a  political  riiurch 
in  this  c(nintiT,  there  must  be  political 
Nonconformists,  unless  Gentlemen  op- 
posit(i  ccaitend  that  all  we,  as  Dissenters, 
have  to  do,  is  to  attend  to  cmr  religious 
duties,  and  leave  our  civil  and  political 
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rights  wholly  uncared  for.     If  such  ii 
the  advice  they  give  us,  we  say  in  reply 
— **  We  thank  you  for  nothing."    Poli- 
tical Nonconformists!      Are    there  no 
political    Churchmen  ?      What  are  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  line  the  opposite 
benches?    Political    Churchmen    evny 
one  of  them.    When  I  hear  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  lecturing  us,    as  ther 
are  very  fond  of  doing,  for  being  poli- 
tical Nonconformists,  I  am  a  littie  re- 
minded— I  hope  they  will  forgive  me 
for  saying  so,  for  one  cannot  always 
control  the  laws  of  mental  association— 
of  the  French  proverb,  "  Vbila  U  diM 
quipreche  la  morale^    Why,  their  whole 
Church  is  political  from  the  crown  of 
its  head  to  the    sole  of   its    foot.    A 
Church   whose   Head   is  the  temporal 
Sovereign  of   this    Eealm.     Or  I    will 
humour  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
^lember  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  G.  Hardy),  by  saying,  if  jouplease, 
the  **  Supreme  Governor  "  of  tJie  Church. 
He  tells  us  that  that  great  theologian, 
Queen  Elizabeth,  objected  to  be  called 
Head  of  the  Church,  because  Christ  is 
the  Head  of  the  Church.     Well,  accord- 
ing to  my  reading  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment, Christ  is  tho  Supremo  Gt)vemor 
of  His  Church  too.     But  call  it  Head  or 
Supreme  Governor,  the  liighest  autho- 
rity is  the  political  magistrate.     And  not 
only  so,   but  the  appointments  of  tho 
primary  pastors  of  this  Church,  through 
whom   flows   the    apostolic    succession, 
and  all  those   mystic  influences  which 
Chui'chmen  prize  so  highly,  are  all  poli- 
tical ap^yointments.     Surely,  this  House 
of  Conmions    is  a  politiccd  Assembly. 
And  how  have  we  been  engaged  for  the 
last  fortnight  ?    A\Tiy,  in  patching  and 
tinkering  two  rickety  Church  Establish- 
ments.   And  how  did  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  como   into   this  House?    Did 
they  not  come  riding  on  the  cry,  "  our 
National    Church     and    our     national 
beverage?"      Before    hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite,    therefore,    repeat    with    the 
scornful  emjyhasis  they  are  wont  to  use 
tlui  cry  about  i)olitical  Nonconformity,  it 
will  be  well  for  them  to  give  heed  to 
the  precept  which  speaks  of  beholding 
the  mote  in  3'our  brother's  eye,  and  not 
considering  the  beam  in  your  own  eye. 
We    are    not    the    aggressors  in   this 
matter.     I  am  sometimes  told — "Why 
can't  3-ou  leave    the  Church  alone? 
My  answer  is,  tlie  Church  wUl  not  leave 
us  alone.     It  meets  us  at  overy  point; 
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it  crosses  our  path  in  every  direction. 
We  cannot  engage  in  any  work,  reli- 
gions, charitable,  educational,  social,  or 
political,  but  we  are  thwarted,  embar- 
rassed, and  worried  by  the  exclusive 
?reten»ions  of  this  dominant  Church. 
f  I  wantod  any  vindication  for  being  a 
political  Dissenter,  I  sliould  find  it  in 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  The 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  was  a  challenge 
and  a  defiance.  I  do  not  accept  the 
challenge  ;  I  do  not  retort  the  defiance ; 
for  that,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  the  spirit 
in  which  our  legislation  should  be  con- 
ducted. But  I  will  tell  the  noble  Lord, 
calmly  and  firmly,  that  I  am  not  dis- 
mayed by  the  loud  trumpet-blast  he  has 
sounded  against  the  Nonconformists. 
The  people  of  England  do  not  like  this 
re-actionary  policy.  It  is  not  the  Non- 
conformists only,  but  tons  of  thousands 
of  liberal-minded  Churchmen  who  will 
refuse  to  follow  the  Government  in  tlieir 
attempt  to  transfer  national  property 
into  the  possession  of  a  sect ;  and  to  con- 
sign the  education  of  the  people  into  the 
hands  of  a  clergy  whom  th(.'y  themselves 
declare  are  undermining  the  Protestant 
faith  of  the  nation. 

Mk.  NEVILL  said,  as  one  who  had 
Toted  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  in 
explanation ;  not  only  because  of  that 
vote,  but  because  ho  felt  bound,  though 
reluctantly  and  unwillingly,  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  lion. 
Member  for  Hackney  (ISIr.  Fawcett). 
It  apx)eared  to  him  that  the  Bill  was  one 
of  re-actionaiy  policy.  The  policy  of  the 
last  Government  he  understood  to  have 
been  the  extension  of  the  benefits  of  en- 
dowments and  foimdations  for  the  edu- 
cation of  the  middle-classes  to  the  great 
body  of  the  Nonconformists  of  this 
country.  He  approved  of  that  policy, 
and  he  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
endowments  and  foundations  which  they 
wished  to  preserve  for  educational  inir- 
poses  should  be  shared  in  by  all  the 
inhabitants  of  the  country.  He  had 
hoped  on  the  previous  night  that  the 
Amendment  promised  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Sandon)  would  enable  him  to 
vote  for  the  Bill,  instead  of  following 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  into  the 
Lobby ;  but  ho  did  not  think  the  words 
proposed  to  be  added  to  the  4th  clause 
were  sufficient  to  take  away  from  it  tlie 
objection  which  appeared  on  the  face  of 
ity  and  therefore  he  felt  bound  most  re- 


luctantly to  vote  contrary  to  the  views 
of  that  party  with  whom  he  desired  to 
act,  and  in  whose  opinions  he  generally 
concurred. 

Mn.  SAMrSON  LLOYD  said,  he  did 
not  yield  to  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  spoken  in  tlie  desire  to  approach 
this  subject  in  an  unsectarian  spirit,  but 
he  had  been  unable  to  come  to  the  same 
conclusion.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  conceive  what  foundation  there  could 
be  for  the  excessive  warmth  of  feeling 
manifested  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
against  this  Bill;  because  Section  19  of 
the  Act  of  1869,  and  one  or  two  sections 
in  the  Act  of  1873  went  quite  as  far,  and 
even  farther,  than  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Richard)  had  talked  of 
the  national  Church  and  the  national 
beverage.  He  was  not  ashamed  of 
either ;  and  as  to  the  national  beverage, 
it  was  quite  as  good  as  the  gall  and 
verjuice  which  the  hon.  Member  some- 
times infused  into  their  discussions.  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  his  hon.  Friend  the 
^lember  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Dixon) 
deny  that  the  present  Birmingham  School 
Board  had  not  permitted  religious  in- 
struction in  tlieir  schools.  When  they 
came  into  office  the  board,  by  a  majority 
of  one,  abolished  the  fonner  system  of 
Scriptural  instruction,  and  forbade  reli- 
gious instruction  to  be  given  by  tho 
masters.  It  was  true,  that  tho  board 
let  tho  schools  at  a  rental  to  the  Non- 
conformists, who  taught  on  two  days  in 
the  week  their  own  religious  views,  for 
which  the  })oard  was  not  responsible. 
That  was  not,  however,  teaching  religion 
in  the  schools  on  the  part  of  the  school 
board.  It  was  true,  that  tho  Governors 
of  King  Edward's  School,  Birmingham, 
had  been  for  many  years  self-elected, 
and  that  the  master  of  the  school  had 
been  in  Holy  Orders.  It  should,  how- 
ever, be  remembered  that  the  provision 
for  self-election  had  come  down  from 
ancient  times,  and  had  been  the  rule  in 
many  of  our  foundations.  It  was,  pro- 
bably, the  only  way  in  which  the  suc- 
cession of  duly  qualified  Governors  could 
be  kept  up,  and  the  school  was  not  to 
blame  for  having  continued  the  system 
of  self-election.  He  believed  that  tlie 
present  Governors  were  anxious  to  change 
the  present  system,  and  he  would  cer- 
tainly never  stand  up  to  defend  it. 
Several  members  of  tho  Liberal  party, 
long  before  there  was  any  agitation  on 
the    subject,    wore    elected    upon    the 
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board.     The    contention    in  regard    to 
King  Edward's  School  was  not  mainly 
one  between  Churclimen  and  Noncon- 
formists,  but    whether    the    Municipal 
Corporation  of   Birmingham   ex  officio, 
and  as  such,  should  control  the  destinies 
of  the  school.     Ho  submitted  that  it  did 
not  argue  any  great  iUiberality  to  hold 
that  those  who  wore  elected  for  a  totally 
different  purpose  ought  not  to  have  the 
control  over  this  large  educational  foun- 
dation.    The    Corporation,    no    doubt, 
contained  many  men  of  culture ;  but  it 
also  contained  others  who  were  not,  and 
who  could  not  appreciate  the  educational 
gifts  requisite  in  the  masters  of  such  a 
school.  Tie  never  remembered  any  public 
act  which  had  caused  more  unpopularity 
than  the  appointment  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission,     lie  believed  the 
reason  was  that  some  of  their  schemes 
were  needlessly  arbitraiy,  and  that  in 
some  instances  they  had  given  to  the 
middle  classes  those  benefits  which  were 
intended    for    the    poor.      They    had, 
also,   caused  a  very  widespread  appre- 
hension by  their  utterances  as  to  what 
more  might  bo  done  by  persons  actuated 
by  their  principles,  and  by  tlie  arbitrary 
way  in  which  they  had  earned  out  their 
peculiar    views.     Tlio    country    having 
been  appealed  to  by  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman (IMr.  Gladstone),  had  pronounced 
against  his  policy.     The  country  wanted 
a  cliange ;  and  it  was  not  to  be  expect<»d 
that  the  Conservative  Government,  which 
had  conu^  into  pow<T,  would  be  content 
to  cry  **  ditto  "  to  all  the  schemes  of  the 
late  (Jovornnient.     lie  would  admit  that 
if  tlie  Hill  was  not  tolerant,  it  was  not 
wise ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that,  in- 
stead of  having  two  conflicting  bodies  of 
CommiKsioners  dealing  with   the   same 
class  of  educational  foundations,  it  was 
a  much   more  simple  and  business-like 
aiTangemont  to  intrust  the  control  over 
them  all  to  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
The  sj^nipathy  of  the  House  had  been 
claimed  lor  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners, but  they  had  not  been  ap- 
pointed  in  peii)otuity.     They  had  onl}' 
taken  oflice  for  a  short  term  of  years, 
which  had  now  expired.     These  gentle- 
men   had    no  vested   interest   in   their 
office,  and  no  hardship  was  inflicted  on 
them  if,  in  obedience  to  considerations 
of  public  policy,  they  were  not  now  re- 
appointed.    Nor  could  he  see  that  there 
was  any  greater  exclusion  of  N«)ncon- 
Ibrniibts,  or  that  tlieii*  liberties  were  more 
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naiTowed  under  this  Bill,  than  under  the 
Act  of  1869.  All  that  oould  be  eud 
was,  that  it  might  secure  some  control 
for  Churchmen  which  the  action  of  the 
Commissioners  might  have  denied  theiXL 
The  real  source  of  the  unpopularity  of 
this  Bill  was,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site saw  in  it  the  opportunity  of  a  '*  good 
cry,"  and  they  very  naturally  availed 
themselves  of  it.  In  his  opinion,  the 
only  real  ground  for  discontent  lay  in  a 
portion  of  the  Schedule,  and  if  that  were 
removed,  the  Bill  would  be  a  very  work- 
able one.  As,  however,  he  believed  the 
Bill  in  the  main  did  no  wrong,  and  made 
the  old  law  clear,  he  should  heartily 
support  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  WADDY  :  Mr.  Speaker— It  has 
been  frequently  remarkcid  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  that  it  would  bo  well  for 
some  of  those  who    represent  Noncon- 
formist opinion  in  this  House  to  state 
authoritatively  what    attitude   the  dif- 
ferent religious  Bodies  in  the    country 
will  probably  assume  on  this  question. 
Sir,  I  belong  to  one  of  the  largest  iud 
most  energetic  of  those  Bodies,  out  I  do 
not  think  it  is  cither  my  right  or  mj 
duty  to  represent  its  opinions  nere  in  an 
authoritative  way.      There  is  a  definite 
and  recognized  mode  in  which  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Wesleyan  Body  are  made 
public,  through  its  President,    its  Con- 
ference, and  its  Committees,  and  neither 
I  nor  any  bod}'  else  in  the  IIouso  of  Com- 
mons, at  any  school  board,  or  anywhere 
else,  has  a  particle  of  official  or  respon- 
sible right  to  speak  in  its  name  and  on 
its  behalf.      I  think  it  is  inconvenient, 
though  it  has  latterly  become  more  usual 
than   formerly,   for    hon.   Members    to 
assume  representative  rights  which  do 
not  constitutionally  belong  to  them.    I 
claim  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  constitu- 
ency who  conferred  upon  me  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  and  on  behalf 
of  nobody  else.      Still,  as   it  has  been 
my  privilege  during  the  whole  of  my 
Hie  to  be  connected  with  the  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Society,  I  think  I  am  able  to 
judge  what  may  be  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
on    our    interests;   what    may   be   the 
feelings     produced    amongst  us;    and 
how,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  it  will  prob- 
ably influence  our  political  action  m  the 
future.    It  is  chiefly  from  this  point  of 
view    that    I  propose   to   consider  the 
question.     Let  mo,  however,  say  that  I 
agree  with  that  which  was  stated  so 


429       Endowed  SchooU  Acts        (July  21,  1874J 


Amendmmt  Bill. 


430 


broadly  and  definitely  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  last  night — that 
it  is  clear  that  this  is  not  a  Bill  to  live 
and  stand  by  itself,  but  that  it  must  be 
taken  as  part  of  the  policy  which  dic- 
tated the  introduction  of  the  Licensing 
Bill.  This  is  only  a  complomcntar}'  Bill, 
a  sister  bill,  which  would  not  have  any 
life  in  itself  unless  taken  in  connection 
with  the  Licensing  Bill.  The  two  mea- 
sures liave  one  history  and  one  vitality 
about  them,  and  they  form  part  of  one 
policy.  Hon.  ^Members  on  the  other  side 
found  tliemsolves  deeply  indebted  to  two 
classes  for  value  received  in  votes  and 
interest  at  the  last  election.  I  need  not 
define  tliose  two  classes  further  than  to 
say  that  the  one  was  to  be  paid  by  the 
Licensing  Bill  and  tlie  other  by  tlic  Bill 
now  before  the  House ;  and  both  Bills 
are  due  to  a  gusliing  gratitude  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  wliich  is  en- 
^ag^ng  —  and  which  must  entitle  them 
m  return  to  the  gratitude  of  the  persons 
in  whose  interest  the  measures  have 
been  introduced.  And  as  these  Bills  had 
a  common  origin,  they  have  had  a  sin- 
g^arly  parallel  hist  or}'.  And  I  hold 
that  the  system  which  has  been  adopted 
is  inconvenient  and  objectionable  in  the 
highest  degree.  They  Lave  been  brought 
into  this  House  very  raw  and  ciiide,  with 
the  understanding  that  everything  that 
was  really  earnest  and  vital  about  thom 
was  of  no  importance.  In  the  Ijicensing 
Bill,  that  which  everybody  in  the  coun- 
try understood  to  be  tin*  vital  portion  of 
the  Bill  was  de(*lared  not  to  be  vital  at  all, 
and  the  attention  of  the  House  was  sought 
to  be  diverted  from  that  which  was  impor- 
tant to  that  which  was  ancillarv.  The 
same  thing  has  been  att(^mpted  here  also. 
We  are  told  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
this  is  a  small  Bill,  that  we  are  making 
too  much  fuss  about  it,  and  that  we  are 
making  mountains  out  of  molehills. 
That  is  easy  to  say  if  you  adopt  the  ex- 
traordinary policy  of  the  other  side — if 
you  ignore  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
has  caused,  as  I  believe,  disgust  through- 
out the  country,  and  not  only  in  the 
Liberal  party.  That  which,  after  all,  is 
really  the  important  part  of  the  Bill 
has  been  put  on  one  side  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  spoken  in  its  favour,  and 
they  have  endeavoured  to  twist  the  de- 
bate into  a  comparison  of  the  desirability 
of  working  improvement  of  endowments 
by  means  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 


mission on  the  one  hand  and  the  Charity 
Commissioners  on  the  other.  Now,  if 
this  stood  alone,  it  would  be  a  very  im- 
portant question,  and  I  shall  say  a  word 
or  two  about  it  directly;  but,  as  com- 
pared with  the  rest  of  the  Bill,  this  is 
the  most  important  thing  you  can  con- 
ceive. What  we  want  to  ensure  is  that 
you  administer  the  right  thing ;  and 
then,  whether  your  plans  are  carried  out 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners  or  by  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  is  a 
matter  of  comparatively  small  import- 
ance. In  pursuance  of  this  oblique 
policy  of  debate  a  good  deal  has  been 
said  which  has  reference  solely  to  mat- 
ters of  detail.  We  have  been  invited 
to  consider  the  Bill  as  if  wo  had  gone 
into  Committee  and  were  engaged  on 
the  clauses ;  and  we  have  been  told  that 
our  objections  to  it  may  fairly  arise  in 
that  fashion.  I  protest  against  the  theory 
that  wo  should  pass  an  objectionable 
Preamble  for  the  sake  of  peace,  because 
we  may,  perhaps,  arrive  afterwards  at 
harmless  compromises  in  detail.  If  we 
object  to  a  thing  in  principle  we  are 
bound  to  fight  that  at  once,  and  not  to  be 
twisted  away  from  it  by  ofifers  of  amend- 
ment in  Committee  which — I  do  not 
moan  to  say  it  ofi'ensively,  I  am  sure — 
but  which  yet  may  bo  delusive.  Now, 
in  looking  at  this  Bill  as  involving  and 
embodying  real  principles,  it  has  only 
two  tilings  in  it.  The  second  is  the 
more  important  of  the  two  ;  but  first 
with  regard  to  the  smaller  question — 
that,  nauu'ly,  of  jurisdiction.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
(.^ouiniissiuners  are  very  unpopular. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  listened  anxiously  to 
the  whole  of  this  debate,  and  have  tried 
to  find  out  what  fair  ground  of  com- 
plaint exists  against  those  Commis- 
sioners, and  I  declare  I  have  not  heard 
any  suggested.  If  they  have  become 
unpopular,  I  fear  it  is  because  they  have 
done  their  duty.  And  so  will  the  Charity 
Commissioners  become  unpopular  if  they 
do  their  duty  with  regard  to  those  schools. 
H  old  endowments  are  wickedly  and 
abominably  administered,  and  if  you 
set  anybody  to  reform  this,  to  sweep 
away  that  which  is  wrong  and  mischiev- 
ous, and  to  root  out  old  sinecures,  those 
upon  whom  such  duties  devolve  will  soon 
and  inevitably  become  unpopular.  But 
surely  this  argument  of  unpopularity 
should  not  in  common  decency  be  used 
here.    If  those  men  have  become  uu- 
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popular  by  having  done  their  duty,  tlie 
one  place  to  wliich  they  sliould  natu- 
rally look  for  sjTiipathy  is  this  House, 
which  first  gave  them  their  powers.  If 
it  is  to  bo  understood  that  when  men  do 
their  duty,  and  thus  incur  gi'eat  un- 
popularity, they  are  to  be  abandoned 
and  tlu'own  over  in  this  way  by  those 
who  ai'e  honourably  bound  to  support 
them,  it  will  be  a  very  bad  lesson, 
indeed,  for  all  public  servants  in  time  to 
come.  And  therefore,  Sir,  I  do  not  stay 
to  inquire  whether  it  is  true  or  not  that 
these  gentlemen  have  become  unpopular. 
I  am  satisfied  with  the  fact  that  no  one 
ventures  to  suggest  that  they  have  been 
guilty  of  a  single  act  of  impropriety  or 
injustice.  I  know  that  they  have  had 
to  perform  duties  of  immense  difficulty 
and  exquisite  delicacy,  juid  I  dismiss  this 
fu'st  i)rinciple  of  the  Bill — the  change  of 
jurisdiction — with  the  belief  tliat  it  is 
our  duty  on  all  grounds  of  justice  and 
honour  to  support  tlio  men  who,  as  I 
believe,  have  done  tlieir  duty  faithfully 
and  well.  1  come,  Sir,  to  discuss,  se- 
condly, that  which  I  believe  the  country 
generally  considers  to  be  the  main  part 
of  the  IJill,  and  I  confess  that  I  am  some- 
what amused  at  the  remarkable  argu- 
ments adopted  in  support  of  it.  We 
iiave  virtually  been  told  sometimes  that 
it  does  not  mean  what  it  says,  and  some- 
times that  it  is  impossible  to  say  what  it 
really  does  moan.  Now,  1  aj)prehend 
that  in  asoortaining  its  true  meaning  we 
have  a  right  to  take  the  Bill  with  all  its 
surroundings,  and  osj'ocially  in  connec- 
tion with  tho  spcicth  with  which  it  was 
introduced  by  the  noblo  Lord  (Viscount 
Sandon).  1  do  not  at  all  forget  the 
other  speech  which  the  noble  Lord  de- 
livered in  explanation,  or,  I  might  say, 
in  mitigation.  But,  Sir,  wliile  I  do  not 
for  one  moment  doubt  the  good  faith  of 
the  noble  Lord,  1  repose  more  confidence 
on  his  first  si^eech  than  his  second  ;  and 
I  will  tell  tJio  House  why.  When  a 
right  lion.  !Mumb(?r  makes  a  speech  in 
tliis  House  which  sets  forth  what  ever}'- 
body  believes  to  b<^  the  true  principle  of 
the  liill ;  when  the  whole  of  that  speech 
is  of  tJie  most  defiant  and  bellicose  kind ; 
when  it  is  cheered  by  his  Friends  behind 
him  with  a  rapture  and  vigour  precisely 
proportionate  to  its  vigour  and  wrath; 
when  he  comes  again,  after  some  time 
for  reflection,  of  a  totally  different  spirit, 
and  by  no  nutans  in  accordance  witli  the 
spirit  of  tho  Bill,  we  cannot  but  susxiect 
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not  only  that  tho  right  hoiL.  Member's 
eloquence  has  been  chastened,  but  that 
in  the  interval  he  has  been  himself 
chastened  for  letting  out  too  much.  And 
in  a  case  like  tlds,  I  think  that  he,  and 
those  by  whom  he  is  supported,  have  no 
right  to  complain  if  wo  prefer  to  believe 
the  first  speech  in  its  entirety,  with  all 
tho  anger  and  warmth  by  wluch  it  was 
characterized,  rather  than  the  second, 
which  looks  so  very  much  as  though  it 
had  been  toned  down  to  ordor.  In  such 
a  case,  it  is  quite  in  vain  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  to  say  that  we 
repudiate  that  which  we  say  is  the 
obvious  intention  of  the  framers  of  this 
measure.  We  must  judge  of  people's 
intentions  by  what  they  do,  and  not  by 
what  they  say,  and  certainly  not  by  whiU 
tl\ey  say  on  second  thoughts ;  and  thus 
we  judge  of  the  intentions  in  this  case, 
not  only  by  tlio  words  used  in  tho  second 
speech,  but  by  the  expressions  used  in 
the  first  speech,  and,  above  all,  by  the 
Bill  which  is  inti*oduccd.  It  is  not 
enough  to  say  that  concessions  and  alte- 
rations will  bo  intule.  Those  concessions 
ought  never  to  have  been  necessaiy  to 
have  been  made.  It  is  clear  that  the 
^Ministry,  with  its  groat  numerical  power, 
can  force  the  Bill  tlirough,  and,  if  they 
choose  to  press  it,  they  will  succeed  in 
carrying  it;  and,  if  they  do,  this  Bill  will 
show  the  true  spirit  of  the  party  opposite, 
by  wliich  we  have  a  right  to  suppose  that 
th(»y  will  be  actuated  during  their  whule 
lease  of  power.  It  is  a  spirit  which,  so 
far  as  Dissenters  and  all  Liberal  prin- 
ciples are  concerned,  is  a  spirit  of  com- 
Elete  exclusiveness.  There  is  not  an 
on.  Member  who  has  said,  or  can  say, 
that  it  will  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
take  away  from  Nonconformists,  and 
from  tlie  nation  as  such,  a  very  large 
amount  of  educational  power,  and  hand  it 
over  to  one  denomination,  and  that  de- 
nomination the  Church  of  England.  When 
once  more  Liberal  principles  assert  their 
ascendancy,  as  they  will  do — does  any- 
body suppose  the  Bill  will  remain  a  per- 
manent measure — that  it  will  be  aUowed 
to  remain  on  the  Statute  Book  for  one 
hour '?  There  can  bo  no  doubt  that  the 
Liberal  party,  when  they  have  the 
power,  will  wipe  it  away  as  a  serious 
disgrace  to  tho  law,  and  the  nation  will 
be  rejoiced  to  find  it  done.  The  Bill  is 
a  hardship ;  but  it  is  something  more 
than  that.  There  has  been  no  gene- 
rally expressed  wish  that  the  Endowed 
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Scliools  Commissioners  should  be  re- 
moved, nor  has  there  boen  any  attempt 
to  show  that  in  any  place  in  the  coun- 
try there  has  been  a  wish  expressed  that 
any  of  these  schools  should  be  made  ex- 
clusive. The  action  of  the  present  Com- 
misiiioners  has  been  generally  accepted 
by  the  country.  It  has  not  been  the 
subject  of  any  formal  complaint  to  tliis 
House ;  and  yet  this  is  to  be  suddenly 
and  harshly  altered  without  any  cause, 
winh,  or  reason  being  shown  except 
that  something  must  be  done  to  satisfy 
one-half  of  those  by  whom  the  present 
GK)Vomment  obtained  their  power,  an 
attempt  having  already  been  made  to 
satisfy  the  other  half.  'Why  are  we  to 
take  scliools  which  were  not  originally, 
according  to  the  wishes  of  the  founders, 
Church  of  England  schools,  and  give 
them  to  the  Church  of  England  ? 
Why  are  those  schools,  if  they  are  to 
bo  dealt  with  at  all,  not  to  be  fairly 
divided  among  the  diilerent  branches  of 
the  Church,  or  the  dilFerent  sects  ?  The 
Churcli  of  England  is  the  Church  of  a 
wealthy  and  aiistocratic  minority,  for  it 
is  impossible  to  deny  that  since  the 
religious  Census  was  taken — the  Census, 
the  fair  taking  of  which  has  been  re- 
sisted by  the  Church  of  England  ever 
since — the  Church  of  England  is  the 
Church  of  the  minority  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  also  notorious  that  that  mino- 
rity is  composed  of  the  wealthier  classes 
of  the  country.  Is  it  to  be  suggested 
that  for  these  reasons  that  Church  is  to 
be  favoured,  to  have  handed  over  to  her 
sole  care  and  fur  her  sole  advantage 
these  '*  outworks  '*  and  *' fortifications  y** 
Of  course  it  cannot  bo  ;  and  this  brings 
us  to  what  I  think  is  the  real  danger 
of  this  Bill — a  danger  which  has  not 
hitherto  been  punted  out  to  the  House 
as  fully  and  fairly  as  seems  to  me  to 
be  desirable.  The  only  other  reason 
for  this  favouritism  is  that  it  is  the 
£BtabHshed  Cliurch.  But  if  that  is  to 
be  the  ground  of  action,  mark  the  tre- 
mendous danger  with  which  we  are 
brought  face  to  face.  You  are,  in  fact, 
telling  the  whole  of  the  country  that 
you  are  going  to  take  away  from  the 
nation  money  and  power  devoted  to 
education,  and  give  them  to  a  single 
Church,  for  no  other  reason  in  the 
world  than  that  it  is  the  Established 
Church.  But  is  it  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose Nonconformists  will  submit  to  this? 
it  is  impoeaible.     But  I  will  tell  you 


what  will  probably  happen.  The  ques- 
tion of  disestablishment  is  one  which 
will  press  for  a  solution  sooner  or  later. 
There  are  at  this  moment  many  mem- 
bers of  my  own  Church  and  some  of 
other  Nonconforming  Churches  who 
are  not  prepared  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  of  England — some 
even  who  are  so  far  misguided  as  to 
give  a  general  and  active  support  to 
the  Conservative  party,  or  who,  at  all 
events,  are  opposed  to  any  attack  on 
the  Church,  and  who  do  not  object  to 
an  Establishment  as  such.  But  what 
must  happen  now  ?  You  say,  "  We 
will  do  you  a  gross  injustice ;  we  will 
give  the  Church  of  England  so  tremendous 
an  advantage  over  you,  that  it  will  compel 
all  who,  up  to  the  present  time,  have 
been  non-political  Dissenters,  to  become 
political  Dissenters,  and  if  this  Bill 
passes,  they  will  be  compelled  from  that 
moment  to  light  for  disestablishment  as 
a  matter  of  straightforward  logic.  We 
will  undo  approved  legislation  to  your 
detriment,  and  we  justify  this  hardsliip 
and  this  injury  solely  on  the  ground 
that  the  Church  to  be  favoured  is  Estab- 
lished." Sir,  what  must  be  our  answer? 
What  is  the  only  answer  that  we  can 
be  reasonably  expected  to  give  ?  It  is 
this.  If  Establishment  is  the  synonym 
and  excuse  for  outrage,  the  Establish- 
ment must  die.  And  this  Bill  will  thus 
e/)nipel  those  who  up  to  this  time  have 
been  **  nou-political"  to  become  i)oliti- 
cal  Dissenters.  It  is  said  that  Dissen- 
ters may  send  their  children  to  these 
denominational  schools.  This  is  no  re- 
lief at  all.  We  know  that  this  is  what 
is  meant  and  wished.  But  what  does  it 
involve  ?  These  schools  are  to  be  become 
the  outworks  of  the  Church  by  being 
transfonned  into  engines  of  juvenile 
propagandism.  Dissenters  are  to  be 
tempted  to  send  their  children  to  these 
schools  in  order  that  they  may  be  sub- 
jected to  the  influences  which  will  rule 
there.  I  warn  hon.  ^lembers  opposite 
that  Nonconformists  will  never  submit 
to  this  crafty  benevolence — that  they 
will  not  bear  that  their  children  are  to 
be  subjected  to  great  educational  disad- 
vantages, or  else  to  go  where  Church 
clergymen  will  teach  Church  doctrines, 
infuse  Church  prejudices,  and  plant 
what  some  of  us  believe  to  be  Church 
errors.  I  predict,  therefore,  while  I 
deprecate,  the  politico-religious  strife 
which   this   Bill   will  excite    when    it 
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brings  all  moderate  and  all  extreme 
Dissenters  into  one  strong  phalanx  of 
iJisestablislimentarians.  It  may  be  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  pro- 
IK)sed  this  change  in  th«  expectation  of 
binding  tlie  Church  to  them,  and  by  its 
aid  maintaining  themselves  in  power; 
but  I  will  not  say  that  is  so.  I  cannot, 
and  I  will  not  beliovo,  that  the  present 
Govornmont  is  prej^arod  to  enter  upon  a 
course  of  reckless  religious  agitation  up 
and  down  the  country ;  but  I  venture  to 
hope  that,  oven  from  so  young  and 
humble  a  Member  as  myself,  words 
may  not  pass  unheeded  which  warn 
them  against  the  dangerous  course  on 
which  they  ai*o  entering.  But  tliis,  at 
all  events,  I  will  say — the  principle  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill,  if  sanctioned,  cannot 
stop  liere.  If  Iler  ^Majesty's  Govern- 
ment begin  by  taking  the  endowed 
schools,  they  must  go  on  in  the  re-ac- 
tionary  course ;  thoy  must  close  again 
the  Fellowships  of  Colleges  which  have 
so  lately  been  thrown  open ;  they  must 
carry  the  principle  further  still,  in  more 
directions  than  one,  and  the  result  will 
bo  that  they  will  find  themselves  launched 
upon  such  a  s(.'a  of  strife  as  I  believe  has 
never  been  seen  within  our  times,  the 
(uid  of  which  cannot  be  foretold,  but 
from  which  I  earnestly  hope  and  pray 
the  countrv  mav  vet  be  saved.  And  it 
is  because  I  see  this  so  clearly,  and  be- 
cause I  deprecate  it  so  strongly,  that  I 
have  ventured  to  make  these  remarks. 
I  do  earnestly  hope  that  when  we  go 
down  next  time  to  tlie  country  to  light 
for  our  seats — and  it  may  not  be  very 
Ion;'  first — we  niav  be  able  to  fi^lit  on 
distinct  and  deliiiite  political  gi'ounds 
alone,  and  that  we  shall  not  drag  the 
Churcli  of  (Jlirist  into  the  arena  of  i)arty 
warfare,  degrading  her  into  a  mere 
party  cry,  and  trailing  and  staining 
religion  in  the  dust. 

Mi:.  JJRISTOWE  said,  that  the  Oppo- 
sition  had  been  taunted  with  making  this 
a  i)arty  (luestion  ;  but  if  <*ver  there  was 
an  occasion  when  it  was  fair  and  legiti- 
mate to  do  so  it  was  when  a  Bill  of  this 
cliaracter  had  been  introduced  and  car- 
ried forward  in  tliat  si>irit  by  the  Govern- 
ment. If  ever  this  Bill  became  law  it 
would  be  essentially  a  party  and  re-ac- 
tionary  measure,  and  thus  far  the  Oppo- 
sition was  bound  to  do  all  it  could  to 
prevent  its  becoming  the  law  of  the  land. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  in  a  spirit  of  a 
somewhat  i)arty  character.     It  had  been 
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represented  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  notably  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  as  a  measure  merely  to  carrr 
out  the  action  of  the  last  Parliament 
yvith  regard  to  Endowed  Schools  in  the 
Acts  of  1869  and  1873;  but  if  its  object 
was  no  more  than  that,  he  could  not 
understand  why  so  much  importance  was 
attached  to  it  by  the  uoble  Lord  (Yiscoiint 
Sandon),  and  why  so  strong  an  appeal 
should  be  made  for  passing  it.  He  nad 
read  the  Bill  witli  great  attention,  al(»K 
with  the  Acts  of  1869  and  1873,  and  he 
must  say,  instead  of  being  a  small,  un- 
important measure,  it  was  one  of  a  very 
great  and  serious  character — a  Bill  whic^ 
would  have  very  grave  results,  and  residts 
too,  of  a  character  that  was  very  little 
dreamed  of  by  those  who  supported  11 
They  had  been  told  that  the  £ndowed 
Schools  Commissioners  had  made  them- 
selves singularly  unpopular  in  the  countxy; 
but  he  ventured  to  prophesy  that  if  the 
Charity  Commissioners  had  similar  datiee 
assigned  to  them  they  would  soon  become 
equally  unpopular.  It  appeared,  how- 
ever, that  their  duties  would  be  widely 
different  from  those  the  Endowed  Schooh 
Commissioners  had  to  discharge.  He 
had  examined  the  Bill  carefully,  and  he 
confessed  that  it  was  a  measure  which 
would  introduce  very  momentous  changes 
into  the  law  at  present  existing  with  re- 
spect to  tlie  endowed  schools ;  and  he 
did  not  envy  the  Charity  Commissioners 
the  extremely  troublesome  task  which 
was  imposed  on  them  of  reading  Section 
19  of  the  Act  of  1869  by  the  hght  of 
this  Bill.  What  was  more,  it  was  p'- 
actionary  in  its  character,  and  could  not 
fail  as  such  to  be  mischievous  and  evil 
in  its  consequences.  Nonconformists,  in 
sx)ite  of  all  that  had  been  said  to  the 
contrary,  would  bo  prevented  from  having 
their  fair  share  in  the  management  of 
the  schools.  A  Chui*ch  domination  would 
be  set  up ;  wrangling  and  ill-feeling 
would  be  the  result;  and  pretensions 
would  be  preferred  by  Churchmen  which 
Nonconformists  would  not  acknowledge, 
but  which,  on  the  contrary',  they  would 
denounce  and  resist.  He  quite  admitted 
that  the  children  of  Noncondbrmists  could 
be  sent  to  the  schools ;  but  the  question 
was,  would  they  be  able  to  get  the  prises 
and  scholarships  that  were  given  in  these 
scIlooIs?  [All  hon.  Memdeb:  Yes.] 
That  might  be  so  in  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  it  was  certain^  not 
so  in  his.    On  the  contrary,  he  beuered 
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that  the  children  of  Nonconformists 
irGuld  be  debarred  from  the  enjoyment 
of  the  priviloges  of  those  institutions. 
The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  providing 
that— 

**  Nothixij;?  in  this  or  in  thr  jmnripal  Act  con- 
tainc-d  HhiiU  n-quin*  the  CommiAKiunerH  tu  pro 
%*ide  tliat  the  ^voniin^  Ixxly  in  any  Hi'hcnie 
(other  than  :i  whcnie  ii^liitin^  to  u  Cathedral  or 
a  Collejriato  CTinrch  scho<»r  shall  In*  mcmlKTS  of 
any  particular  (liiiivh,  sect,  or  denomination, 
and  thoy  may  provide  to  the  contrari'  unh^sfl 
thorc  Ix'  in  th«.>  oripnjil  inNtniinout  of  foundation 
any  pronsion  direct! npf  that  the  governing  body, 
<»•  anv  niimher  of  tlie  mi'nihtrs  thereof,  shi»ll 
be  inem1>erM  of  a  jMirticular  Church,  sect,  or 
dcnoniination." 

How  would  that  Amendment  apply  to 
cases  where  the  founders  were  Homan 
Catholics?  He  thouglit  the  Amendment 
would  not  remove  the  grievance.  He 
believed  it  was  quite  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  press  tlio  Bill  forward  if 
thoy  chose  to  do  so  ;  but  he  warned  the 
Government  that  if  it  were  carried  out 
in  the  spirit  in  which  it  had  been  framed 
and  brought  in,  it  would  prove  iinurious 
to  the  interests  of  education,  and  create 
much  greater  dissatisfaction  in  the 
country  than  any  which  had  arisen  from 
the  operations  of  the  existing  Endowed 
Schools  Commission. 

Mn.  SCOUEFIELD  said,  he  wished 
to  confine  himself  to  the  administrative 
part  of  the  Bill  under  discussion.  The 
Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  had  read  a 
letter  to  them  from  tlio  Charity  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  expediency  of  not  having 
a  divided  administration  in  those  matters; 
and,  only  yesterday,  he  liad  himself  heard 
of  a  case  in  a  town  in  the  West  of 
England  where  schools  were  not  built 
merely  because  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners and  the  Education  Commissioners 
could  not  agree.  That  showed  that  one 
Commission  would  be  better  than  two. 
Sometimes  no  Commission  at  all  was 
better  than  even  one,  although  perhaps 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  believed,  as 
Sydney  Smith  said,  that  the  gi-eat  secret 
of  human  happiness  lay  in  handing  over 
all  sublunary  affairs  to  the  care  of  Com- 
missions and  Commissioners.  Commis- 
sions might  be  valuable,  but  were  they 
all  to  be  abolished  on  Saturday  night, 
the  sun  would  rise  as  usual  on  Sunday 
morning. 
•*  Hira  cano,  sol  occuhuit,  nox  nulla  socutii  est." 

He  saw  no  reason  why  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners shoidd  not  be  competent  to 


perform  the  duties  proposed  to  be  in- 
trusted to  them,  especially  as  their  func- 
tions were  of  a  judicial  character,  and 
they  need  not  necessaril}'  be  connected 
with  a  particular  party  in  the  State.  As 
that  was  a  matter  of  mere  administration 
ho  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  Bill.  A  Commission  might 
become  ratlier  unpopular  for  doing  its 
duty ;  but  if  its  unpopularity  reached  a 
certain  height  it  would  become  a  dan- 
gerous institution.  Moreover,  in  tliese 
days  Governments  must  be  careful  how 
they  brought  on  themselves  great  un- 

Eopularity ;  because  through  the  ballot- 
ox  people  had  a  ready  means  of 
revenging  themselves  for  any  annoyance 
they  experienced.  If,  when  they  got 
into  Committee  on  that  Bill,  reasonable 
objections  were  met,  the  greater  part  of 
the  dissatisfaction  it  occasioned  would 
probably  disappear. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  said,  he  tliought 
that,  in  spite  of  the  attempts  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  treat  as  slight  the 
changes  proposed  by  that  Bill,  it  was 
very  evident,  on  the  face  of  the  whole 
subject,  that  those  changes  were,  after 
all,  ver^'  serious.  The  liberalizing  effect 
of  the  Act  of  18G9  was  about  to  be 
greatly  narrowed,  and  its  restrictive 
parts  very  widely  extended.  The  schools 
to  which  the  change  would  ap])ly  wore 
to  be  numbered  by  himdreds.  But  what 
was  even  more  important  was  the  altered 
spirit  which  was  to  govern  that  legisla- 
tion, as  evidenced  especially  by  the 
sweeping  change  about  to  be  made  in 
the  personnel  of  the  Commission.  It  was 
said  by  some  of  the  advocates  of  the 
measure  that  it  would  be  more  liberal 
than  the  Act  of  1 SOO,  and  that  it  would 
impose  the  Conscience  Clause  contained 
in  the  Act  of  1870,  but  as  matter  of  fact 
a  Conscience  Clause  had  already  been  im- 
posed in  Endowed  Schools  under  the 
schemes  of  the  present  Commissioners. 
A  strong  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that 
it  would  tend  to  exclude  Nonconformists 
from  shai'ing  in  the  management  of  en- 
dowed schools.  It  was  no  answer  to 
this  objection  to  say  that  the  schools 
would  be  open  to  children  belonging  to 
any  religious  denomination,  for  it  was 
casting  a  stigma  upon  a  large  body  of 
men  to  say  that  they  should  have  no 
voice  in  the  management  of  the  schools 
in  which  their  children  were  being  edu- 
cated. He  would  respectfully  request 
the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  who 
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now  held  the  office  of  Lord  Hector  of  the 
University  of  Glasgow  to  another  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill.  It  would  prevent  a 
largo  class  of  liighly  competent  teachers 
from  being  engaged  in  tlie  endowed 
schools  from  the  Scotch  Universities; 
for  men  trained  in  tJiose  Universities 
would  be  ineligible  as  teachers  in  the 
schools  managed  under  the  provisions  of 
the  present  liill,  although  their  scientific 
acquirements  might  render  them  valu- 
able teachers.  Ho  looked  upon  the  Bill 
as  a  retrograde  measure,  and  he  certainly 
could  not  give  his  support  to  it. 

Mr.    \yATKIN    WILLIAMS    said, 
that,  having  listened  attentively  to  the 
lengthened  debate  upon  the  Motion  be- 
fore the  House,  and  to  the  conflicting, 
and,  at  the  same   time,   confident  opi- 
nions which  had  been  expressed  byhon. 
!M embers  as  to  the  scope  and  object  of 
the  Bill,  ho  luid  i>ut  the  question  fairly 
to  himself — What  was  really  the  true 
moaning  of  the  Bill  ?     Was  it  the  re- 
trograde   and    re-actionary  measure   it 
had  been  described,  reversing  the  re- 
ceived and  settled  policy  of  the  past,  or 
was  such  a  description  of  it  imfair  and 
exaggerated  ?    To  listen  to  the  speeches 
of  some  hon.  Members  opposite,  2>ai*ticu- 
larly  the  speech  of  the  lion.  Baronet  the 
Afember    for    East    Devon    (Sir     John 
Ivennaway),  anyone  would  suppose  that 
this  was  an  innocent  and  harmless  mea- 
sure for  merelv  improving  and  amend- 
ing ''  Tlie  Endowed  Schools  Act,  18()()," 
and  giving  a  more  complete  and  extended 
opi.Tation  to  tlio   real    principle  of  that 
Act.     lie  disclaimed   tlie   charges  that 
had  luK'U  thrown  out  by  lion.  Members 
opposite,  that  there  was  an  attempt  on 
that  side  of  the  I  Louse  to  make  political 
(tajiital  out  of  the  Bill.     Such  attempts 
he  Londemned    not  only  as  wrong   and 
unworthy  of  a  great  party,  but  as  most 
unwise,  and  as   certain   to   recoil  upoYi 
the  heads  of  those  who  made  them.  The 
country  at  large  was  sure   to  judge  for 
itself,  and  form  its  own  conclusion  whe- 
ther the  charge  was  a  just  one,  or  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  properly  denounced  as 
a  retrograde  measure,    reversing  great 
and  settled  principles  of  past  legislation, 
or  an  amending  and  improving  Bill  in- 
tend(»d  to   cany  out  and  develop  those 
principles.     He  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  House  that  it  was  by  no  means  a 
simple  matter  to    determine  what  the 
real  meaning  and  effect  of  the  Bill  was. 
The  question  turned  mainly  upon  the 

Mr.  Stevenson 


effect  of  Clause  4  of  the  Bill,  which  in- 
troduced a  new  and  most  extraordizuuy 
interpretation  of  words  contained  in 
Section  19  of  the  Act  of  1869.  and  so 
giving  a  sweeping  and  almost  indefinite 
extension  to  a  higlily  objectionable, 
though  hitherto  limited,  exception  con- 
tained in  that  Act  in  favour  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  He  might  have  con- 
tented himself  by  proving  that  that  was 
so,  from  the  very  lang^uage  used  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  in  intro- 
ducing this  Bill;  but  he  would  aln 
prove  it  from  the  very  words  of  the  Bill 
itself,  and  also  &om  the  arguments  of 
many  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
in  support  of  the  measure.  What  did 
the  noble  Lord  say?  He  said,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  Bill  liad  become  ne- 
cessary on  account  of  the  death  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  and  be- 
cause it  was  not  desirable  to  renew  the 
powers  of  that  Commission.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  W.  Williams)  would  pause  for  a 
moment  to  ask,  what  had  the  Commis- 
sioners done  to  deserve  such  treatment? 
No  tangible  or  specific  charge  had  been 
made  against  them  which  could  justify 
the  tone  adopted  towards  thorn.  The  Com- 
missioners had  discharged  difficult,  oner- 
ous, and,  in  many  respects,  invidious 
duties  in  a  manly,  courageous,  and  faith- 
ful manner,  and  had  therefore  not  imnatu- 
rally  incurred  a  considerable  amount  of 
unpopidarity.  Theirs  was  like  the  labour 
of  Uercules  in  cleaning  out  the  Augean 
stables,  and  tlioy  had  stirred  up  the 
spite  and  animosity  of  the  worms  and 
the  vermin  which  had  fattened  upon 
tlie  accumulated  corruption  of  ag^.  An 
hon.  Member  had  justified  their  dis- 
missal upon  the  ground  that  in  these 
days  of  popular  influence  and  vote  by 
Badlot,  it  was  not  sufficient  that  public 
officers  such  as  these  should  perform 
their  duty  faithfully,  but  that  they  ought 
to  do  it  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  excite 
public  o[)position.  Was  that  Hoose, 
then,  asked  to  sacrifice  faithful  pubUc 
servants  to  popular  feeling  and  dia&vour 
for  honestly  and  fearlessly  doinff  their 
duty?  Was  it  not  rather  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  stand  by  them,  and  pro- 
tect them,  unless  it  could  be  shown  that 
they  had  been  unfaithful  to  their  tnut? 
Ho  thought  that  their  unpopularity  was 
the  best  proof  that  they  had  dealt  with 
the  corruption  and  abuses  of  the  old 
endowments  in  the  true  spirit  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.    But  that  waa  not 
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the  true  cause  of  their  dismissal.  They 
"Were  to  be  sacrificed  because  they  had 
too  faithfully  and  too  honestly  carried 
out  the  policy  of  tlio  Act  under  which 
they  had  been  appointed.  That  was 
obvious  from  the  speeches  op^wsite, 
justifying  the  Bill  upon  the  ground  that 
at  the  late  Election  the  coimtry  had  de- 
clared itself  in  favour  of  reversing  the 
policy  of  the  past,  and  contending  that 
the  Government  was  bound  to  justify 
their  present  position  in  office  by  giving 
eiibct  Dy  means  of  this  Bill  to  such  re- 
versal of  policy.  And  what  were  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  himself  ?  He 
said,  alluding  to  tlio  attitude  of  the 
Nonconformists  towards  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  that,  as  the  gims  wore 
pointed  at  tlie  fortress,  it  was  but  just 
a  A  well  as  necessary  that  tliey  on 
their  side  should  make  a  stand  and 
defend  tlieir  fortifications.  Ho  spoke 
of  '*  belHgorents  "  and  of  **  enemies  and 
allies/'  and  in  powerful  imd  stirring 
language  expressed  the  finn  resolve  of 
the  Church  to  hold  to  the  last  those 
^reat  educational  endowments  through- 
out the  country,  as  the  outworks  and 
fortifications  of  the  threatened  Estab- 
lishment. AMiat  did  all  that  mean  ? 
Did  it  mean  the  superseding  a  Commis- 
sion that  had  failed  to  do  its  duty,  and 
the  introduction  of  a  mere  amending 
Bill  to  extend  the  principle  of  tlie  exist- 
ing Act  ?  AVas  it  not,  on  the  contrary, 
clear  and  plain  that  the  object  of  that 
Bill  was  of  a  wholly  opposite  character  ? 
He  would  not  dwell  too  much  upon 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  would 
turn  at  once  to  the  Bill  itself.  In  Wales 
a  strong  feeling  had  been  aroused,  and 
most  justly  aroused,  against  the  Bill, 
from  one  end  of  the  Principality  to  tlie 
other.  The  great  body  of  the  people 
were  Nonconformists,  and  there  were  a 
large  number  of  these  ancient  endowed 
schools  spread  all  over  the  country ;  and 
the  determination  on  the  part  of  the 
Established  Church  to  seize  and  retain 
those  ancient  national  institutions,  and 
to  convert  them  into  so  many  fortresses 
planted  throughout  the  land  for  the  de- 
fence of  that  Church,  would  cause  a  deep 
and  bitter  feeling  of  resentment  not  only 
on  the  part  of  DissentcTS,  but  in  the 
breast  of  every  generous  and  liberal- 
minded  man,  whether  Churchman  or 
Dissenter,  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land.  Turning  to  the 
language  of  the  Bill  itself  it  was  by  no 


means  obvious,  at  first  sight,  what  the 
true  operation  of  it  would  be,  and,  in- 
deed, except  to  persons  of  legal  expe- 
rience, it  was  difficult  and  puzzling  in 
the  extreme.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
stating  that,  having  carefully  studied 
the  Bill,  and  compared  its  language  with 
the  Act  of  1869,  it  was  not  an  amending 
Bill  at  all,  but  a  Bill  which  completely 
reversed  that  great  leading  principle  of 
the  Act  of  1869,  which  was  to  throw 
open  the  great  endowed  scliools  of  the 
Kingdom  to  all  without  distinction  of 
creed  or  sect.  Clause  4,  in  a  manner 
wholly  unprecedented  in  legislation, 
placed  a  forced  and  unnatural  interpre- 
tation upon  the  words  "  express  terms  of 
the  original  instnmient  of  foundation," 
wherever  they  occur  in  the  Act  of  1869. 
And  what  was  the  effect  of  this  ?  In 
order  correctly  to  appreciate  the  eflbctof 
this  extraordinary  Interpretation  Clause, 
it  would  bo  necessary  to  apply  its  lan- 
guage to  the  provisions  of  Sections  17, 
18,  and  19,  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
1869,  and  if  the  House  would  allow 
him  he  would  read  the  exact  words  to 
the  House.  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  was 
this — 

**  In  this  Act  .ind  tho  KiiJowod  Schools  Acts 
the  cxpn'S9i(»n  *  express  terms  of  the  cirijjinal 
instruinenl  of  foundation,'  shuU  Iw  hold  to  in- 
clude any  provision  in  llu*  ori^nnjil  instnmient 
of  foTmdati»m  which  enjoins  the  attendancti  of 
the  scholars  at  the  reliprious  worshij)  of  any  par- 
ticular church,  sect,  or  d< 'nomination,  or  that 
they  should  he  memhers  of  a  jvariicular  church, 
sect,  or  denomination,  or  directs  tluit  the  nwstors 
or  J >rincii>;d  master  of  a  school  arc  to  ho  persons 
or  a  person  heloiijrino:  to  any  ])articular  church, 
sect,  or  denominati<m,  or  re(piires  or  suhjocts 
the  rejindations  of  a  school  to  ho  made  or  ap- 
jirovjtl  hy  any  i)ei'S(m  orauthonty  holding"  ofli<"o 
in  any  church,  sjt.t,  or  dunomimition,  or  (lii-ects 
the  jfoveminjif  hody  of  a  school,  or  tlu*  majority 
of  such  hody,  or  the  electors  of  the  f^ovt  niing 
ho«lv,  or  a  maioritv  of  such  electow,  to  ho 
memlu.-rs  of  a  jKirticular  church,  sect,  or  deno- 
mination." 

Ho  woidd  now  read  the  Act  of  1869 — 

**  S«M'tion  17.--Tn  evorj'  scheme  (except  as  in 
hereinaftei-mentionrd)  n-latinir  to  any  educa- 
tion:il  endowment,  the  Commissioners  shidl  pro- 
vide that  the  reliifious  opinions  of  any  ]X'rson.  or 
hisattondanceor  non-attendance  at  any  particular 
fonu  of  reli^ous  woi"shi]>,  shall  n^-t  in  any  way 
attect  his  (|ualification  for  Iw-in^  one  of  the  ^o- 
vemini^  hody  of  such  endowment. 

'*Si,i.'tion  IS. — In  everj'  schiam*  (except  as  in 
hereinafter  mentioned)  rolatim?  to  an  endowed 
school,  the  (.'ommissioners  shall  provide  that  a 
pi^rson  shall  not  l>e  dis(|ualilied  for  hr'inp^  a 
master  in  such  s<'hool  hy  niison  only  of  his  not 
hoing  or  not  intendiuj*  to  >)o  in  holy  orders. 
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"  Section  19. — A  scheme  relating  to ...  . 
(2.)  any  educational  endowment  the  scholars 
educated  by  which  arc,  in  tho  opinion  of  tho 
ConmiiBsionerB  .  .  .  reqiiirod  hy  the  ex- 
press terms  of  the  original  instrument  of  foim- 
dation  ...  to  learn  or  to  bo  instructed  ac- 
cording to  the  doctiines  or  formularies  of  any 
particular  church,  sect,  or  denomination,  is  ex- 
cepted from  the  foregoing  provisions  rtjsixjcting 
rrligious  instruction,  and  attendance  at  njligious 
worship  .  .  .  and  re.si)ectiug  the  qualifica- 
tion of  the  governing  body  and  masters." 

lie  begged  the  House  to  observe  the 
language  of  tlieso  various  sections.  Ho 
had  been  exceedingly  dissatisfied  at  the 
timo  with  tho  narrovrness  of  the  excep- 
tion from  the  great  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1869,  contained  in  Section  19,  and 
still  more  so  with  the  extension  of  the 
exception  by  tho  Amendment  Act  of 
1873.  He  regarded  all  these  ancient 
educational  endowments  as  belonging  to 
the  nation,  and  thought  that  they  ought 
to  be  boldly  thrown  open  to  everybody, 
as  if  no  distinction  of  religious  creeds 
existed ;  but  those  exceptions  were  sub- 
mitted to  at  the  time,  though  not  with- 
out a  j)rotost,  as  a  compromise  in  which 
large  numbers  of  the  Liberal  party  had 
to  give  way.  It  was  now  proposed  by 
the  Bill  practii'ally  to  extend  the  excep- 
tion contained  in  Section  19  to  almost 
every  endowed  school  in  tlie  Kingdom. 
That  section  exc(»pted  from  the  operation 
of  Sections  17  and  18  of  the  Act,  all 
schemes  for  endowed  schools,  the  scholars 
ediKjatod  by  whicdi  were  required  by  the 
express  terms  of  the  original  instrument 
of  foundation  to  be  instructed  according 
to  tlie  doctrines  of  any  particular  Church. 
Objectionable  as  that  restriction  was  in 
principle,  it  was  of  less  consequence  prac- 
tically, as  it  reached  but  a  small  number 
of  endowed  schools,  because  not  many 
contained  any  express  provisiim  upon 
the  subject.  But  what  did  the  Bill  now 
propose  to  do  ?  It  proposed  to  extend, 
by  means  of  a  forced,  unnatural,  and 
even  ccmtradictory  interpretation,  this 
exception  to  every  endowed  school,  the 
iustnmient  of  foundatinn  of  which  could 
be  consi<lered  bv  anv  conceivable  in- 
ference,  ho wi.'ver  remote,  to  have  provided 
for,  or  liave  oven  contemplated  any  reli- 
gious instruction  of  its  scholars.  Tliat 
would  practically  bring  within  the  reach 
oF  the  exception  in  Section  19  almost 
every  endowed  school  in  the  Kingdom, 
and  would  in  effect,  though  not  formally 
or  in  words,  repeal  Sections  1 7  and  1 8 
of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  hand  over  all 
the  endowed  schools  to  tho  Churcli  of 
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England.  Bach  a  stop  was  the  moit 
monstrous  and  most  retrograde  fliit 
had  ever  been  attempted.  Let  not  hon. 
Members  deceive  themselves,  or  the 
country,  to  the  contrary,  for  that  was  the 
true  legal  operation  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  candidly  concede  that  there  irai 
a  sense  in  which  it  might  be  said  that 
the  present  Bill  merely  confirmed  and 
extended  a  certain  principle  recognized 
by  the  Acts  of  1869  and  1873.  No  doubt 
that  was  so,  but  what  principle  wv 
that?  It  was  the  principle  contained 
in  the  exception  in  Section  19,  which 
he  and  so  many  Liberals  objected  to, 
and  wished  to  see  abrogated,  and  which 
it  was  now  proposed  to  make  univerral, 
converting,  in  fact,  the  small  exception 
into  the  general  rule.  There  was  one 
advantage  of  being  in  Opposition : — he 
could  tell  the  Leaders  of  his  own  party 
that,  if  they  wished  ever  again  to  oe  in 
power,  they  must  bo  prepared  not  only 
to  repeal  the  Bill,  bxit  to  go  a  great  ded 
further  and  sweep  away  the  invidious 
exceptions  in  the  Acts  of  1869  and  1873, 
and  place  the  great  educational  endow- 
ments of  tho  coimtry  upon  a  broad, 
liberal,  and  truly  national  basis.  For 
his  own  part,  ho  was  prepared  to  go 
much  further  than  anybody  had  yet 
suggested  in  radically  reforming  and 
nationalizing  those  ancient  endowments. 
The  historical  accounts  which  they  had 
listened  to  as  to  the  origin  of  some  of 
those  endowments,  and  as  to  the  periods 
of  their  creation,  and  the  special  objects 
and  opinions  of  the  pious  founders  were, 
no  doubt,  very  interesting ;  but  he 
thought  that  a  great  deal  too  much  im- 
portance had  been  attached  to  that 
brani'h  of  the  subject,  and  to  the  special 
notions  and  ideas  of  ancient  founders 
who  had  been  dead  for  hundreds  of 
years.  lie  would  ask,  who  was  this 
pious  founder  for  whose  opinions  they 
were  asked  to  entertain  such  superstitions 
veneration,  and  whose  intentions  it  was 
seriously  contended  in  this  year  1874 
should  be  so  strictly  carried  into  effect? 
kSome  of  them,  no  doubt,  had  been  most 
worthy,  benevolont,  and  enlightened  men, 
whose  chief  objef^t  had  been  out  of  their 
superabundance  to  make  provision  for 
their  less  fortunate  fellow-creatures,  and 
by  these  munificent  gifts  for  religious, 
charitable,  and  educational  purposes,  to 
confer  a  public  benefit  upon  their  country 
in  generations  to  come.  But  it  was  un- 
deniable that  a  largo  number  were  men 
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of  an  opposite  character;  men  who, 
having  plundered  and  cheated  their 
fellow-creatures  through  life,  had  been 
described  by  a  well-known  writer  in 
language  more  irreverent  than  he  could 
have  ventured  to  uRe,  as  vainly  endea- 
vouring in  the  last  act  of  their  lives  to 
cheat  the  Devil  of  his  just  inheri- 
tance, after  they  had  left  this  world, 
by  bequeathing  their  souls  to  God, 
and  their  ill-gotten  wealth  to  reli- 
gfious  and  clmritable  uses.  Other  men, 
actuated  by  the  vilest  and  meanest 
motives,  had  bcquoatlied  large  sums 
to  such  purposes  with  a  view  of 
perpetuating  their  miserable  names. 
That  was  in  most  oases  the  pious  foun- 
der. He  fully  admitted  the  importance 
of  encouraging  the  wealthy  and  benevo- 
lent to  devote  property  for  the  use  of 
endowing  public  institutions,  especially 
of  an  educational  cliaracter ;  hut  ho  en- 
tirely disputed  the  policy  and  practical 
line  of  attempting  to  carry  out  too  closely 
the  ideas  or  wishes  of  pious  founders 
who  had  lived  huudreils  of  years  ago. 
Some  persons  seemed  to  think  that 
because  during  the  few  short  years  they 
lived  upon  the  earth,  thoy  became  pos- 
sessed of  property  or  accumulated  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  produce  of  the  earth, 
and  because  the  law  conferred  upon 
them  a  certain  x>ower  of  disposing  of  it 
at  their  death,  they  had  some  sort  of 
natural  right  to  dictates  to  future  gene- 
rations and  even  distant  nfi;'os,  how,  and 
upon  what  terms,  that  property  should 
be  used  and  applied  ;  ho  entirely  denied 
the  existence  of  any  such  right,  and  dis- 
puted the  policy  of  conferring  by  law 
any  such  rights  of  property.  The  ex- 
traordinary power  of  bequeathing  pro- 
perty in  perpetuity  was  entirely  un- 
known to  the  ancient  law  of  England, 
and  was  invented  by  the  lawyers  and 
priests  of  the  Middle  Ages  for  the  pur- 
pose of  accumulating  and  monopolizing 
power  in  the  hands  of  ecclesiasti(?s,  iu 
direct  opposition  to  the  true  spirit  of  the 
laws  of  England.  Nothing  could  bo  more 
injurious  to  the  moral  and  intellectual 
progress  of  a  nation  than  the  exercise 
of  such  extraordinary  powers  over  pro- 
perty, for  the  purpose  of  perpetuating 
particular  ideas,  whether  of  religion  or 
morals ;  because  ignorant  and  weak 
people,  under  the  intiuence  of  super- 
stitions, were  always  anxious  to  stereo- 
tjrpe  and  perpetuate  for  ever  certain  fixed 
ideas  of  morals  or  religion  under  the 


belief  that  they  had  discovered  some 
fixed  and  immutable  truths ;  and  the 
consequence  was  that  in  every  progres- 
sive country  the  endowed  teachers  of  re- 
ligion and  morals  were  invariably  be- 
hind, and  generally  in  conflict  with,  the 
age  in  which  they  lived.  Nor  would  his 
principle  be  found  in  practice  to  have  any 
effect  in  preventing  those  persons  who 
were  desirous  of  endowing  useful  public 
institutions  from  doing  so.  It  was  a 
well-known  fact  that  in  no  period  of  our 
history  had  there  been  so  many  or  such 
magnificent  endowments  created  or  gifts 
made  for  public  purposes  as  there  had 
been  in  modern  times,  and  since  Parlia- 
ment had  asserted  and  exercised  the 
right  of  dealing  freely  with  the  inten- 
tions of  ancient  foimders.  It  might,  he 
thought,  be  desirable  to  allow  founders 
for  a  limited  period  after  their  deatli — 
say  50  or  even  100  years — to  insist  uiK)n 
their  special  views  and  wislu^s  upon  any 
subject  being  strictly  carried  out;  but  be- 
yond such  fixed  period  he  thought  that 
all  special  restrictions  and  limitations 
upon  the  future  use  of  property  ought  to 
be  reviewed,  and,  if  necessary,  over-ruled 
and  made  conformable  to  the  public 
views  of  the  day.  Whether  property  had 
been  left  by  Roman  Catholics,  or  Angli- 
cans, or  Anabaptists,  for  the  puii^ose  of 
perpetuating  their  particular  doctrines, 
he  should  treat  as  wholly  immaterial 
after  the  lapse  of  the  period  of  limita- 
tion. He  would  treat  them  all  alike; 
and,  looking  at  the  matter  practically, 
he  was  convinced  that  the  abolition  of 
this  power  to  tie  up  property  to  reli- 
gious uses  in  perpetuity  would  strengthen 
and  not  weaken  the  rights  of  private 
property,  lleturning  to  this  Bill,  he 
should  not  bo  afraid,  for  his  part,  to 
see  the  Bill  pass  into  law,  because  it 
would  let  tlie  country  know  M'hat  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  as  to 
education  and  endowments  were  in 
the  future.  The  noble  Lord  had  let 
out  the  true  character  of  their  future 
policy  when  ho  had  spoken  in  such  im- 
passioned language  of  "  guns  pointed," 
of  ^*  belligerents,'*  of  **  enemies  and 
allies,"  and  of  ''fortresses  to  be  re- 
tained and  defended,"  all  in  relation  to 
the  great  educational  endowments  of 
the  countr}'.  What  was  that  but  the 
language  of  war?  The  noble  Lor^l 
had  thrown  down  the  gauntlet  and 
had  hurled  defiance  at  the  Noncon- 
formists and  the  wliole  Liberal  party. 
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[Mr.    Disraeli  ;     Defence,    not    defi- 
ance.]    '*  Defence  and    not   defiance'' 
did  tne    right  hon.     Gentleman    say? 
He  thanked  him  for  the  interruption. 
He  thought  ho  liad  heard  those  words 
before.   But  -why  were  they  on  the  defen- 
sive, when  they  had  not  only  a  numerical 
hut  a  solid  and  substantial  majority? 
Was  it   that  they  felt   conscious  that 
they  had  placed  themselves  in  the  wrong? 
]^ut  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
noble  Lord  were  determined  to  pursue 
that    unfortunate  metaphor,   he  would 
remind  them   that   in  order  to  defend 
those  fortresses  they  must  first  re-take 
tliom,  for  at  present  they  were  in  the 
hands  of   the  enemy,    and  they  knew 
tliat ;  and  it  was  by  moans  of  this  Bill, 
which  was  in  truth  and  iu  fact  no  loss 
than  a  declaration  of  war,  that  it  was 
hoped  that  they  would  bo  regjiinod.  The 
Tory    Government    had    declared    war 
against    the    Nonconformists    and    the 
Tiiberal  party  in  relation  to  the  endowed 
schools  of  the  whole  countrj-,  and  he 
hoped  that  tlie  country  would  fully  un- 
derstand the  import  of  that  declaration. 
He  could  only  speak  on  behalf  of  his  own 
constituency  in  Wales;   but  he  hoped 
that  if  the   Bill  must  pass,  it  should 
pass  with  all  its  present  defomiity.     It 
was  impossible  that  any  rucIi  rotrogade 
measure  could  now  do   any  permanent 
harm   to  the   country;    whilst,    on  the 
other  hand,  it  would  sei-vo  to  show  the 
people  that  tlie  Toiy  Government  had 
thrown  oil'  the  mask,  and  it  would  bring 
thorn  back  to  tlioir  souses  and  prove  to 
thoni  what  g<?oso  Ihoy  had  made  of  them- 
selves at  the  last  Election.      It  was   a 
measure  whicli  the  country  woukl  resent, 
and  which  would  moreover  enable  those 
who  wished   to  carry  out  true  Liberal 
principles    with  respect   to   educational 
iMidowmonts,  not  only  at  a  future  time 
to  repeal  the  Bill,  but  likewise  to  carry 
out  a  complote   and  radical   reform  by 
sweeping  away  all  restrictions  and  ox- 
(!Options  from  the  legislation  of  1 801)  and 
1 87.'^  and  giving  tho  full  benefit  of  all 
our  ancient  endownumts    to  the    entire 
ocnnmuTiitv   without   distinction  of  reli- 
gious  creed  or  sect. 

Srit  TII():MA.S  AOLANl)  could  not 
but  feel  that  a  challenge j — an  otlcnsive 
challenge — had  been  given  to  N(mcon- 
formists,  and  also  that  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  had  been  ex- 
posed to  undue  treatment.  The  noble 
Lord  (A''iscount   Sandon)  had  an  here- 
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ditary  right  to  deal  with  this  qnestion, 
for  years  ago  his  honoured  father  (the 
Earl  of  Harrowby)  had  made  eanieet 
endeavours  to  make  the  grammar  schooli 
and  the  endowed  schooLs  of  the  oountxy 
more  useful  for  the  people.     He  gaTe 
every  credit  to  the  noble  Ix)rd  for  good 
intentions,  and  thought  it  was  very  hard 
to  place  him  in  a  position  so  painful  and 
disagreeable  at  so  early  a  period  of  his 
official  career.     He  did  not  believe  he 
had  been  placed  there  by  the  Prime 
Minister.     If  tho  Government    wished 
to  improve  the  machinery  of  the  exist- 
ing Act,  it  was  not  necessary  to  treat 
with  censure  and  utter  contempt  the  h- 
bours  of  tho  Commissioners  in  the  dis- 
charge of  a  very  difficult   and  onerous 
task.     ^lany  years  had  been   occupied 
in  solving  the  problem  of  middle  cIbm, 
or,  as  it  was  called  abroad,  secondair 
education.     lie  thought  tho  Grovcmment 
had  been  pushed  on  by  the  coimty  Mem- 
bers behind  them.     He  believed   that 
the    wounding  of   tho    dignity  of  the 
Trustees  of  Schools,  and  the  touching 
of  the  pockets  of  thoso  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  education  of  tho  people, 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  unpopu- 
larity of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners.    No  one  was  more  sincerely  in- 
terested in  public  school  education  than 
Lord    Lyttelton.      Ho   was    sometimes 
called  a  bouncing  Eton  boy ;  his  heart 
was  wrapped  up  in  public  school  edu- 
cation, and  he  was  a  warm  and  sincere 
Churchman.    He  it  was,  too,  who  solved 
the  question  of  a  Conscience  Clause  and 
prepared    a  bridge  which   the  Church 
was  enabled  to  step  over  for  some  pur- 
pose.    He  was  a  friend   to   instruction 
of  a  definite  religious  character,  and  he 
believed  that  that  was  not   inconsistent 
with  the   principle  of  trusting  the  Eng- 
lish   people  with   the    management  of 
their  own  affairs.     Canon  llobinson  was 
identified  with  middle-class   oducatioD, 
was  a  clergyman  of  tho  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  had  done  his  utmost  to  get 
over  tho  dilJiculties  whicli  beset  the  path 
of  the  Cimimissi oners.     He  believed  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Endowed  Schook 
Commissioners  was  directed  against  one 
outspoken  man  who  had  had  the  courage 
to  speak  out  against  some  of  the  most 
glaring  abuses — a  man  who  was  an  emi- 
nent member  of  one  of  our  Universitiee^ 
a  man  noted  for  extraordinary  accuracy 
and  (conscientiousness.   Having  watched 
his  career  for  some  years,  he  never  saw 
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a  man  who  so  observed  authority  and 
never  went  beyond  the  law.  That  was 
the  man  whom  this  Bill  was  directed 
ag^nst.  lie  was  a  man  distinguished 
as  a  scholar  and  as  a  schoolmaster,  and 
lie  was  to  be  turned  adrift  after  many 
years*  service  simply  because  he  rendered 
himself  objectionable  to  country  gentle- 
men. [**  Name,  name !  "]  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  knew  the  name  well 
enough.  They  wanted  to  get  rid  of 
him,  but  he  believed  it  was  not  intended 
to  turn  off  the  rest  of  the  staff.  Those 
who  knew  best  tlie  gentleman  to  whom 
lie  referred  would  bo  the  last  to  believe 
the  charge  of  discourtesy  to  the  Trustees 
of  Oakham.  Tlio  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer spoko  last  night  as  ho  always 
did,  kindly,  sensibly,  and  with  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  his  subject,  for  there  was 
no  more  sincere  reformer  of  endowed 
schools.  Ho  liad  worked  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Endowed  Schools 
Inquiry  Commission,  and  if  tlie  Govern- 
ment had  consult etl  him  tliey  would  have 
paused  in  their  career  of  turning  the 
present  Commissioners  adrift.  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  correctly  said,  that  the 
Endowed  Schools  Inquirj-  Commission 
had  recommended  that  the  duty  of  deal- 
ing with  these  endowments  Hhould  be 
given  to  the  Charity  Commissioners.  It 
was  not  for  them  to  dictate  the  creation 
of  new  machinery,  and  they  took  the 
more  modest  course  of  recommending 
that  the  work  should  be  given  to  an 
existing  Commission.  They  suggested, 
however,  that  with  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners should  be  coupled  Public  Boards 
of  the  neighbouring  gentlemen.  The 
Charity  Commission  itself  was  but  a 
branch  of  the  Court  of  Chancer}-.  The 
person  upon  whom  the  unpopularity  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  should 
be  visited  was  Mr.  Hobhouse,  a  late 
Commissioner,  who  was  now  serving  his 
country  in  India.  He  had  shaped  the 
early  course  of  the  Commission  on  some 
of  the  most  unpopular  points,  and  he 
had  two  remarkable  qualifications — he 
had  the  ready  pen  of  an  equity  drafts- 
man, and  he  had  been  a  Chaiity  Com- 
missioner. Did  the  Government  remem- 
ber what  it  was  to  lose  all  this  enormous 
mass  of  accumulated  knowledge  ?  He 
did  think  it  monstrous  that  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Richmond),  who 
called  nimself  the  Minister  of  Educa- 
tion, and  the  Vice  I^sident  of  the  Coun- 
cil, should  bring  in    this  £iU  without 
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any  personal  or  private  communication 
with  these  Commissioners.  The  only 
possible  explanation  of  that  was  that 
the  Commissioners  were  from  the  first 
doomed  to  destruction,  and  therefore  it 
was  thought  better  to  keep  the  know- 
ledge from  them.  He  deeply  regretted 
the  course  which  had  been  pursued.  If 
it  had  been  a  case  of  cattle  disease  or 
South  Down  sheep,  or  any  question 
afiecting  landlords  and  tenants,  the  noble 
Duke  would  have  spared  no  pains  to 
communicate  with  the  parties,  to  get  all 
the  information  in  his  power,  and  to 
produce  an  impression  on  the  minds  of 
those  with  whom  he  had  to  act  that  he 
had  not  been  behind  in  courtesy.  He, 
in  the  interest  of  the  public,  also  deeply 
regretted  the  course  which  had  been 
followed  by  the  Government,  and  he 
hoped  tlioy  would  find  some  means  of 
amending  the  Bill.  It  was  incompre- 
hensible to  him  (Sir  Thomas  Acland) 
that  a  responsible  Government  should 
come  down  to  that  House  with  nothing 
to  say  against  a  body  of  men  who  had 
been  engaged  in  a  great  public  work, 
but  that  they  were  unpopular.  But  did 
not  the  Conser\'ative  Party  know  what  it 
was  to  bo  unpopular  ?  However,  there 
the  Government  were,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  knew  how  many  votes  this 
question  had  gained  them  at  the  last 
Election.  But  he  would  ask  any  public 
man  who  remembered  what  had  occurred 
during  the  last  30  years,  whether  it  had 
been  the  practice  of  a  Government  to 
desert  a  (Commission  because  it  became 
unpopular?  Take  the  reform  of  the 
Poor  Law.  The  whole  power  of  the 
leading  journal  was  turned  against  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners ;  but  did  the 
Whig  Government  make  Mr.  Edwin 
Chadwick  the  scapegoat  ?  No ;  they 
stood  by  the  Commissioners.  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  did  not  throw  ofi*  his  resjwnsibility 
when  he  constituted  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners ;  yet  the  whole  power  of 
the  Deans  and  Chapters  was  brought 
most  earnestly  to  bear  against  them. 
There  were  things  done  here  which 
rendered  it  easy  to  throw  odium  on  that 
Commission  ;  but  the  Government  car- 
ried it  through  to  the  great  benefit  of 
the  country.  Neither  had  Mr.  Lingen 
been  thrown  over  by  the  Government  of 
the  day.  Why  did  not  the  present  Go- 
vernment, with  the  able  staff  they  had 
in  the  Education  Department,  take  up 
this  work,  and  make  themselves  respon- 
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sible  for  carrying  it  out,  instead  of 
throwing  it  upon  the  shoulders  of  a 
semi-ju£cial  Commission  ?  The  Go- 
vernment might  be  assisted  by  the  ex- 
perience of  eminent  gentlemen  in  the 
counties  and  large  towns  in  a  work  of 
this  kind.  He  could  truly  say  for  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  that 
their  earnest  endeavours  had  been  to  call 
into  play  local  influences,  and  not  merely 
to  enforce  their  own  views  finally.  There 
were  certetin  legislative  restrictions  im- 
posed upon  the  Commissioners  by  Par- 
liament, and  these  thev  introduced  into 
their  schemes ;  but  in  all  matters  affect- 
ing their  own  discretion  they  had  always 
deferred  to  that  of  the  Governing  Bodies 
concerned  in  working  out  the  schemes. 
He  was,  lie  might  add,  very  much  pained 
at  the  exceedingly  unfair  manner  in 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  ^Member 
for  Bradford  had  been  doiilt  with  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion,  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opi)osito  ought  to  know  better 
than  anyone  what  they  owed  to  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made 
provision  for  special  schools,  yet  througli- 
out  the  debate  ho  had  been  charged  with 
all  the  exdusiveness  which  liad  been  so 
often  mentioned  because  he  tried  to  meet 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  half-way.  He 
hoped,  he  might  add,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  say  plainly  whether  they 
intended  that  1  )is6entera  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  Governing  Bodies  of 
any  schools,  and,  if  any,  of  what  schools. 
Were  the  schools  to  bo  affected  bv  the 
Bill  to  be  as  much  entitled  as  liitherto 
to  scholarships  and  endowments,  and 
were  the  restnctions  with  respect  to 
masters  taking  Holy  Orders  to  be  in- 
creased ?  Ho  wished  also  to  know  what 
was  the  object  of  taking  away  from  the 
Governing  Bodies  the  power  of  assent- 
ing to  new  s<?li(?mes  ?  He  did  not  think 
it  was  unreasonable,  es])eoiallY  from  the 
point  of  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, that  provisi(m  should  bo  made  for 
the  continuance  of  religious  education 
under  circinustances  where  with  any 
kind  of  fairness  it  could  be  said  that  the 
schools  had  a  claim  to  bo  regarded  as 
denominational ;  but  if  the  exclusion  of 
Dissenters  was  to  be  maintained  to  any- 
thing like  the  extent  which  was  indi- 
cated, an  unmerited  insult  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  cast  on  Nonconformitits,  and 
a  step  taken  which  would  be  a  very 
serious  source  of  danger  to  the  Estab- , 
lished  Church.     Tliere  had  been  a  great 
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deal  of  nuBunderstanding  ^th  regud 
to  the  Bill;  but  there  was  no  mistake, 
at  all  events,  about  the  expression  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  determination  to  put 
down  Bitualism.  He  had  great  confi- 
dence that  the  Prime  Minister,  as  a  man 
of  genius,  was  anxious  to  give  to  ths 
lower  portion  of  the  middle  class  and 
the  upper  x)ortion  of  the  artizan  class  the 
benefit  of  the  ancient  and  noble  educa- 
tional endowments  of  the  country.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  make  ar- 
rangements by  which  they  would  be 
enabled  to  retain  in  some  form  or  other 
the  services  of  those  who  knew  meet 
about  this  subject.  He  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  treat  this  question  in 
such  a  manner  that  instead  of  arousing 
the  indignation  of  that  side  of  the  House 
they  would  win  its  support. 

Colonel  13ARTTEL0T  said,  he  was 
not  one  of  those  who  were  particulariy 
in  love  with  this  Bill ;  but  if  there  was 
one  thing  in  the  world  that  would  pass  the 
Bill,  it  was  tlie  speeches  they  had  heard 
in  opposition  to  it  fi*om  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  His  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  alwa3's  imported  more  patty 
spirit  into  his  speeches  than  almost  any 
other  man  he  knew.  He  began  by  at- 
tacking one  of  the  former  Commissioners 
who  was  now  in  India,  and  praising  an- 
other who  might  be  sitting  under  the 
Galleiy.  It  was  a  most  improper  thing 
to  praise  a  man  who  was  present ,  and 
to  blame  most  severely  a  man  who  was 
absent.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  The  hon. 
Member  said  Mr.  Hobhouse  was  not  a  fit 
man  to  be  on  the  Commission.  [**  Oh."l 
[Sir  Thomas  Acij^'d  :  I  did  not  say  so.] 
That,  at  all  events,  was  tlie  inference  to 
be  drawn  from  the  hon.  Baronet's  words. 
Then,  lie  said  that  the  noble  Duke  the 
President  of  the  Council  had  given  no 
notice  to  the  Commissioners  why  he  wa« 
going  to  dismiss  them ;  but  if  it  had 
been  a  matter  aflecting  pleuro-pnen- 
monia,  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant,  or  game — [Sir  Thomas  Aclaitd  : 
I  never  said  a  word  about  game.]  WeD, 
South  Downs  ;  game  and  South  Downs 
were  not  far  apart ;  whoever  bred  the 
one  well  would  be  able  to  breed  the 
other  well  also.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  no  reason  for  the  dismis- 
sal of  the  Commissioners  had  been  given. 
Perhaps  it  might  have  been  well  if  some 
reason  had  been  given  ;  and  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
said  thatthesemen  acted  to  the  bestof  their 
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ability  when  he  had  previously  said  that 
they  had  not  discharged  their  duty.   He 
(Colonel  Barttelot)  was  bound  to  say 
that  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other  he  had  heard  great  compleiints  of 
the  way  in  which  they  had  done  their 
duty.     He  had  never  heard  that  any 
complaints  had  been  made  against  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W. 
IS.  Forster)  for  the  way  in  which  he 
liad  carried   the   Act    of   1869.     The 
hon.     Member    for     Merthyr     Tydvil 
(Mr.  Eichard)  had  made  a  remarkable 
speech,  in  which  he  used  these  words 
— "The   Conservative   party    who    lie 
upon  the   benches    opposite."     What 
did  the  hon.  Member  mean   by  those 
words?    The  Conservative  party  wore 
an  orthodox  and  proper  party,  and  he 
(Colonel  Barttelot)  never  saw  one   of 
them  lying  on  those   benches.      [Mr. 
Richard  :  I  beg  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  pardon.    I  said  ''lino  the 
benches  opposite."]    His  (Colonel  Bart- 
telot's)  ears  must  have  deceived  him,  as 
he  had  certainly  taken  down  the  word  as 
"lie."      Well,   the    hon.   Member   for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  made  two  dis- 
tinct statements  the  other  night.    The 
first  was  that  imder  this  Bill  no  child  of 
a  Dissenter  could  receive  the  endow- 
ments or  scholarships  of  tlioso  schools. 
For  hifl  part,  if  he  (Colonel  Barttelot) 
thought  the  Bill  was  intended  to  pre- 
vent  the   children  of  Dissenters  from 
entering  into  fair  competition  with  those 
of  the  Churchmen,  he  would  not  support 
it.     But  it  would,  ho  believed,  have  no 
such  effect.    The  hon.  Member  also  said 
that  out  of  42  gentlemen  who  had  got 
fellowships  at    Trinity    College,   Cam- 
bridge, no  more  than  five  wont  into  the 
Church,  and  he  argued  that  this  Bill  in- 
sisted that    all   the  masters    of  those 
schools  should  be  clergymen.     If  that 
was  so,  the  Bill  should  not  have  his 
support ;  but  as  he  read  its  provisions, 
no    such   result  would   follow.    Those 
were,  however,  matters  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  made   perfectly  clear 
from  the  Treasury  Bench.    Whether  it 
was  wise  or  not  to  bring  in  this  mea- 
sure he  would  not  argue ;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  had  been  blackened  far  more 
than  it  deserved.     He  was  bound  to  say 
that  one  or  two  of  the  clauses  were  most 
obscure,  but  he  did  not  understand  them 
to  bear  the  construction  which  had  been 
put  upon  them  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site.   For  his  own  part,  he  should  be 


fflad  when  the  Bill  went  into  Committee, 
because    some    excellent    Amendments 
were    to    be   introduced   by  his   right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of   Cambridge    (Mr.  Walpole) 
and  others,  and  as  to  the  transfer  of  the 
duties  of  these  Endowed  School  Com- 
missioners to  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
he  heartily  and  entirely  approved  of  it. 
Me.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  loud  cheers  which  greeted 
the  close  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  on  in- 
troducing the  Bill  were  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  measure  was  merely  meant  to 
substitute  one  set  of  Commissioners  for 
another,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken  said  it  was.   If 
so,  ho  was  surprised  that  a  change  of 
that  description  should  have  called  forth 
so  much  enthusiasm.      When  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Thomas 
Acland)  sat  down  he  expected  that  some 
Member  of  the  Government  would  rise 
to  explain  the    position    in  which  the 
House  stood.    The  Government  had  cer- 
tainly not  assisted  the  House  very  much 
in  the  progress  of  the  Bill.     They  had 
had  two  speeches  from  the  noble  Lord, 
one  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
one  from  the  Home  Secretary,  and  one 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
But  as  one  portion  of  each  of   those 
speeches  was  devoted  to  answering  the 
other  portion,  much  light  had  not  been 
thrown  by  them  on  the  subject  under 
discussion.       The  noble  Lord's  second 
speech  had  explained  away  his  first ;  but 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  having 
only  spoken  once,  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  answering  himself.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  however,  done  away 
with  much  of  the  eflfect  wliich  might  have 
been  produced  by  the  speech  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War.  He  said  that  the 
reason  wliy  the  Commissioners  were  re- 
moved was  that  there  was  to  be  a  re- 
versal of  policy.      A    reversal  of  what 
policy;  and,  a  substitution  of  what  policy 
for  it  ?    Tliese  Commissioners  were  to 
be  dismissed,  not  because  they  had  done 
wrong,  but  because  of  the  reversal  of 
polic}'  which  was  going  to  take  place ; 
but  at  the  very  moment  when  the  House 
was  asked  to  assent  to  the  dismissal  of 
these  Commissioners  and  to  transfer  their 
duties  to  another  body  it  did  not  know 
what  was  the  policy  which  was  going  to 
be  reversed — it  did  not  know  whether  or 
not  Dissenters  were  to  be  eligible   as 
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members  of  the  Governing  Body  of 
schools.  The  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  presented  two  dif- 
ferent views  of  the  subject.  In  the  first 
he  spoke  of  the  Dissenters  as  belligerents 
but  m  the  second  he  called  them  '^his 
Nonconformist  brethren. '  *  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  cheer  the  noble  Lord  when 
he  spoke  of  his  Nonconformist  brethren ; 
but  then  his  belligerent  speech  was  re- 
ceived with  cheers  such  as  had  seldom 
been  equalled  in  the  present  Parliament. 
What  was  the  real  policy  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  ?  What  was  the  House 
asked  to  do  ?  Was  it  to  deal  with  the 
brethren  or  with  the  belligerents  ?  That 
was  the  question  before  the  House,  and  in 
order  to  answer  it  one  must  look  at  the 
BiU  in  connection  with  the  cheers  and 
speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  he  maintained, 
was  clear  enough.  It  had  been  argued 
that  in  the  Bill  of  1 869,  because  there 
were  exceptions  made  in  favour  of  a  cer- 
tain class  of  schools,  by  a  change  of  the 
exceptions  the  same  policy  would  be  pur- 
sued. The  1 7th  clause  was  the  principal 
one  in  the  Act  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
tlie  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  and  the  19th  contained  the  ex- 
ception. Out  of  some  850  schools  there 
might  be  50  or  100  exceptions,  and  the 
remainder  were  to  be  treated  under 
Clause  17  ;  and  now  it  was  contended 
that  because  certain  exceptions  were  ac- 
cepted, the  Government  were  pursuing  the 
same  policy  because  they  made  Clause 
19  the  rule,  and  Clause  17  the  exception. 
That  was  scarcely  a  fair  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  question.  It  was  making  it 
dangerous  to  bo  moderate.  Nothing 
could  be  more  dangerous  than  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  should  in  their  pre- 
sent strong  forces  set  the  example  that 
any  moderate  proposal  which  niiglit 
liave  been  accepted  by  the  other  party 
should  be  turned  against  them  for 
party  pui*posos.  He  wished  to  know 
what  would  be  the  elFect  of  this  Bill. 
There  were  three  classes  of  schools  to 
whicli  this  l^ill  would  apply — namely, 
schools  the  schemes  relating  to  which 
had  already  been  settled ;  schools  the 
schemes  relating  to  which  were  at  pre- 
sent under  consideration  ;  and  schools  as 
to  which,  at  present,  notliing  had  been 
done.  Let  him  consider  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  upon  these  three  classes  of  schools. 
They  had  at  present  200  schemes  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
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Commissioners.  The  whole  of  tbit 
work  this  Bill  proposed,  in  effect,  should 
be  pulled  down.  The  House  was  asked 
to  transfer  the  settlement  of  the  schemcf 
relating  to  those  200  schools  to  anotha 
body.  There  was  a  provision  in  the  BOl 
that  the  Commissioners  were  for  a  fimft 
to  act  together — that  the  Endoired 
Schools  Commissioners  and  the  Charity 
Commissioners  were  to  consider  theie 
points  together.  He  did  not  think  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  would 
have  much  satisfaction  in  discxusing 
these  schemes  after  they  had  been  so 
politically  discredited.  But  how  wen 
these  200  schools  to  be  dealt  with! 
Were  they  to  be  dealt  with  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  past — on  the  old  prindplM, 
or  on  the  new?  What  would  be  tlis 
effect  of  the  new  scheme  upon  the  old 
schools  which  had  already  passed  throogfa 
the  ordeal  of  getting  a  new  scheme  ?  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Beading 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  dealt  very  ably  wift 
that  portion  of  the  question.  Were  these 
schemes  to  be  re-C€L8t  ?  Were  the  ques- 
tions relating  to  them  to  be  raised  anevf 
The  Commissioners  had  ample  powen 
for  doing  so,  and  he  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Members  to  the  fact  that  the 
28th  clause  of  the  Bill  of  1869  gave  tlie 
Commissioners  power  to  make  supple- 
mentary schemes.  He  was  infonned 
that  as  to  all  those  schemes  which  hid 
been  contested  but  not  settled,  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  contest  as  to  uem 
should  be  fought  over  again  was  left  at 
the  mercy  of  the  new  Conunissionen; 
that  the  schools  at  Bradford,  Manchester, 
and  Birmingham  would  have  still  to  be 
dealt  with ;  and  that  as  to  the  schools  in 
other  towns,  they  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  according  to  the  new  policj. 
Was  that  a  tolerable  state  of  thinffs? 
It  was  an  intolerable  state  of  things.  Let 
the  House  consider  imder  what  auspices 
this  Bill  had  been  produced.  It  must 
be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Memben 
that  in  the  House  of  Lords  certain 
schemes  had  been  thrown  out  under  cer- 
tain influences.  As  to  the  school  st 
Birmingham,  an  influential  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government — namely,  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury — whose  influenoe 
with  reference  to  the  introduction  of  tbii 
BiU  might  be  detected,  had  succeeded  ii 
throwing  out  the  scheme  of  the  Commii- 
sioners ;  and  by  the  same  easy  pTOcess  the 
schemes  as  to  some  other  schools  also  hid 
been  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lordt, 
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r  From  the  policy  wHch  had  obtained  the 
rejection  of  those  schemes,  the  House 
i  might  perceive  the  policy  which  under- 
^  lay  this  most  mistaken  course  which  the 
^  Government  had  asked  the  House  to  as- 
'  sent  to.  With  regard  to  future  schools, 
r  lie  asked  again  what  was  the  reversal 
'■'  Ci£  policy  which  was  to  be  effected, 
^  and  ho  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
■:  Temment  would  give  a  clear  and  un- 
ambiguous answer  to  that  question. 
Was  that  reversal  to  apply  only  to 
xeligious  education  and  to  the  government 
of  schools — because  the  Marquess  of 
I  Salisbury  who  moved  the  rejection  of 
flohemes  relating  to  some  of  these 
flohools,  confined  himself  to  objections 
on  those  points?  He  (Mr.  Goschen) 
niahed  to  remind  hon.  Members  of  the 
five  points  of  reform  which  the  present 
Commissioners  were  to  inquire  into. 
The  Conservative  party  had  been  dazed 
into  acquiescence  with  regard  to  those 
points,  but  he  trusted  that  was  not  the 
case  with  reference  to  the  Liberal  party. 
The  five  points  which  had  actuated  the 
Commissioners  in  drawing  up  their 
schemes  were  patronage,  the  Governing 
Body,  the  education  of  girls,  the  religious 
endowments,  and  the  turning  the  old 
fframmar  schools  into  modem  schools. 
In  carrying  out  their  policy  they  had 
submitted  a  number  of  schemes  to  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government,  who  had 
been  good  enough  to  pass  all  the 
schemes  submitted  to  them.  [Viscount 
Sandon  observed  that  a  great  number 
had  not  been  passed.]  Forty-two  schemes 
had  been  passed,  throe  were  sent  back 
for  re-oonsideration,  and  the  remainder 
were  under  discussion.  But  was  a  single 
Member  of  that  House  so  simple  as  to 
believe  that  if  the  noble  Lord  was 
aware  of  schemes  presented  by  the 
Commissioners,  which  offended  against 
any  of  the  great  canons  that  were  to  be 
set  np  by  the  present  Government,  ho 
would  not  have  informed  the  House  of 
the  monstrous  proposals  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
moners  ?  Why,  in  the  course  of  a  three 
nights'  debate  not  a  single  instance  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  even  an  injudicious  act  on  the 
part  of  that  body.  Were  hon.  Members 
aware  of  any  previous  case  in  which  a 
Commission  had  been  dismissed  and 
diMsredited  when  not  one  of  its  acts  had 
been  questioned  ?  The  fact  was,  that  it 
was  not  for  what  they  had  done,  but  for 


what  they  had  said  in  reply  to  hostile 
questions  put  to  them  before  a  Com- 
mittee that  the  Commissioners  were  to 
be  dismissed.  They  were  to  be  dis- 
missed because  they  were  opposed  in 
theory  to  the  wishes  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  because  the  latter  could  not 
trust  them  to  carry  out  a  reversal  of 
their  policy.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  asked  what  was  the  point  on  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  going 
to  reverse  the  policy  of  the  present 
Commission,  and  in  what  they  expected 
the  Charity  Commissioners  woiud  do 
better  than  their  predecessors  ?  He  felt 
satisfied  that  the  House  would  not  con- 
sent to  conclude  this  debate  without  an 
expression  of  opinion  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  this  all-in^ortant 
point.  Ho  wished  to  know  further  what 
was  the  real  declaration  of  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
second  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord, 
or  the  first  one  which  appeared  to  com- 
mand the  full  consent  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  suggested  to 
the  House  that  if  they  could  not  pass 
the  Bill  it  might  be  advisable  to  drop 
it.  [**No."]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  threatened  that  as  the  Act  would 
drop  the  Commission  would  drop  with 
it,  and  that  the  country  would  be  put  to 
the  enormous  inconvenience  of  being  for 
a  certain  number  of  months  without  a 
Commission  at  all.  For  his  part,  such 
a  result  would  be  endurable.  [^Minis- 
terial cheer 8.1  Hon.  Members  opposite 
who  cheered  the  observation  did  not 
wish  any  further  reform  in  this  direc- 
tion, so  that  they  might  go  on  enjoying 
their  abuses.  There  would  then,  in 
their  opinion,  be  no  unpopular  Com- 
missioners going  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land  disturbing 
vested  interests  and  raising  a  number 
of  most  inconvenient  questions.  But 
for  his  own  part,  he  should  piefer  to 
have  no  reform  for  a  short  time,  with 
the  view  of  having  at  no  distant  date 
an  effectual  Commission  appointed. 
That  would  be  better  than  appointing 
an  ineffectual  Commission  for  five  years, 
which  would  create  great  dissatisfaction 
throughout  the  country.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Yiscoimt  Sandon)  had 
spoken  of  forging  links  which  would 
imite  different  parties  together.  At 
present  the  only  forging  process  that  ho 
(Mr.   Goschen)  had  seen  consisted  in 


459        JEndoiccd  ScJiook  Ads         [ COMMONS  | 


Amendment  Bill. 


460 


the  noble  Lord's  blowing  tho  bellows  so 
as  to  kindle  a  fierce  flame  all  over  the 
country.  If  this  Bill  passed  no  good 
results  could  flow  from  it.  "Would  the 
Church  derive  any  benefit  from  it  ?  As 
a  Churchman  ho  ventured  to  say  that  it 
would  not.  The  action  that  had  been 
taken  by  tho  Conservative  party,  and 
the  attitude  assumed  by  them  on  this 
question,  had  been  very  disastrous  to 
the  Church  of  England,  and  it  was  a 
remarkable  fact  that  during  the  last 
six  months  the  Conservative  party  had 
been  in  power,  the  Church  of  England 
had  incuiTcd  more  serious  perils  than 
during  the  four  years  the  Commission 
had  been  in  existence.  The  Liberal 
party  when  in  office  identified  itself 
with  the  nation,  whilst  it  secured  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Church, 
and  the  Church  had  suffered  more  dur- 
ing the  short  period  of  existence  of  tlie 
Conservative  party  than  during  the 
whole  time  the  Liberal  party  wore  in 
power.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
had  warned  the  Government  against  iden- 
tifying itself  so  closel}'  with  the  Church, 
because  it  was  impossible  for  a  Govern- 
ment to  identify  itself  in  such  a  manner 
with  the  Church  without  rendering  it 
dangerous  to  the  Church  itself.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  made  a  little  speech 
across  the  Table  that  evening,  inter- 
rupting the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbigh  (Mr.  Watkin  Williams)  in 
a  humorous  manner.  When  it  was 
remarked  that  that  Bill  was  a  defiance 
on  the  part  of  the  Church,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  **  Defence,  not 
defiance'* — and  he  might  have  said  in 
his  epigrammatic  manner,  that  his  de- 
fence of  that  Bill  was  defence  of  the 
Church.  This  policy  of  making  excep- 
tions rules  and  rules  exceptions  was  not 
a  policy  of  defence,  but  one  of  aggres- 
sion, and  was  sure  to  be  followed  by  re-ac- 
tion. Whether  they  wouldpassthisBill  or 
not  ho  did  not  know,  but  hon.  Members 
on  that — the  Opposition — side  might  have 
one  consolation — that  in  the  Bill  were 
clauses  whicli  provided  that  every 
scheme  would  have  to  be  submitted  to 
the  House  before  it  passed  into  law. 
He  understood  that  they  were  to  have 
an  Ecclesiastical  Session  next  year,  and 
if  every  scheme  to  be  passed  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  after  our  policy 
had  boon  reversed  was  to  bo  submitted 
to  Parliament  and  to  be  challenged  by 
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hon.  Members  on  that  side,  who  would 
keep  a  most  watchful  eye  upon  those 
schemes,  a  very  considerable  portion  of 
their  time  would  be  employed  in  consider- 
ing the  reversal  of  that  policy.  Let  tiw 
Government  now  declare  what  that  re- 
versal of  policy  would  be,  and,  unles 
their  utterances  were  entirely  unam- 
biguous, he  trusted  tho  House  wooU 
support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney  (llr. 
Fawcett.) 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  eat 
down  had  informed  the  House  and  tke 
coimtry  that  tho  existence  of  the  Coneo^ 
vative  Government  was  incoxnpatiUe 
with  the  safety  of  tho  national  CnmdL 
He  thought  that  a  startling  statement 
but  the  explanation  was  as  follows:— 
that  the  Conservative  Government  was 
apt  to  identify  itself  with  the  interests  of 
the  national  Church ;  whereas  the  Libe- 
ral Government  took  care  to  make  it 
plain  that  it  regarded  the  Chuxoh,  not 
as  the  national  Church,  but  as  the 
Church  of  the  nation.  He  hoped  tfait 
distinction  woidd  be  regarded  as  sitis- 
factory  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  that  fiir 
the  future  among  those  leading  questions 
which  would  be  put  to  candidates  on  the 
hustings  would  be  this  one — '^  Are  you 
in  favour  of  the  national  Church  or  of  the 
Church  of  the  nation  ?  "  The  light  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  very  inffeniousand 
luminous  speech,  in  which  he  found  fault 
with  nearly  everything  his  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Sandon)  had  said  in  both  the 
speeches  he  had  delivered;  he  pro- 
pounded a  great  number  of  questioni 
better  suited  to  the  less  heating  atmos- 
phere of  Committee,  and  thought  he 
had  discovered  what  he  called  a  ''  dis- 
ingenuous argument,"  which  founded 
itself  upon  the  conduct  and  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  when  he  was  in 
office.  Now,  having  listened  to  the 
greater  part  of  this  debate,  he  had  heard 
no  speech  during  the  course  of  it  which 
more  fully  vindicated  that  argmneot 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
termed  '*  disingenuous  "  than  the  fiank 
and  outspoken  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Denbigh  Bo- 
roughs (Mr.  Watkin  Williams).  Turn- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bnd- 
ford,  who  sat  below  him,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  frankly  and 
openly  that  he  was  as  much  oppoaed  to 
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the  legislation  of  the  Act  of  1869  as 
regarded  the  19th  section,  and  to  the 
Act  of  1873,  as  ho  was  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  Well,  if  that  were  so,  how 
could  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
with  any  show  of  consistency,  support 
an  abstract  Resolution  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett), 
asking  the  House  to  refuse  to  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Committee 
because  it  was  hostile  to  the  policy  of  the 
last  Government  ?  Why,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  opposed  to  the 
policy  of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  if  the  Bill 
before  the  House  was  opposed  to  that 
Act,  he  ought  really  to  vote  for  the  Bill 
g^ing  into  Committee.  And  now  he 
challenged  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
znent  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney. 
How  were  they  to  find  the  policy  of  the 
last  Parliament  ?  Was  it  expressed  in 
the  speeches  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
however  distinguished  or  infiuential? 
Was  it  expressed  in  the  votes  of  that 
House — votes,  it  might  be,  that  were 
carried  by  very  large  majorities?  He 
denied  that  the  jwlicy  of  the  last  Parlia- 
ment had  been  expressed  in  any  such 
way.  In  order  to  get  at  that  policy,  or 
nnderstand  what  it  really  was,  they 
would  have  to  consider  the  Act  itself 
which  had  been  passed  by  that  Parlia- 
ment. He  maintained  that  the  BiU  was 
not  in  contravention  of  that  portion,  at 
all  events,  of  the  policy  of  the  last  Par- 
liament with  which  it  professed  to  deal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the 
House  that  so  hostile  was  he  to  this 
measure — so  convinced  was  he  that  it 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  Church  and  fatal  to  the  interests  of 
education,  so  much  alive  was  he  to  its 
re-actionary  character  that  rather  than 
see  it  passed  he  would  be  willing  that 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  and 
the  Acts  of  1869  and  of  1873  should  be 
swept  away  at  once  in  order  that  he 
mignt  get  the  chance  of  something 
better  in  the  future.  If  they  were  to 
talk  of  the  policy  of  past  Parliaments, 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that  in  the 
last  Parliament  he  had  heard  something 
of  this  sort.  This  was  not  the  first  time 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Libe- 
ral side  of  the  House  had  said — "We 
would  rather  see  all  legislation  aban- 
doned, and  the  endowed  schools  left  to 
shift  for  themselves,  than  that  a  re- 
actionary and  fatal  policy  should  be 
inaugurated."  An  hon.  Gentleman  whom 


he  saw  rise  to  address  the  House  a  few 
minutes  ago,  in  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  of  1 873,  concluded  his  observa- 
tions with  the  words  which  the  House 
had  heard  repeated  several  times  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  said — 

"  Ho  altogether  objected  to  the  exclusion,  "by 
the  6th  clause*  of  some  of  the  schools  from  the 
operation  and,  conse<iuently,  from  the  benefits, 
of  the  Act,  and  could  not  sec  on  whiit  principles 
such  a  pro\'ision  had  been  adopted.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Selei-t  Conmiittee  did  not  at 
all  justify  such  an  alteration  in  the  law,  and, 
for  his  part,  he  would  rath(^r  set*  the  Bill  lost 
than  that  such  a  provision  should  be  sanctioned 
by  the  House.  It  would  upset  a  principle  which 
they  had  fought  hard  to  establish,  and  he  could 
not  be  a  ^wrty  to  any  retrograde  movement  on 
the  subject,  and  for  that  reason  he  felt  bound  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill." — [3  Sansard^ 
ccx\'ii.  719-20.] 

In  spite  of  that  vigorous  protest  and  the 
division  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  then  took,  the  "  retrograde 
measure  "  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  passed  into  law.  The  measure  was 
called  ** retrograde."  Why?  Because 
it  extended  in  certain  respects  the  provi- 
sions of  the  1 9th  section  of  the  original 
Act  of  1869.  It  therefore  incurred  the 
hostility  and  animadversion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  and  his  friends. 
Well,  what  did  this  Bill  do  ?  The  Bill 
was  founded  mainly  upon  the  proposals 
made  in  the  Select  Committee  out  of 
which  the  Act  of  1873  arose.  It  was 
designed  further  to  explain,  and  to  a 
certain  extent  extend,  the  principle 
which  was  sanctioned  by  the  Acts  of 
1869  and  1873.  Well,  but  if  that  were 
so,  how  could  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen raise  the  cry  of  **  retrograde,  re- 
actionary policy?"  How  could  they 
appeal  to  the  country,  which  he  was 
bound  to  say  up  to  the  present  moment 
did  not  show  the  least  inclination  to 
respond  to  the  appeal  ?  This  Bill  was  a 
fair  and  legitimate  Bill,  and  a  fair  sub- 
ject for  discussion  in  Committee;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  to 
have  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  explained,  his 
answer  was,  the  place  to  explain  them  was 
in  Committee  of  the  House.  Now,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  fur- 
ther that  he  relied  upon  the  five  points 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney, 
and  expected  the  Government  to  give  a 
positive  explanation  of  them,  his  answer 
was,  that  with  three  of  them  this  Bill 
did  not  concern  itself  in  the  least — 
namely,  female    education,  patronage, 
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and  the  turning  of  old  into  modem 
schools.  The  other  two  points  would 
form  subjects  of  discussion  when  the 
House  got  into  Committee,  as  he  trusted 
it  would  to-night ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  any  doubt  as  to  the 
schools  which  had  been  already  treated 
by  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners, 
he  would  tell  him  that  the  schemes 
which  had  received  the  assent  of  the 
Queen  in  Council  were  not  touched  by 
this  Bill,  and  it  was  never  the  intention 
of  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
measure  to  place  those  schemes  at 
hazai*d.  But  if  any  doubt  still  existed 
on  the  subject,  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  consider  the  proposal  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eeading  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  and  clear  it  up.  With 
respect  to  the  minor  points  in  tlio  Bill — 
namely,  how  far  the  principle  of  former 
Acts  with  regard  to  Section  19  of  the 
original  Act  should  be  exemplified  and 
extended,  that  was  a  fitting  subject  for 
discussion  in  Committee.  He  protested 
against  the  violent  outcry  that  was 
raised  against  the  whole  principle  of 
the  measure,  and  he  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  raised  this  clamour 
what  they  expected  would  be  done  by 
any  Government  coming  into  office  and 
finding  that  the  Act  of  1873  would  expire 
at  the  end  of  1 874  ?  [An  hon.  Member : 
Eenew  it.]  Did  they  suppose  that,  with 
the  distinct  statement  on  the  part  of  the 
Commissioners  that  the  language  of  a 
portion  of  the  1 9th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1 8r^9  was  so  obscure  as  to  load  to  con- 
stant trouble  and  difficulty,  the  Govern- 
moiit  was  not  boimd  to  legislate ;  aiid 
that  aftcT  such  a  condemnation  of  the 
wording  of  tlio  section,  the  future  opera- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  could  bo  left 
subject  to  the  difficulty,  trouble,  and 
annoyance  they  had  experienced  in  the 
past?  If  nothing  had  been  done  the 
Government  would  have  been  justly  open 
to  animadversion  and  to  censure.  A 
groat  deal  had  been  said  in  condemna- 
tion of  the  Government  as  to  the  course 
which  they  liad  ado])ted  in  transferring 
the  authority  from  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  to  tlio  Charity  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  after  the  statement  which 
was  read  to  the  House  last  night,  could 
it  be  doubted  that  there  were  practical 
and  sensible  reasons  why  the  change 
should  be  made  ?  For  himself,  he  had 
not  denounced  the  language  or  conduct 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission; 
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but,  terminating  as  it  did  this  year,  it 
was  necessarily  the  duty  of  the  Govem- 
ment  to  propose  legislation,  and  it  was 
natural,  reasonable,  and  sensible  that 
with  the  view  of  giving  increased  facili- 
ties for  the  re-organization  of  public 
schools,  and  the  future  management  of 
them,  the  course  proposed  should  have 
been  recommended  by  the  GK)YeTnment. 
He  was  not  in  the  least  ashamed  of  the 
course  adopted,  nor  did  he  believe  it 
would  be  misinterpreted  by  the  coimtry. 
He  had  the  honour  of  enjoying  the 
friendship  of  one  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners,  and  nothing  could  be  fur- 
ther from  his  thought  or  intention  than  to 
think  or  say  anything  derogatory  of  that 
gentleman's  public  conduct ;  but  waa  he 
to  be  told  that,  because  he  entertained 
the  highest  opinion  of  gentlemen,  when 
their  office  expired  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  Government  were  precluded  from 
considering  what  was  the  most  beneficial 
method  of  considering  the  powers  hitherto 
wielded  by  them?  The  CK>Yemment 
were  justified  in  the  course  they  had 
pursued,  and  they  submitted  it  with 
confidence  to  the  arbitrament  of  the 
House. 

Mtt.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  appears  to 
me  to  have  founded  liis  defence  of  the 
measure  before  the  House  mainly  upon 
these  propositions — that  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  is  about  to  expire ; 
that  the  outgoing  Commissioners  nave 
complained  of  the  ambiguity  of  the  19th 
clause  of  the  existing  Act ;  that  if  this 
Bill  bo  unacceptable  to  tho  Liberal 
party,  so  was  that  of  1873,  as  the  noble 
Lord  x^roved  by  reference  to  the  Motion 
of  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillw}ii) ;  and,  finally,  that  this  mea- 
sure is  not  to  be  considered  as  a  re-ac- 
tionary  measure,  but  rather  as  a  measure 
of  continuance,  expansion,  andmodifica* 
tion  of  a  process  which  was  set  in  Mo- 
tion by  the  last  Parliament.  As  regards 
three  of  these  allegations,  they  can  be 
disposed  of  in  fewer  words  than  those  in 
which  they  were  made.  If  it  be  true 
that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
is  about  to  expire,  it  is  about  to  expire 
in  consequence  of  the  enactment  forced 
upon  the  acceptance  of  the  majority  of 
the  late  House  of  Commons  by  the 
friends  of  the  noble  Lord  in  another 
branch  of  the  Legislature;  and  the 
noble  Lord,  in  founding  himself  upon 
that  state  of  the  law  as  an  apology  for 
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anything  that  cannot  be  justifiod  upon 
any  grounds,  is  pleading  his  own  wrong 
in  nis  own  defence.  The  allegation  that 
the  Commission  complained  of  the  am- 
biguity of  the  law  is,  no  doubt,  in  the 
letter,  true ;  but  that  allegation  was 
made  by  the  Commission — as  must  be 
known  to  the  noble  Lord — before  the 
Act  of  1873  was  passed,  for  the  purpose 
of  removing  the  ambiguity  which  the 
Government  of  the  day  and  which  the 
majority  of  the  House  recognized,  and 
therefore  it  cannot  be  quoted  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  justification  of  the  present 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  finds  the  hostility 
of  the  Liberal  party  to  the  Act  of  1873 
proved  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
oer  for  Swansea  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  cannot  have  exa- 
mined into  the  circumstances  of  that 
Motion,  or  he  could  not  havo  failed  to 
be  aware  that  it  had  no  connection 
whatever  with  the  matters  which  are 
now  in  dispute.  The  Motion,  founded 
upon  the  feelings  entertained  by  my 
hon.  Friend  with  regard  to  the  ap- 
plication of  small  endowments  for  the 
purposes  of  education,  was  perfectly 
distinct  from  the  matters  with  which  our 
present  discussion  has  to  do.  Now  I 
come  to  the  general  allegation  of  the 
noble  Lord,  having  brushed  aside  these 
very  trivial  allegations.  He  says  that 
this  Bill  is  to  be  regarded  rather  as  the 
continuance,  expansion,  and  legitimate 
prosecution  of  the  work  of  the  last  Par- 
liament, than  as  a  departure  from  the 
spirit  of  that  work.  "Wliat  is  the  his- 
tory of  the  case  ?  It  is  exceedingly 
grave,  because  it  is  full  of  warning  and 
danger  with  reference  to  future  times 
and  to  circumstances  which  may  be  diffe- 
rent from  the  present  circumstances.  In 
1869,  when  an  overwhelming  Liberal 
majority  had  just  been  returned,  when 
they  were  flushed  with  triumph,  when 
they  were  under  the  excitement  of  great 
measures  victoriously  advancing,  they 
undertook  to  deal  with  the  subject  of  en- 
dowed schools ;  and  under  the  guidance 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr. 
Forster),  and  of  the  noble  Marquess 
with  whom  he  was  immediately  con- 
nected in  o£BLce  (the  Marquess  of 
Bipon),  they  dealt  with  this  subject 
in  a  spirit  of  such  moderation,  that 
the  minority  in  this  House  found  no 
oooasion  to  complain,  and  the  majority 
in  the  other  House  sympathizing  with 
the  minority  of  this  House,  the  most 


marked  eulogies  wore  pronounced  upon 
the  spirit  and  temper  in  which  the  Bill 
had  been  framed  by  distinguished 
Members  of  that  majority.  The  noble 
Lord  proceeded  to  argue  that  the  con- 
cession which  the  Liberal  majority  made 
for  the  sake  of  averting  opposition,  and 
the    qualification  of    its    own    princi- 

Eles  to  which  it  was  content  to  submit 
y  a  general  regard  for  the  feelings  of 
others,  are  now  to  bo  turned  against 
it,  and  to  be  used  as  a  basis  of  appa- 
rently almost  imlimited  demands.  That 
was  the  first  step.  Then  comes  the  Bill 
of  1873.  In  1873,  with  the  sincere  pur- 
pose of  removing  ambiguity  undoubtedly 
yet  further,  schools  were  carried  by  the 
Act  of  the  late  Parliament  and  the  late 
Government  into  the  category  of  deno- 
minational schools,  and  that  again  is 
used  precisely  in  the  same  manner. 
That  liberality  of  construction  and  inter- 
pretation towards  the  minority  is,  the 
moment  that  minority  is  turned  into  a 
majority,  used  as  a  reason  and  justifica- 
tion for  urging  their  own  policy  to  a  far 
greater  extent,  in  utter  disregard  of  the 
spirit  and  provisions  of  existing  legisla- 
tion. Last  of  all,  the  astonishing  alle- 
gation of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  the  Bill 
is  founded  upon  proposals  that  were 
made  in  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
year.  Made,  Sir,  undoubtedly ;  but  by 
whom?  Made  by  the  minority  of  the 
last  Parliament.  Ho  has,  first  of  all, 
urged  against  you  all  the  concessions 
your  considerate  feelings  induced  you  to 
make — and  I  call  them  such  upon  the 
authority  of  Lord  Carnarvon  and  Lord 
Harrowby — and  then,  having  urged 
against  you  all  these  concessions,  he  re- 
sorts next  to  the  further  proposals  of 
the  minority,  which  even  your  patience 
could  not  then  endure,  and  says — 
**  After  all,  we  are  only  now  endea- 
vouring to  carry  into  effect  that  which 
as  the  minority  of  the  last  Parliament, 
we  asked.''  That  is  exactly  the  charge 
against  you,  and  that  is  exactly  the 
question  which  opens  up  this  general 
consideration  of  constitutional  proceed- 
ings in  respect  of  which  we  complain, 
quite  apart  from  the  merits  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  iniportant  as  those  merits  are. 
The  present  Government,  in  the  name  of 
Conservative  principle,  is  giving  the 
sanction  of  its  authority  to  a  kind  of  in- 
novation most  perilous  and  most  dange- 
rous to  the  course  of  legislation  of  this 
country,  as  it  has  been  stamped  and 


467        Fndotced  Schools  Acts  [  COMMONS } 


Amendment  BiU, 


46S 


sanctioned  by  the  practice  and  authority 
of  over)'  preceding  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, no  less  than  by  Liberal  Adminis- 
trations. The  Prime  Minister  last  night 
suggested  the  complaint  that  it  was 
sought  to  defeat  this  Bill  by  time.  I 
must  say  I  never  heard  a  suggestion  less 
warranted  by  the  facts.  Here  is  a  Bill 
most  obscure  in  its  character — to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  I  grant,  necessarily  obscure, 
from  tlie  system  of  reference  upon  whicli 
its  framework  is  founded — a  Bill,  ob- 
scure in  its  character  —  rendered  far 
more  obscure  by  the  uncertain  and  fluc- 
tuating declarations  of  iVlembers  of  the 
Government,  no  two  of  their  speeches 
agreeing  in  their  spirit,  and  the  most 
important  of  their  speeches  contradicting 
in  one  poi-tion  what  was  stated  in  an- 
otlier  portion  ;  a  Bill  introduced  into 
this  House  in  tlie  month  of  July,  touch- 
ing most  nearly  the  feelings  as  well  as 
the  interests  of  an  immense  mass  of  the 
population ;  and,  after  two  evenings  of 
discussion,  not  in  continuous  debate,  as 
the  sum  total  of  the  discussion  the  Prime 
Minister  of  the  country  has  the  courage 
to  insinuate  that  it  is  sought  to  defeat 
tliis  l^ill  by  time.  It  is  the  lirst  time  I 
ever  heard  suoli  a  charge  made  at  such 
a  stage  of  the  discussion  upon  any  Bill, 
and  it  is  not  favourable  to  tlie  progress 
of  Public  Business  tliat  such  a  cliarge 
►shouhl  come  from  such  a  quarter.  Whe- 
ther this  Bill  is  in  danger  or  not,  I  do 
not  tnow.  The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  last  night  as  if  he  were  not  un- 
willing that  it  should  be  in  danger.  Ho 
appeared  to  think  that  it  would  not, 
after  all,  be  a  very  bad  thing  if  the 
Commissioners  could  be  got  rid  of,  and 
if  the  endowed  schools,  with  aU  their 
imperfections  on  their  heads,  could  be 
allowed  to  slumber  for  an  indefinite 
time.  The  business  of  to-night  is  not,  I 
tliink,  to  bandy  charges  from  one  side  of 
the  IIouso  to  the  other  with  respect  to 
their  responsibility  for  an  event  which 
has  not  an'ived,  and  may  not  arrive ;  but 
the  n-al  business  of  the  evening  is  to  in- 
vestigate this  Bill,  and  if  necessary,  to 
advance  charges  wilhoiit  fear,  provided 
they  are  legitimately  founded  on  the 
contents  and  spirit  of  the  Bill.  Now,  I 
say  that  if  the  Bill  is  in  danger  at  all, 
it  is  in  consequence,  fu'st,  of  its  excep- 
tional and  extraordinary  character;  and, 
secondly,  on  account  of  the  singular  ob- 
Bourity  and  the  remarkable  self-contra- 
dictions of  those  who  have  introduced 
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and  recommended  it  to  the  HouBe.    Let 
us  see  how  that  matter  stands.    The 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  in 
his  doctrine  as  to  tlie  expansive  natim 
of  this  policy,  and  its  legitimate  relation 
to  the  Act  of  1869,  entirely  overlookpd 
tho  statement  which  was  made  in  the 
most  distinct  manner  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Goschen)  in  his  able  speech, 
and     by     preceding     speakers  —  that 
whereas  in  the  former  Acts  of  Farlia- 
ment  those  schools  which  were  received 

as  denominational  schools  were  strictlr 

• 

exceptions  to  the  rule,  the  spirit  and 
effect  of  this  Bill  as  it  stands,  is  to  con- 
vert tlie  rule  into  the  exception,  and  the 
exception  into  tho  rule.  That  was  an 
allegation  which  ought  to  have  been 
met  by  the  noble  Lord.  It  embraces 
the  whole  pith  and  substance  of  the 
case;  but  I  want  to  know  why  itwu 
passed  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  silence 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  that  chazge,  I 
think,  goes  far  to  justify  the  charge 
against  the  Bill  itself.  I  will  not  nov 
discuss  tho  two  speeches  of  the  noble 
Lord  tho  Vice  IVesident  of  the  CoundL 
they  have  already  been  largely  dis- 
cussed; but  I  will  refer  to  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  because  I  shall  then 
be  certain  that  I  am  not  misrepresent- 
ing the  effect  of  what  he  said.  It  was 
stated  by  him  that  the  Gt)yeminent  had 
advisedly  taken  this  course  with  regard 
to  the  Endowed  Schools  Conmussionen 
— those  Commissioners  who,  after  so 
many  years  of  service — we  are  now  en- 
titled to  say  at  the  expiration  of  three 
nights  of  discussion,  have  not  laid  them- 
selves open  to  one  single  charge  with 
reference  to  one  single  act  which  they 
have  done ;  and  who  are,  as  the  rewaid 
of  their  services,  to  receive  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  dismissal  from  office. 
Why  are  they  to  be  dismissed  from 
office  ?  Tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer undoubtedly  gave  a  reason  of  suffi- 
cient breadth.  He  said,  they  are  to  be 
dismissed  from  office  because  "  that  was 
the  most  considerate  and  feeling  ooone 
wo  could  pursue  towards  gentlemen  of 
so  much  character  and  high  position. 
How  could  we  go  to  them  and  say,  '  We 
cannot  ask  you  to  become  the  instra- 
ments  of  another  policy  from  that  which 
you  have  carried  out?'  Thexefim," 
said  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
with    very    considerable    plausi 
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if  not  fairness,  "  the  course  wo  took, 
even  if  it  appeared  abrupt  and  harsh, 
was  most  respectful  to  the  Commis- 
Bioncrs  from  whom  we  could  not  expect 
to  exact  compliance  with  a  fundamental 
change  in  the  proceedings."  So  far  so 
good,  as  regards  the  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernment, for  what  we  tliink  this  harsh 
dismissal  of  the  Commissioners.  But 
then,  when  my  right  hen.  Friend  came 
to  perform  the  rest  of  liis  task  I  imagine 
it  escaped  liim  that  ho  had  given  this  de- 
scription of  the  nature  of  the  new  duties 
to  be  undertaken.  He  had  evidently 
undertaken  a  very  difficult  labour.  He 
had  to  vindicate  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  dismissed 
Commissioners;  but  when  he  came  to 
disarm  the  fears  of  Parliament  and  the 
country  with  reference  to  the  character 
of  the  Bill,  he  said—**  The  Act  wiU  be 
carried  out,  upon  the  whole,  on  the  same 
lines  and  in  the  same  spirit  as  hereto- 
fore." Now,  I  submit  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  these  two  portions  of  his 
speech  are  in  flat  and  diametrical  con- 
tradiction of  each  other.  If  this  Act  is 
to  be  carried  out,  on  the  whole,  on  the 
same  lines  and  in  the  same  spirit,  I  ask 
why  were  the  Commissioners  dismissed? 
If  they  are  dismissed  because  it  would 
be  disrespectful  to  them  to  ask  them  to 
become  the  instruments  of  a  policy  ge- 
nerally different  from  that  in  which 
they  had  acted,  then  I  want  to  know 
what  right  had  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  conciliate  the  apprehen- 
sions of  Parliament  and  the  country  by 
alleging  that  things  are  to  be  earned  on, 
on  the  whole,  on  the  same  lines  and  in 
the  same  spirit  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  :  I  did  not  say  that  they  were  to 
be  conducted  in  opposition  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Commissioners  generally, 
but  on  certain  points,  in  particular 
Church  Schools ;  and  with  reforence  to 
lines,  I  was  speaking  of  the  general  re- 
form of  the  endowed  schools  of  the 
country. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  If  that  be  so, 
then  there  is  going  to  be  a  fundamental 
change ;  the  most  difficult,  the  most  de- 
licate of  all  the  changes  involved  in  this 
question,  which  concern  the  relations 
between  the  Church  and  the  Noncon- 
formists and  the  endowed  schools — upon 
that  question  there  is  going  to  be  a  nin- 
damental  change  of  policy.  Is  that 
oooTse  likely  to  be  satisfiEu^tory  ?    Is  it 


likely  to  be  satisfactory  even  to  the 
Friends  of  the  Government  ?  Very  re- 
markable Amendments  have  been  an- 
nounced from  their  own  Benches.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole)  pro- 
poses to  make  a  deep  gash  in  the  Bill. 
A  Gentleman,  who  appeared  to  speak 
not  without  some  understanding  with  the 
Government,  announced  his  readiness  to 
move  other  Amendments  in  the  same 
sense ;  and  altogether  I  must  say  there 
is  a  degree  of  difficulty  in  ascertaining, 
not  what  are  the  mere  professions  of  the 
Government — these,  until  they  are  closely 
examined,  carry  us  a  very  little  way  to- 
wards a  knowledge  of  the  facts — but 
great  difficulty  in  imderstanding  what 
is  the  real  nature  of  the  BiU  to  which 
we  are  intended  ultimately  to  give  our 
sanction.  We  must  take  the  Bill,  then, 
as  it  stands;  and  I  cannot  attach  too 
great  an  importance  to  the  avowal  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
frankly  made.  I  almost  think  that  wo 
understand  at  this  moment  somewhat 
better  than  we  have  understood  before 
— certainly  much  better  than  we  un- 
derstood during  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  last  spoke ;  better  even  than 
during  the  second  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
though,  perhaps,  not  better  than  during 
his  first  speech — the  actual  position  in 
which  we  stand.  What  is  the  principle 
then,  on  which  the  Govommont  are  to 
proceed  ?  We  are  told  it  is  a  pious  re- 
spect to  the  will  of  the  founders ;  but 
then  we  ask ;  what  do  you  say  to  the 
University  legislation,  where  you  have 
gone  much  further  from  the  will  of 
the  foimders  than  in  the  case  of  the 
endowed  schools  ?  Now,  mark  the  na- 
ture of  the  answer.  They  say,  "Oh, 
do  not  imagine  that  we  have  the  smallest 
notion  of  altering  the  University  legis- 
lation. That  is  to  be  regarded  as  sacred  ; 
but  this  is  a  measure  in  which  we  are 
perfectly  at  liberty  to  make  changes." 
Why  is  that  ?  In  the  case  of  the  Uni- 
versity legislation  the  result  was  arrived 
at  after  long  contest,  and  with  great 
difference  of  opinion  subsisting  to  the 
end,  and  because  it  was  manfuUy  opposed 
it  is  not  to  be  altered.  In  the  case  of 
the  endowed  schools  legislation,  there 
was  harmony  approaching  to  unanimity, 
while  warm  commendations  of  opponents 
were  eamed^by  a  conciliatory  course^  and 
consequently  we  are  told  that  there  is 
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no  harm  in  re-opening  legislation  of  that 
kind.  Anyone  who  weighs  the  value  of 
these  arguments  will  see  that  if  this  Bill 
passes,  and  if  tlie  University  legislation 
remains  safe  and  intact,  it  is  not  because 
there  is  the  absence  of  the  will  to  dis- 
turb it,  but  simply  because  the  power  to 
use  it  is  not  sufficient.  But  let  us  ex- 
amine a  little  into  the  intense  rever- 
ence for  the  wills  of  founders  which  has 
moved  the  Government  to  make  a  pro- 
posal which,  as  I  have  said,  has  con- 
verted the  exception  into  the  rule,  and 
the  rulo  into  the  exception.  That  was 
all  done  to  satisfy  the  wiUs  of  founders ; 
but  hearing  so  much  of  the  wills  of 
founders,  an  hon.  Member  from  the 
sister  country  (Mr.  Sullivan)  who  feels 
a  great  interest  in  the  wills  of  certain 
founders  who  made  their  foundations  at 
a  certain  time,  rises  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  and  asks  whether  the  wiU  of  his 
founders  is  to  be  respected.  The  Prime 
Minister  rose  with  some  signs  of  em- 
barrassment, and  not  with  the  briskness 
he  usually  displays ;  and  what  was  the 
nature  of  his  answer  ?  He  says,  **  Don't 
talk  to  me  of  the  wills  of  the  founders. 
In  that  early  stage,  I  answer  you  by 
pleading  the  continuity  of  the  English 
Church."  But  what  is  the  legislative 
and  political  meaning  of  the  continuity 
of  the  English  Church  ?  It  is  simi)ly  that 
the  power  of  Parliament  was  called  in 
to  control  and  reverse  the  will  of  the 
founder.  And  the  claim  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  to  avail  itself,  turn  about, 
of  principles  contradictory  to  one  an- 
other. When  it  is  desired  to  overturn 
or  alter  the  legislation  of  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, then  it  is  to  be  done  on  account  of 
the  wills  of  tlie  founders.  But  when 
somebody  else  proposes  that  you  should 
act  on  your  own  principle,  and  recognize 
the  wills  of  the  founders  in  reference  to 
the  schools  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alludes — **  Oh,  no,"  you  say,  **  the  wills 
of  the  founders  were  overnded  by  the 
will  of  Parliament."  And  so  were  the 
wills  of  the  founders  overruled  by  the 
will  of  the  last  Parliament,  and  your 
principle  comes  to  tliis — it  is  to  be  turned 
to  the  one  side  or  the  otlier  exactly  as  it 
suits  your  pui^iose.  When  it  is  desired 
to  turn  the  wills  of  the  founders  to  ac- 
count, then  the  high,  moral,  and  consti- 
tutional principle  is  to  be  pleaded  for 
observing  the  founder's  will ;  but  when 
his  will  is  inconvenient,  it  and  his 
memory  are  to  be  cast  to  the  winds.     So 
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that  the  Endowed  SchoolB  Act  of  1869 
is  to  be  overthrown  in  the  name  of  tlie 
founder's  will,  and  then  the  founder*B 
-will  is  to  be  overthrown  in  the  name  of 
the  continuity  of  the  Church.  Well,  I 
want  to  know  whether  this  policy  of  dis- 
turbance is  a  wise  and  considerate  policr, 
I  will  not  say  in  a  Liberal  sense— on 
that  point,  I  think,  we  who  daLm  to  our- 
selves especially  that  honourable  name 
have  all  made  up  our  minds — ^but  in 
what  may  be  termed  a  ConservatiTP 
sense.  It  appears  that  the  greatest  dif- 
ficulty will  arise  in  reference  to  those 
schools  which  liave  actually  received 
definitive  schemes  imder  the  existing 
Endowed  Schools  Commission.  If  jou 
are  altering  and  overthrowing  that  Com- 
mission, because  its  acts  nave  tres- 
passed against  that  great  and  elevated 
principle — namely,  the  sanctity  of  the 
founder's  will,  why  are  you  to  leave  on- 
disturbed  the  schemes  in  which  they  have 
thus  ruthlessly  violated  the  foimder^B 
will  ?  Why  is  there  to  be  that  sort  of 
insula  of  legislation  ? — why  are  a  certain 
batch  of  schools  to  remain  as  the  evi- 
dences of  a  period  of  desecration,  like 
the  marks  of  a  portentous  deluge  that 
has  passed  over  the  land,  with  the  old 
rei^  of  sleepy  indifference  and  abuse 
before  it,  and  with  yoiu:  new  system  of 
careful  regard  to  the  wills  of  the  founders 
to  come  in  after  it  ?  I  venture  to  pre- 
dict that,  if  this  Bill  goes  forward,  the 
schemes  which  have  already  passed  are 
not  secure.  In  principle  it  is  evident 
that  their  standing-groimd  is  entirely 
cut  away ;  and  I  want  to  know  how  they 
are  to  be  secured  against  the  exercise  of 
that  power  of  the  Uommissioners  which 
enables  them  to  bring  in  subsidiary  and 
supplemental  schemes,  and  which,  as  far 
as  I  know,  will  enable  them  to  deal 
in  those  subsidiary  and  supplemental 
schemes  with  the  very  points  on  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  franUy 
informs  us  that  there  is  to  be  a  radical 
change  of  policy?  But  look  to  those 
schools  which  have  not  yet  received  their 
schemes ;  and  I  will  take  only  one  case 
for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  pxinciple 
on  which  we  are  now  invited  to  proceed 
— I  mean  the  Manchester  Grammar 
School.  That  school  and  its  Mends  are 
now,  in  trembling,  awaiting  the  judg- 
ment of  Parliament  with  reference  to 
this  Bill.  What  is  the  existing  state  of 
things  ?  The  school  has  been  r^fomed 
by  the  energy  of  the  public  of  Man- 
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Chester,  that  remarkable  community; 
but  it  awaits  that  measure  of  security 
which  it  would  have  received  from  a 
acheme  framed  by  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  and  approved  by  Parlia- 
ment. That  school  had  a  much  smaller 
number  of  pupils  some  25  years  ago, 
before  principles  were  applied  to  it  iden- 
tical with  those  upon  which,  generally 
speaking,  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners have  been  acting.  It  is  enor- 
mously raised  in  its  numbers.  They 
were  mentioned  to-night  as  approaching 
300.  I  understand  they  approach  600. 
I  understand  it  does  not  stand  on  its 
numbers  alone,  but  on  the  perfect  har- 
mony of  its  system ;  and  not  even  alone 
on  its  numbers  and  its  harmony  com- 
bined, but,  in  conjimction  with  those,  on 
the  gpreat  distinctions  which  have  been 
achieved  by  its  pupils,  and  the  marked 
efficiency  of  its  instruction.  Nay,  Sir, 
even  this  is  not  all  that  combines  to  give 
force  to  the  example  of  the  Manchester 
Grammar  School.  There  have  been 
^eat  alarms  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  as  to  stopping  up  the  sources  of 

frivate  liberality.  We  have  been  told, 
do  not  say  threatened — it  has  been 
said,  I  have  no  doubt,  in  perfect  sincerity 
— that  the  continued  recognition  of  the 
principles  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act 
would  have  the  effect  of  inducing  private 
individuals  to  withhold  their  Tbounty 
from  the  cause  of  education.  Let  us  test 
that  allegation  by  the  case  of  the  Man- 
chester Grammar  School.  Within  the 
last  five  years  £50,000,  from  sources 
purely  private,  and  to  a  very  consider- 
able degree  Nonconforming,  has  been 
subscribed  for  the  purpose  of  that 
Grammar  School.  Now,  I  ask,  is  it 
good  policy  to  disturb  that  state  of 
things  r  We  are  told  that  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  Secularism,  and  of  the  exclusion 
of  religion  from  education.  I  understand 
that  a  course  has  been  taken  at  Man- 
chester, which  I  confess  I  believe,  in  the 
difficulties  of  the  day  arising  naturally 
from  our  many  religious  divisions,  to  be 
no  imwise  one.  The  instruction  given 
by  the  Governors  of  the  School  is  secular 
instruction;  but  every  encouragement 
and.  every  facility  is  given  for  imparting 
religious  instruction  by  the  teachers  of 
religion  in  conformity  with  the  convictions 
which  they  and  their  pupils  entertain. 
The  Governing  Body  of  that  school  con- 
sisted of  12  persons,  of  whom  six  were 
Nonconformists  and  six  were  Church- 


men, and  I  ask  why  is  that  system  to 
be  disturbed  ?  Is  it  good  policy  to  dis- 
turb it?  Under  the  present  law  it  is 
secure,  because  in  any  scheme  which 
the  present  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners may  issue  they  are  required  to 
provide  that  the  religious  opinions  of 
no  person  shall  affect  his  qualification 
to  act  as  one  of  the  Governing  Body. 
But  the  noble  Lord,  instead  of  that  per- 
fectly secure  title  which  Nonconformists 
and  Churchmen  enjoyed  together  in 
perfect  equaHty  and  harmony,  offers  to 
the  Commissioners  permission  to  include 
Nonconformists  in  the  Governing  Body 
unless  there  shall  be  any  special  promise 
to  the  contrary  in  the  original  will  or  in- 
strument. I  want  to  know  what  case 
can  be  shown  in  reference  to  an  instance 
like  this  of  Manchester,  which  I  believe 
to  be  a  most  fair  and  typical  one,  in  sup- 
port of  a  policy  to  impair  and,  indeed, 
to  cut  away  the  legislative  foundation  of 
the  title  which  the  Nonconformists  at 
present  enjoy  of  fair  play  in  the  appoint- 
ments to  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
school,  and  to  substitute  for  it  a  permis- 
sive title  which  may  or  may  not  come 
into  action,  but  which  if  it  does  will  not 
stand  forth  as  the  clearly- expressed  will 
of  Parliament,  but  as  a  permissive  sanc- 
tion under  which,  by  way  of  indulgence, 
they  are  to  be  allowed  to  take  their 
places  at  the  Board,  and  thereby  to  de- 
stroy the  equality  of  position  between 
themselves  and  their  brethren — to  use 
the  noble  Lord's  expression— of  the 
Church,  which  has  been  the  secret  and 
the  seed  of  the  concord  which  at  present 
reigns.  Upon  the  faith  of  the  legisla- 
tion of  1869  these  £50,000  were  sub- 
scribed, partly  by  Churchmen,  but  yet 
more  by  Nonconformists,  and  we  are 
now  deliberately  asked,  in  the  name  and 
under  the  sanctity  of  the  intentions  of 
the  founders,  to  pass  a  Bill  which  will 
place  those  £50,000  at  the  mercy  of  the 
new  Charity  Commissioners,  and  will 
bring  the  money  within  the  sweeping 
declaration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  tells  us  that  there  is  to  be, 
and  shall  be,  a  fundamental  change  in 
that  portion  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act  which  relates  to  the  treatment  of 
Nonconformists  in  comparison  with 
Churchmen.  I  want  to  know  how  it  is 
reconcilable  with  good  faith  that  we 
should  pass  an  Act  in  1869  which  went 
forth  like  simshine  over  the  city  of 
Manchester,  and  induced  the  people  of 
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right  hon.  Gentleniaxi  opposite  has  di- 
lated with  great  emotion  on  the  subject 
of  the  School  at  Manchester.  As  I  am 
advised,  there  is  no  foimdation  "whatever 
for  the  view  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  laid  before  us.  I  am  advised 
that  under  the  19th  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1869  such  a  contingency  is  entirely  pro- 
vided for.  There,  again,  however,  if  I 
am  wrong,  I  can  be  corrected  at  a  later 
stage  ;  but  I  shall  be  prepared  in  Com- 
mittee to  maintain  my  opinion.  \_A 
laugh.']  Probably,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  laughs  is  a  new  Member  and  has 
never  been  in  Committee.  But  if  this 
Parliament  should  exist  for  some  years, 
as  probably  it  may,  the  hon.  Member 
will  enlarge  his  experience  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  will  find  that  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  when  in  earnest 
upon  great  subjects,  is  no  laugliing  mat- 
ter. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Thomas  Acland)  has 
addressed  three  questions  to  me  which  I 
hope  I  have  taken  down  correctly.  In 
the  first  place,  he  asks  me  whether  the 
Nonconformists  are  to  be  excluded  from 
the  management  of  the  schools  gene- 
rally. To  that  question  my  answer  is 
that  there  was  never  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  Nonconformists  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  management  of  those 
schools.  I  believe  that  the  draft  of  the 
original  Bill  as  drawn  by  a  very  expe- 
rienced gontleman  who  received  instruc- 
tions certainly  not  to  draw  up  a  measure 
cnlculated  to  produce  an  impression  such 
as  that  entertained  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  is  quite  satisfactory  upon  this 
point ;  but  we  have  taken  precautions, 
without  in  any  way  changing  our  ground, 
by  the  Amondment,  or  rather  the  addi- 
tion of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  any  mis- 
understanding occurring  upon  this  sub- 
ject. Then,  the  hon.  Baronet  asks  me, 
whether  Nonconformist  scholars  were  to 
be  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  exhibi- 
tions ?  Wo  have  no  intention  that  they 
shall  be  excluded,  and  I  believe  that, 
under  this  Bill,  every  exhibition  and 
every  educational  advantage  will  bo 
equally  open  to  all.  The  hon.  Baronet's 
tliird  question  was,  whether  the  Head 
Masters  were  to  be  compulsorily  in  Holy 
Orders.  I  see  nothing  in  the  Bill  that 
would  require  that  they  should  be.  These 
are  my  answers  to  the  hon.  Baronet's 
tliree  questions.     On  these  three  great 


rints  we  have  debated  two  nights,  nd 
only  wonder  that  a  third  has  not  bea 
devoted  to  the  same  puxpoBe ;  and  jit 
if  we  had  gone  into  Uommittee  on  fle 
Bill  hon.  Members  opposite  would  not 
have  had  the  slightest  doubt  of  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  regaid 
to  them.  We  have  been  told  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  that  this  Bill  is  a 
great  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Con- 
servative party ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  who  bronglit 
the  question  forward,  cong^tulated  die 
country  in  Demosthenic  terms  on  tbe 
fact  that  the  action  of  the  ConservatiTe 
party  with  regard  to  this  measure  hsd 
re-organized  the  great  Liberal  party.  I 
must  say  that  if  the  only  result  of  bnng- 
ing  forward  this  measure  has  been  to 
re-organize  the  groat  Liiberal  party,  I 
am  extremely  glad  that  it  has  been  in- 
troduced, seeing  that  now  there  will  be 
a  chance  of  carrying  on  the  business  of 
the  country  with  some  credit.  As  fkr 
as  material  results  are  concerned,  I  can 
only  say  that  the  efiEiect  of  the  re-organi- 
zation of  the  great  Liberal  party  hai 
been — that,  though  I  supposed  Her  Mi- 
jesty's  Government  were  supported  by  a 
respectable  and  sufficient  majority,  since 
the  re-organization  of  the  great  Libeial 
party  several  divisions  have  taken  place, 
and  I  have  found  that  our  calculated 
majority  has  been  exactly  doubled.  Not- 
withstanding the  alarming  peroration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich,  I  confess  that  I  am  not 
at  all  appalled  by  tlie  prospect  whidi 
opens  upon  this  subject.  I  believe  the 
Bill  is  a  very  good  Bill.  I  believe  that 
it  is  a  very  good  Bill  because  we  haTe 
availed  ourselves  of  all  the  experience 
of  our  experienced  Predecessors,  and 
because  we  have  added  to  that  ex- 
perience the  results  of  our  own  observa- 
tion and  judgment.  All  the  time  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  been  de- 
nouncing and  deriding  our  efforts,  thej 
have,  in  fact,  been  attacking  the  legis- 
lation which  they  themselves  devised, 
carried,  and  approved.  We  have  seen 
remarkable  incidents  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.  Our  Bill  has,  witfaont 
doubt,  been  received  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  with  some  severe  criticism. 
For  instance,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (l^Ir.  Dillwyn),  who  is  always 
ready  to  criticize  anything,  has  criticiied 
it ;  but  he  took  every  opportunity  to  as* 
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raze  the  House  that  it  was  not  merely 
our  Bill  that  he  disapproves,  but  all  the 
legislation  on  the  subject  under  the  late 
GOTemment.  Again,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Denbigh  Boroughs  (Mr.  Watkin 
Williams),  with  a  violent  good  humour 
which  has  a  charm  that  is  irresistible, 
rose  to  ban,  but  sat  down  blessing.  He 
described  minutely  the  character  of  our 
measure,  which,  he  said,  was  exactly 
the  measure  that  we  ought  to  have  in- 
troduced, that  it  did  us  honour,  and 
that  what  he  disapproved  particularly 
were  the  measures  which  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  leaders  of  the 
iMirty  to  which  he  belongs.  After  this 
brilliant  debate,  the  character  of  which 
I  entirely  understand,  but  which  I  know 
very  well  has  been  no  more  occasioned 
by  the  Endowed  Schools  Bill  than  the 
eccentric  light  which  is  now  flaming 
in  the  heavens,  I  can  perceive  that  this 
18  an  admirable  occasion  for  reorganizing 
the  great  Liberal  party.  They  have 
succeeded  entirely  in  their  object — at 
least,  they  tell  us  so— and  I  most  sin- 
cerely congratulate  them.  The  Session 
will,  therefore,  close  by  the  re-organiza- 
tion of  the  great  Liberal  party  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other  by  the  Con- 
servative party  doubling  their  majority. 
That  will  be  tiie  result  of  the  Session. 
There  has  been  one  part  of  these  dis- 
cussions to  which  I  have  listened  with 
that  pain  which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  have  expressed,  and  that  is  with 
regard  to  the  late  Commissioners.  I 
cannot  boast  of  an  intimate  friendship 
with  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  that 
Commission  (Lord  Lyttelton),  but  I 
know  him  to  be  a  distinguished  gentle- 
man, an  eminent  scholar,  an  amiable 
man,  an  ornament  to  society,  and  re- 
spected by  all  who  know  him.  But 
when  I  am  told  the  Government  have 
not  behaved  in  a  proper  manner  to  that 
Commission,  I  can  only  say  that  on  such 
a  point  the  Government  must  be  ready 
to  take  the  responsibility,  and  that  tliey 
must  be  the  best  judges  of  the  course 
which  it  is  their  duty  to  pursue.  No 
one  would  wish  to  terminate  easily  a 
connection  with  the  distinguished  men 
who  formed  the  late  Commission ;  but 
there  may  be  reasons  which,  on  the 
whole,  must  influence  those  who  have 
the  painful  office  of  deciding  in  these 
matters.  I  do  not  impute  any  fault  to 
either,  but  there  have  been  two  parties 
who  did  not  agree — the  Commissioners 
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and  the  trustees ;  and  the  consequence 
was  that,  never  agreeing — ['*  Oh ! "] — 
I  do  not  blame  the  Commissioners,  or 
give  an  opinion  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
trustees,  but  if  you  find  that  Commis- 
sioners who  have  certain  duties  to  per- 
form and  trustees  who  are  in  a  certain 
position  do  not  work  together,  you  may 
respect  them  both,  but  a  responsible 
Minister  must  see  that  the  work  of  the 
country  is  done.  The  progress  of  the 
Commission  has  not  been  of  a  satisfac- 
tory character.  The  work  has  not  pro- 
ceeded with  that  decision  and  prompti- 
tude which  one  could  have  desired,  and 
one  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  if  the 
House  should  sanction  it,  is  that  the 
whole  of  the  endowed  schools  shall  be 
examined  and  settled  in  the  course  of 
five  years.  Now,  Sir,  we  thought  it  ex- 
pedient that  these  duties  should  be  dele- 
gated to  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
That  proposal  has  occasioned  a  good 
deal  of  criticism  in  this  House,  and  one 
Gentleman  to-night,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Thomas  Acland),  has 
asked — **What  are  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners ?  "  Ho  says  they  are  a  mere 
delegation  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  not  persons  to  be  intrusted  with 
these  duties.  Now,  I  have  got  here 
the  Report  of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Com- 
mission— a  volume  of  great  interest, 
which  touches  all  the  points  connected 
with  these  matters,  and  I  would  recom- 
mend it  to  the  attention  of  those  who 
have  not  had  much  experience  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  AVhole  House.  They 
say— 

"Tlio  Charity  Commissioners  havo  already 
arqiiin^d  so  much  exp.'rionce  in  dealing  with 
schools,  and  by  tho  general  assurance  of  the 
endcnce  we  havo  received  have  used  that  ex- 
perience so  well,  that  in  all  probability  they 
would  avoid  many  mistakes  that  would  he  in- 
evitable in  the  operations  of  a  new  Commission.'* 

A  higher  and  more  deserved  testimony 
of  admiration  was  never  offered  to  a 
body  of  public  men.  And  by  whom 
was  it  offered,  and  by  whom  was  that 
Report  signed?  By  Lord  Taunton, 
Chairman  of  that  Commission,  and  long 
a  Member  of  this  House  ;  by  Lord 
Lyttelton,  W.  F.  Cooke,  F.  Temple, 
Anthony  Thorold,  Thomas  Dyke  Acland, 
junior,  and  W.  E.  Forster.  I  think  we 
may  really  rest  tho  policy  which  the 
Government  has  recommended,  and  pro- 
poses to  follow  in  this  BiU,  upon  the 
documents  which  I  have  just  read.    I 
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have  now  touched  upon  the  principal 
points  which  have  been  noticed  in  ihis 
debate.  I  must  sum  up  again  by  ex- 
pressing my  opinion — and  I  believe  that 
when  we  are  cooler  it  will  be  the  general 
opinion — that  we  have  been  debating 
points  which  ought  to  have  been  de- 
bated in  Committee ;  that  every  excep- 
tion that  has  been  urged  is  susceptible 
of  explanation  or  amendment.  To  sup- 
pose diat  a  measure  of  this  kind  is  to 
be  introduced  in  a  state  of  perfection  to 
the  House,  that  it  should  be  an  excep- 
tion to  all  Bills  of  the  kind  that  have 
ever  boon  introduced,  that  it  cannot  bo 
improved  in  Committee  is  absurd,  un- 
reasonable, and  not  to  be  desired.  I 
trust  the  House  will  consent  to  go  into 
Committee,  and  I  believe  that  when  our 
labours  on  this  Bill  have  been  termina- 
ted, they  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
country. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  262 ;  Noes 
193:  Majority  69. 

AYES. 

Addcrley,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C.     C^amoron,  D. 


Agnow,  R.  V. 

AlcxandiT,  Colonel 

Allen,  Major 

jUlsopp,  »S.  C. 

Anstruthor,  Sir  W. 

Arfhdiilcs  AV.  H. 

Ark^Tijiifht,  A.  P. 

Ark^-ripht,  F. 

Arkwrijiflit,  li. 

Ashbiin',  fl.  L. 

Aasiholon,  R. 

Bapr^iUay,  Sir  R. 

Ba^jj^c,  Sii'  W. 

Kilf»)ur,  A.  J. 

Ball,  i-t.  Hon.  J.  T. 

Baiinjr,  T.  C. 

Banin^ton,  Viscount 

BartU'lot,  Colonel 

Baton,  E. 

Bathiii-st,  A.  A. 

Bcaih,  rt.  hn.  Sir  M. II.     Culutt,  (I. 

Beach,  \V.  W.  B. 

Bectiv(»,  Earl  of 

Bentinck,  (}.  C. 

iiirlev,  II. 

Jioord.  T.  W. 

Bourne,  Colonrl 

BrifrhU  K. 
Briso,  Colonel  R. 
Broadlev,AV.  11.11. 
Brooks,  i-t.  hon.  M. 
Brooks,  AV.  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Bruen,  H. 
Buckley,  Sir  E. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Callonder,  W.  R. 

Mr,  Disraeli 


Cami)hcll,  C. 
(.'avo,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Cawlov.  C.  E. 
Co<il,  Ix)rd  E.  II.  B. G. 
Chapman.  J. 
Charley,  W.  T. 
Christi'e,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clifton,  T.  11. 
Clive,  (^ol.  hon.  G.  W. 
Clowes,  S.  AV. 
Cohk^tt,  J.  M. 
CobhoLl,  ,J.  P. 
Col(s  hon.  Col.  II.  A. 
CorlK'tt,  C'olonel 
Cordes,  T. 

CoiTV',  hon.  II.  W.  L. 
Clony,  .1.  l\ 
C'riehton,  ViKCount 
Cross,  i-t.  hon.  R.  A. 


CiLvt,  H.  C. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Deakin,  J.  II. 
Denison,  (.-.  B. 
Denison,  AV.  E. 
Dick,  F. 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G 
Disnieli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Hou^laR,  Sir  (r. 
DowdeswcU,  A^^  E. 
Dvott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  Jl.  AV. 
Eg<'i-ton,  hon.  A.  F. 
PiRt'iton,  hon.  AV. 
Elliot,  Admiral 
EUiot,  G. 


Elphinstone,  Sir  J.D.H. 

Em]}'n,  A'^iscount 

Eslington,  Lord 

Estcourt,  G.  B. 

E^ving,  A.  O. 

Feilden,  H.  M. 

FoUowes,  E. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  YiBCOunt 

Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 

Forsvth,  AV. 

Garcmer,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 

Goddard,  A.  L. 

Goldnoy,  G. 

Crordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 

Gordon,  AV. 

Gore,  J.  R.  O. 

Gor<%  AV.  R.  O. 

Gruntliam,  AA^ 

Greenall,  G. 

Gre(?ne,  E. 

Gregorj',  G.  B. 

(iuinnesfl,  Sir  A. 

Ilal8i>v,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  Lord  G. 

Ilamond,  C.  F. 

Hardoaatle,  E. 

Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 

Hardy,  J.  8. 

Harvev,  Sir  R.  B. 

Hav,  rt.hn.SirJ.O.D. 

Heath,  R. 

Henlev,  rt.  hon.  J.  AV. 

Hermon,  E. 

Hervoy,  Lord  A.  H. 

Hervey,  Lord  F. 

Ht"vgate,  A\'.  U. 

Hildyard,  T.  1^.  T. 

Hop^,  Sii*  J.  M. 

Holford,  J.  P.  G. 

Jlolmesdale,  A'iacount 

Holt,  J.  M. 

Home,  Captain 

Hood,  Ca])tain  hon.  A. 
AV.  A.  N. 

Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 

Huhhanl,  K. 

Huhbard,  .1.  G. 

Hunt,  rt.  hon.  G.  A\''. 

Isaac,  S. 

ffenkinson,  Six:  G.  S. 

Johnson,  J.  G. 

Johnstone,  II. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

JoUiffe,  hon.  S. 

Kai-slake,  Sir  J. 

Kavanagh,  A.  !MacM. 

Kennard,  Colonel 

Kennawav,  Sir  J.  H. 

Knight,  F.  AV. 

Kni^htloy,  Sir  R. 

Knowles,  T. 

liacon.  Sir  E.  II.  K. 

Ijcannonth,  A. 

Lee,  ]Major  A'^. 

Lejrard,  Sir  C. 

lj<*gh,  AV.  J. 

lifigh,  Lt.-Col.  E. 

Lennox,  Lord  II.  G, 


Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewis,  O. 
Lindsay,  C6L  R.  h. 
Lloyd,  8. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Xiowther,  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mahon,  Yisoonnt 
Maiendie,  L.  A. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Malcolm,  J.  AV. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Marten,  A.  G. 
^laxwell.  Sir  W.  8. 
MeUor,  T.  AV. 
Milles,  hon.  G.  W. 
Mills,  A. 
l^Iills,  Sir  C.  H. 
IMonckton,  F. 
Monckton,  hon.  6. 
J^fontgonierie,  R. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Mowhrav,  rt.  hn.  J.  R 
]^Iulho11and,  J. 
Naghten,  A.  R. 
Nc>ille-Gn3n%'ille,  B. 
Nowdcgat«>,  C.  N. 
Newport,  A'^iscoont 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
Northcotc,  rt.  Hon.  Sr 

S.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Parker,  Lt.  Col.  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H.  AV. 
Pet>1,  rt.  hon.  Kir  B. 
Pell,  A. 

PcUy,  Sir  II.  C. 
I'emberton,  £.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  P. 
Pirn,  Captain  B. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  B. 
Plunkett,  hon.  R. 
Polhill-Tiimer,  Oint 
Powell,  AV. 
Pracd,  H.  B. 
IViee,  Captain 
Pulcston,  J.  H. 
RaikoH,  H.  C. 
Refld,  C.  S. 
Kepton,  G.  AV. 
Riplev,  H.  AV. 
liitchio,  C.  T. 
Kound,  J. 
Rvder,  O.  R. 
Sickville,  S.  G.  a 
Salt,  T. 

Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandon,  Yisooimt 
S(!later-BooUi,rt.liii.Q. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Scourfield,  J.  H. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetion, 

H.J. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
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»8.  G. 

t  W.  H. 
stt»  p.  B. 
■et,LordH.ILC. 
ly  Mr.  Serjeant 
(rd^y.F.Benett- 
ype,  hon.  £• 
ype,  W.  T.  W.  8. 
y^  hon.  F. 
y,  Ij.  R. 
e,  J.  P.  C. 

ttf  M.  J. 

H.G. 

a 

;»J.  O. 

V  it.  hn.  Colonel 

laohe,  W.  F. 

7. 

yne,  J. 

r,LoiilA.£.HiU- 

r,  C. 

r,£. 


Twellfl,P. 
Vance,  J. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  hon.  F. 
Walpole,  rt  hon.  S. 
Ward,  M.  F. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Wellodey,  Captain 
Wella,  E. 
Wethered,  T.  O. 
WheelhouBe,  W.  S.  J. 
Whitelaw,  A. 
Williams,  Sir  F.  M. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Yorke,  hon.  E. 
Yorko,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Dyke,  W.  H. 
Winn,R. 


NOES. 


1,  Sir  T.  D. 
,  rt  hon.  W.  P. 
r,8irJ.  H. 

Mlly   G. 

ither,  Sir  R. 
bvs,  Sir  £. 
r,  hon.  E.  M. 
onae,  E. 
IT,  Sir  G. 
y,  A.  C. 
jr,  J.  W. 

»£.T. 

t,F. 

umt.  Major  F. 

lont,  W.  B. 

Iph^M. 

arhaasett,  R.  P. 

>w^.  W.  F. 

I,  W.  E. 

we,  S.  B. 

lehurst,  W.  C. 

en,  A. 

i,A.H. 

.  rt  hon.  Lord  E. 

T. 

tm,  C. 

mU  -  Bannerman, 

fton.  hn.  CoL  W. 
right,  W.  C. 
T. 

diah.  Lord  F.  C. 
rick,  D. 
Mrs,  Sir  T. 
am,  rt.  hon.  H. 
J.C. 

c.a 

t.T. 
x>okB,SirT.K 

a.  J.  J. 

aa 


Cowen,  J. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Dalway,  M.  R. 
Davies,  R. 
Digby,  K.  T. 
DiBce,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Downing,  M*C. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Eaip,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Errington,  G.  , 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fawcott,  H. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fitzwilliam,    hon.    0. 

W.  W. 
Fletcher,  I. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Fothergill,  R. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  F. 
Goldsmid,  J. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gourloy,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 
Grey,  Earl  de 
Grieve,  J.  J. 
Hankey,  T. 
Haroomi  Sir  W.  y . 
HarriiKin,  0. 
HaiTiiKin,  J.  F. 
HvfdoolL  fib  EL 


Hohns,  W. 

Howaid,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jackson,  H.  M. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jenkins,  E. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Kay    -    Shuttleworth, 

U.J. 
Kensington,  Lord 
Laing,  S. 
Lambert,  N.  G. 
Laverton,  A. 
Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Leith,  J.  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lome,  Marquis  of 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lush,  Dr. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Macgregor,  D. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W. 
M*Lagan,P. 
McLaren,  D. 
Martin,  J. 
Melly,  G. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Monck,  Sir  A.  E. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moore,  A. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 
Morley,  S. 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
Muntz,  P.  H. 
Mure,  Colonel 
NeviU,  C.  W. 
Noel,  E. 
Nolan,  Captain 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Callaghan,  hon.  W. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
O'Gorman,  P. 
Peel,  A.  W. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  FAWCETT  moved  that  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress. 

Mr.  DISEAELI  :  I  have  no  objection 
to  Progress  being  reported.  I  would 
fix  the  Committee  for  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

B3 


Pender,  J. 
Penning^n,  F. 
Perkins,  Sir  F. 
PhiHps,  R.  N. 
Playiair,  rt.  hn.  Br.  L. 
PlimsoU,  S. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Price,  W.  E. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  E.  J. 
Roid,  R. 
Richard,  H. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rothschild,  N.  M.  de 
St.  AubjTi,  Sir  J. 
Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Scely,  C. 
Shaw,  R. 
SheU,  E. 

Sherlock,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Sherriff.  A.  C. 
Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smith,  E. 

Stafford,  Marquis  of 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stuart,  Colonel 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Swanston,  A. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tracy,  hon.  C.  R.  D. 

Hanbury- 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vi\'ian,  A.  P. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Walter,  J. 
Waterlow,  Sir  8.  H. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilson,  C. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Yeaman,  J. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
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Army — Adjutants 


{COMMONS) 


of  Teammnry. 


POLICE  FORCE  EXPENSES  BILL. 
{Mr,  RaikeSj  Mr,  Secretary  Cross,  |J/r.  William 

Henry  Smith.) 
[bill  211.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Comittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  W.  U,  Smith.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House,  will,  To-morrow,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee," — {Mr, 
Fawcettf) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  *'That  ^Fr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

BUI  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Ur.  FAWCETT  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
*'  Tliat  the  Cliairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Faiccett,) 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  1 8 ; 
Noes  61  :  Majority  43. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Thursday, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  T>\'o  o'oclck. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  22nd  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— Hesolitiox  in  Commiitkk  — 
Royal  liish  Coiialjilnilarv  and  Dublin  ]Mftro- 
politan  Police  [Kxp-nsi-sj  *. 

Select  Committke — Krporf — Boroughs  (Audi- 
tors and  AssesKorH)  [No.  321.] 

VuBLTO  BiLLH — Ordneff — Vii-fl  Heading — Kejri- 
mental  Exchanges  •  [221  ] :  (ii-eal  Seal  Ofticen* 
[223]  ;  Fines  Act  (Ireland)  Ammdment 
[222J. 

Committee — Enilowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment* 
[187]— K.r. 

Considrrcd  as  ameudtd — Third  lUading — Infants 
Contracts*  [104],  on^pasHcd. 

Report — Tramways  Provisional  Oi-ders  Confir- 
mation* [182-220]. 


Third  Beadiflg-'VxJX\^xi  Health  (Ire1ftnd)*[210; 

KnA.  passed, 
Withdratcn  —  Friendly     Societies     (iv-cimml] 

[181];  ArchbishopB  and  Biahope  ( AppomtawBt 

and   Consecration)  *    [56] ;    Kegistntaon  of 

Firms*  [42]. 

COAL  MINES— THE  EXPLOSION 
AT  WIGAN.— QUESTIGN. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secn- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmeiit, 
If  his  attention  has  been  caUed  to  tn- 
other  explosion  that  took  place  ontfas 
18th  in  a  mine  near  Wig^an  ;  and,  w]ie> 
ther  it  is  the  intention  of  Uie  Oovem- 
ment  to  order  that  a  full  inquiiybe  mide 
to  ascertain  the  real  cause  of  that  ex- 
plosion ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  explosion  referred  to,  and  that  tlw 
Inspector  of  the  district  had,  as  ostul, 
immediately  made  a  Heport  to  him,  in 
which  ho  stated  that,  owing  to  the  short- 
ness of  the  time  which  had  elapsed  since 
it  had  occurred,  he  was  imable  tho- 
roughly to  examine  the  mine,  became 
the  remnants  of  the  accident  had  not 
been  cleared  away.  He  was  afraid  the 
deaths  caused  by  it  amounted  to  nea^ 
15,  and  as  soon  as  the  mine  was  in  a  m 
condition  to  admit  of  further  inqnii}'. 
the  Inspector  would  proceed  with  hu 
examination  and  would  send  in  a  fhDer 
Eeport.  As  soon  as  that  Report  vas 
received  it  would  bo  for  the  Gk)y6nuneiit 
to  consider  whether  any  special  actioa 
should  be  taken  upon  it.  In  any  case 
the  matter  would  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

ARMY— ADJUTANTS  OP  TE03LANBT. 

QUE8TI03J. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  MONCKTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is 
the  case  that  Adjutants  of  Teomaniy, 
who  act  as  Quartermasters  in  addition 
to  their  other  duties,  receive  only  lOi. 
a-day,  while  the  Adjutants  of  Yolunteer 
Light  Horse  receive  15<.  3</. ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  is  prepared  to  take  any  steps  to 
remedy  such  an  anomaly. 

Mr.  GATnORNE  HARDY,  in  reply. 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  such  a  dift- 
rence  of  pay  as  that  referred  to  in  the 
Question,  although  the  figures  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
exactly  represent  tlie  state  of  the  cise^ 
as  there  was  no  reference  to  lodging 
money  and  other  aUowances.  The  W&ob 
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subject,  he  might  add,  was  under  con- 
nderation. 


FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  {re-committed)  BILL. 

[bill    181.]      COMMITTEE. 

(Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Mr,  Secretary 

Cross,  3fr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

OHDEB  DISCHABGED.      BILL  WITIIDBAWN. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  moving  that  the  Order  for 
eoing  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  be 
discharged,  said,  that  the  measure  had 
been  re-cast,  in  accordance  with  the 
Tiews  of  the  House,  was  now  bein^ 
printed,  would  shortly  bo  circulated,  and 
wotdd,  he  hoped,  be  re-introduced  next 
Session.  He  wished  to  add  a  few  words 
by  way  of  redeeming  a  promise  which 
he  had  made  to  the  Prudential  As- 
surance Company.  The  Report  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  contained  certain  re- 
marks on  the  practice  of  that  company, 
of  issuing  policies  which  were  worthless 
for  want  of  insurable  interest.  The  Di- 
rectors having  had  their  attention  called 
to  the  statement,  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  stated  their  belief  that  there 
really  were  insurable  interests  in  those 
cases  to  the  extent  of  the  funeral  money, 
which  was  the  limit  of  the  insurance. 
They  further  expressed  their  wish  to  be 
allowed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  the 
law  clear  on  the  point  and  to  legalize 
their  proceedings.  He  thereupon  in- 
formed them  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  a  measure 
on  the  general  subject  of  friendly  so- 
cieties, and  that  it  would  contain  a 
clause  dealing  with  the  point  in  ques- 
tion. Satisfied  with  that  answer,  the 
Directors  did  not  proceed  with  a  Bill  of 
their  own,  and  he  had  introduced  a 
dause  into  the  Bill  of  the  Government 
to  meet  the  case  ;  but,  of  course,  that 
clause  fell  through  with  the  measure 
itself.  That  being  so,  the  company  again 
applied  to  the  Government  to  assist  in 
carrying  a  Bill  of  their  own ;  but  he  had 
informed  them  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  proceeding  in  the  matter  this 
Session.  He  had  reason,  he  might  add, 
to  believe  that  the  directors  had  acted 
entirely  in  good  faith,  and  that  there 
were  arguments  to  be  adduced  in  support 
of  the  view  which  they  took  on  the  sub- 
ject, although  he  himself  was  of  opinion 
that  they  were  wrong.    The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the  dis- 
charge of  the  Order. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That  the 
Order  for  going  into  Committee  on  the 
said  Bill  be  discharged :  " — {Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer) : — put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Bill  toithdrawn. 

ENDOAVED  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT  BILL— [Bill  187.] 
{Viscount  Sandon,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Question  "  That  the  Preamble  be 
postponed  ?  " 

Me.  FAWCETT,  in  moving  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress,  said,  he  had 
not  ever  given  a  factious  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  nor  did  he  mean  to  do  so 
then ;  but  he  was  certain,  after  atten- 
tively listening  to  the  last  two  debates, 
and  the  debates  of  last  week,  that  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  House  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill.  What  he  con- 
tended was,  that  the  objects  of  the 
Bill,  as  stated  on  its  introduction  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  were  entirely  difierent  from  the 
objects  as  stated  on  the  previous  evening 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  He  would  refer 
first  of  all  to  the  speech  of  the  Vice 
President,  who  was  responsible  for  the 
Bill,  and  who  should  have  told  the 
House  distinctly  what  he  intended.  The 
first  statement  of  principle  by  the  Vice 
President  was  in  moving  the  second 
reading — and  no  one  who  knew  the 
noble  Lord  would  imagine  for  a  moment 
that  he  would  resort  to  anything  like 
Bubter^^,  there  was  not  a  more  candid 
or  straightforward  man  in  the  House — 
on  that  occasion  the  noble  Lord  said 
that  no  responsible  Minister  would 
pretend  to  assert  that  the  endowed 
schools  were  national  schools,  belonging 
to  the  nation  and  not  to  the  Church. 
It  was  therefore  evidently  the  noble 
Lord's  intention  that  they  should  be 
given  to  the  Church,  and  taken  away 
uom  the  nation.  Again,  he  distinctly 
stated  that  he  wished  by  the  Bill  to  re- 
verse the  policy  of  the  previous  Acts  ; 
but  the  Prime  Minister  told  the  House 
the  night  before,  that  the  Bill  was  not 
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to  bo  a  reversal,  but  a  continuance  of 
that  policy.  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  among  several  others,  gave  as 
a  reason  why  ho  desired  it  to  bo  a  re- 
versal, tliat  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1869  the  Conservative 
party  were  stunned,  and  had  lost  their 
nerve.  Now,  there  was  no  other  con- 
clusion to  bo  drawn  from  thoso  words, 
than  that  tliey,  in  a  moment  of  panic, 
accepted  i)rincii)lcs  which  they  would 
not  have  accepted  had  they  not  been 
dazed  and  frightened.  But  that  was 
not  all.  The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say 
that  ho  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
the  great  principle  of  the  Bill  was,  that 
any  school  in  which  certain  denomi- 
national emblems  should  be  discovered, 
or  denominational  user  within  100  yeai's, 
should  be  treated  as  a  denominational 
institution.  It  was  evident,  then,  that 
there  was  in  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment, when  they  introduced  the  Bill, 
the  distinction  between  denominational 
and  undenominational  schools,  that  the 
former  should  be  brought  under  the 
operation  of  Clause  19  of  the  old  Act, 
and  that  no  one  but  a  Churchman  should 
be  a  Governor  of  those  schools,  and  that 
children  might  be  educated  in  them  who 
would,  nevertheless,  be  excluded  from 
the  scholarships  and  exhibitions.  Such 
was  the  interpretation  indeed,  which 
had  been  put  on  the  Bill  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Ilome  Department 
and  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  War,  as 
well  as  by  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council.  The  lirst-named  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  might  add,  speaking  of 
the  dismissal  of  the  Commissioners,  had 
explained  what  were  the  charges  against 
thoso  Geutleiuen.  lie  said — *'  The  chai'ge 
I  bring  against  the  Commissioners  is  this, 
not  that  they  have  failed  in  their  duty,  but 
that  they  have  misunderstood  and  mis- 
interpreted the  Act,  and  have  made  en- 
dowments more  undenominational  than 
they  ought  to  have  done."  The  House 
knew  what  was  the  Home  Secretary's 
own  intei'X)retation  ;  it  was,  that  the 
great  funclamental  principle  of  endow- 
ments which  had  been  left  to  the  Church 
was  that  they  should  be  used  by  the 
Church.  There  was  thus  a  remark- 
able discrepancy  between  the  ofTicial 
avowals  of  the  previous  week,  and  the 
statements  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  previous  evening.  The  Home 
Secretary  said  that  the  Commissioners 
had  misinterpreted  the  Act ;  but  when 

Mr.  Faiccctt 


the  Prime  l^Iinistor  discxivered  the  real 
feeling  of  the  country,  and  of  a  good 
many  of  his  own  party,    he    entirely 
altered  his  tone,  and  being  asked  why 
the    Conmiissioners    were    to    be  di*- 
missed   said — not  a  word    about   mis- 
interpretation or  misunderstanding  of 
the  Act — but  that  they  were  to  be  dis- 
missed, because  they  had  incurred  un- 
popularity with  the  trustees.     That  was 
an  entirely  dififerent  issue,  and  seemed 
to  make  it  impossible  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill,  and  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in    askins^   how    the    discrepancies  to 
which  he  had  called  attention  were  to  be 
reconciled,    and    in    asking    from   the 
Government    some    dear    statement  of 
their  views.    There  was  another  import- 
ant consideration,   and  that  was,  that 
many  hon.  Members  might  have  voted 
for  the    previous    stages    of    the   Bill 
through    misconception.       The    Home 
should  also  remember  that  a  deep  im- 
pression had  been  made  on  the  previou 
evening  by  the   speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Devon  (Sir  John  Ken- 
naway),  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Colonel  BartteloiJ, 
who  said  they  would  not  support  this 
Bill,   if  it  contained  provisions  which 
woidd  deprive  a    single  Nonconfonnist 
of  the  chance  of  getting  a  scholarship,  or 
impose    the   necessity  of  taking  Holy 
Orders  on  a   single  additional  master. 
The  Prime  Minister,  too,  declaz^  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Bill  to 
deprive  the  children  of  Nonconformists 
of  scholarships  which  they  might  win 
by  competition,  or  to  require  that  liead 
masters  should  be  in  Holy  Orders.  That 
might  not  have  been  the    intention  of 
the  Bill,  but  the  Committee  had  to  deal 
not  with  intentions,  but  with  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill.     He  did  not  believe  that  die 
clauses  as  they  stood  gave  effect  to  the 
intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Under  these  circumstances,  they  had  a 
right  to  ask  the  Oovemment  to  take  the 
Bill,  and  re-introduce  it  in  a  form  which 
expressed  their  present  and  declared  in- 
tentions.    He  accepted  unreservedly  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  it 
was  not  intended   to  exclude   Noncon- 
formists from  the  Governing  Bodies,  or 
to    impose  the    condition    as  to  Holy 
Orders ;  but  if  these  were  the  intentions 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  they  would  get 
into  inextricable  confusion  if  they  pro- 
ceeded to  discuss  a  Bill  on  which  such 
different  inteipretations  had  been  placed. 


403        JSndowed  Sehooh  Acts       [  July  21,  1874)  Amendment  Bill. 


494 


Lawyers  whose  opinion  he  respected, 
had  told  him  that  the  Bill,  as  at  present 
framed,  would  inevitably  exclude  Non- 
conformists from  scholarships  and  exhi- 
bitions, and  that  it  would  take  some 
800,  400,  or  500  schools  out  of  the  ope- 
ration of  Clause  17  of  the  Act  of  1869, 
and  place  them  under  Clause  19  of  the 
Bill,  whereby  the  necessity  of  the  school- 
master being  in  Holy  Orders  would  be 
insisted  on,  notwithstanding  the  dis- 
claimer of  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
Gommittee  would  see  that  he  had  good 
reason  for  making  that  observation,  and 
that  his  opposition  to  the  further  pro- 
ffrees  of  the  measure  was  not  factious. — 
["Oh,  oh!"l  Well,  hon.  Members 
who  cried  "  Oh  "  did  not,  it  was  quite 
dear,  understand  the  gravity  of  the 
mtnation.  He  felt  convinced  that  if  the 
Bill  were  passed,  it  would  inflict  great 
injustice  upon  the  education  of  the 
coiintry.  It  was  a  BiU,  therefore,  of 
the  utmost  importance,  for  the  question 
raised  was  nothing  less  than  this — 
ahonld  these  schools  be  national  or  be 
appropriated  by  the  Church.  The  Govern- 
ment nad  not  put  a  single  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  dispel  existing  doubts. 
They  would  permit  Nonconformists  to 
enter  the  Governing  Body  and  the 
schools ;  but  what  was  wanted  was  right, 
not  permission — rights  for  the  Govern- 
ing Body,  rights  for  education,  rights 
for  scholarships  and  endowments.  He 
wished  further  to  observe  that  ho  was 
soixy  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  should 
have  thought  proper  to  give  expression 
to  the  taunt  whidi  he  had  thrown  out 
the  evening  before,  against  those  who 
objected  to  the  Bill  in  the  interests  of 
education,  which  he  said  had  no  more 
to  do  with  the  debate  than  the  Comet, 
thus  probably  expressing  his  own  fool- 
ines.  The  opponents  of  the  measure 
did  not,  however,  much  mind  such  taunts 
coming  from  a  perplexed  Minister  and 
a  confused  Government;  but  he  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  he  would  have  said  had  a  similar 
taunt  been  thrown  out  against  himself 
and  those  who  joined  him  in  the  great 
educational  contest  of  last  year?  He 
would  have  said  it  was  ungenerous 
and  untrue,  and  it  would  not  have  been 
less  so  then  than  it  was  in  the  present 
instance.  If  he  simply  consulted  the 
views  of  political  partizans,  he  would 
not  attept  to  amend  the  Bill ;  but  there 
was  something  in  dealing  with  the  sub- 


ject of  education  infinitely  higher  than 
mere  party  considerations,  and  it  was 
because  he  believed  the  Bill  before  the 
House  would  inflict  great  injury  on  the 
cause  of  education  that  he  and  those 
who  acted  with  him  felt  they  were  justi- 
fied in  placing  every  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  its  becoming  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — {Mr, 
Fawcett,) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  62; 
Noes  82  :  Majority  20. 

Preamble  postponed. 

Clause  1  (Transfer  of  powers  of  En- 
dowed Schools  Conmiissioners  to  Charity 
Commissioners) . 

Mr.  a.  H.  BEOWN,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  1,  line  25,  to  leave 
out  from  *'  passing  of  this  Act,"  to  end 
of  clause,  and  insert  "  continue  in  force 
for  a  period  of  five  years  from  the  date  of 
passing  of  the  Act,"  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  continue  the  present 
Commissioners  in  office  for  that  period,  as 
they  had  done  their  work  well,  and  each 
year  they  had  published  a  larger  number 
of  schemes.  They  were  appointed  in 
1869,  and  in  1870  they  published  28 
schemes;  in  1871,  91  schemes;  in  1872, 
138;  and  in  1873, 122.  They  had  thus  had 
great  experience  in  the  work,  and  if 
their  services  were  retained  would  pro- 
bably be  able  to  do  more  in  the  future 
than  they  had  done  in  the  past.  More- 
over, there  were  many  schemes  at  present 
in  process  of  formation,  which  would 
2)robably  fall  to  the  ground  if  the  change 
proposed  by  the  Bill  was  carried  out.  So 
fur  as  tlie  amoimt  of  work  done  by  the 
Commissioners  was  concerned,  there 
seemed  no  ground  for  bringing  any 
charge  against  them,  and  the  opposition 
whicn  their  proceedings  had  aroused 
was  entirely  due  to  the  novelty  of  the 
principles  which  it  had  been  their  duty 
to  apply,  which  principles  were  embo- 
died in  the  Report  of  the  Schools  In- 
quiry Commission.  But  he  ventured  to 
say  that  as  the  country  had  ^ined  more 
experience  in  the  matter,  the  dread  of 
the  schemes  of  the  Conmiissioners  had 
greatly  subsided,  and  generally  cnpeak- 
ing,  the  whole  of  the  schools  which  had 
been  touched  by  the  Commissioners  had 
been  greatly  improved.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  the  Commissioners  had 
not  only  had  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do» 
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but  many  difficulties  to  contend  with, 
and  tlie  reason  why  they  had  not  boon 
able  to  proceed  faster  was  the  many  in- 
terests involved  or  to  be  found  in  the 
novelty  of  the  imnciples  which  they  had 
to  apply  which  in  some  cases — as,  for  in- 
stance, with  rej^ard  to  the  Birmingham 
schools — had  disturbed,  vjirious  persons 
as  it  were,  in  their  enjojTnent  of  certain 
rights  and  privileges  which  they  had 
hitherto  had,  and  which  they  naturally  en- 
deavoured to  retain.  Then  a  large 
number  of  schools  claimed  to  bo  "  the 
good  schools,"  which,  it  had  been  said, 
had  nothing  to  fear  from  the  Act  of 
1 869,  and  they  wanted  to  be  let  alone, 
and  for  proof  let  him  refer  hon.  Members 
to  the  evidence  given  by  the  witnesses 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
year  which  showed  this  point  clearly. 
The  Commissioners  acted  on  the  idea 
tliat  the  main  object  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  was  to  improve  the  endowed 
schools  and  to  make  the  endowments  as 
conducive  as  possible  to  the  education  of 
all  classes.  Accordingly,  as  Lord  Lyt- 
telton  stated,  a  great  many  classical 
schools,  which  did  very  little  work  and 
had  very  few  boys,  would  be  lowered 
and  would  receive  a  very  large  number 
of  children  of  mechanics,  and  those  very 
little  above  the  working  class,  on  whom 
no  benefit  was  now  conferred.  On  the 
other  hand,  some  of  a  higher  kind  would 
possibly  be  attended  by  boys  of  a  somo- 
wliat  liigher  class  than  at  present.  The 
Commissioners  further  made  it  their 
business  to  deal  with  the  endowments  so 
as  to  provide  a  iirst -grade  school  where 
a  first-gi'ado  school  was  wanted,  and  a 
second-grade  school  where  a  second- 
grade  was  wanted.  He  would  not  be- 
lieve that  the  House  would  condemn 
these  able  gentlemen  for  endeavouring 
to  extend  education  and  for  grading 
these  endowed  schools  in  order  to  in- 
crease their  usefulness.  Another  cause  of 
opposition  was  the  diiference  of  ox)inion 
which  existed  as  to  the  share  which  girls 
ought  to  have  in  the  benefits  of  the  en- 
dowments, with  rogjird  to  wliicli,  it  liad 
been  found  that  thure  was  a  very  general 
reluctance  to  diminish  the  amoimt  of 
endowments  available  for  boys  in  order 
to  promote  the  interest  of  girls.  On 
all  these  points  to  which  he  had  referred 
— namely,  giving  a  share  of  the  endow- 
ment to  girls,  the  gi'ading  of  schools, 
and  extending  their  usofubiess,  were 
points  insisted  on  by  the  Schools  In- 
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quiry  Commission';  and  it  was  most  un- 
fair to  blame  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners for  acting  upon  tho  Heportof 
the  Schools  Inquiry  Commission  which 
was  to  these  gentlemen  their  guide,  and 
contained  the  principles  they  were  to 
follow.  He  had  now  referred  to  the 
reason  which  caused  the  unpopularity  of 
this  Commission  and  now  ho  would  tun 
to  the  question  of  the  fitness  of  the  Cha- 
rity Commissioners  to  do  their  work.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  Petition  to 
that  House,  in  which  it  was  pointed  oat 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  were 
more  accustomed  to  deal  with  the  rights 
of  Corporative  property  than  with  edu- 
cation^ matters.  That  he  believed  to 
be  the  true  state  of  the  case,  and  from 
it  he  contended  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners would  not  be  able  to  do  the 
work  which  was  to  be  thrown  upon  them, 
or  to  promote  education,  and  that  there- 
fore, for  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated, 
the  present  Commissioners  should  be  con- 
tinued in  office  for  the  period  mentioned 
in  his  Amendment,  which  he  begged  to 
move.  In  doing  so,  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  that  the  Endowed  Schoda 
Commissioners  should  know  who  were 
their  friends  and  the  feeling  of  the 
House. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  did  not 
at  all  complain  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wenlock  (Mr.  Brown)  wishing  to  test 
the  feeling  of  tho  House  with  regard  to 
this  change.  At  the  same  time,  consi- 
dering the  matter  had  been  discussed  for 
three  nights,  he  felt  that  he  wotdd  not 
be  justified  in  dwelling  at  length  upon 
it.  He  woidd  only  quote  some  figures, 
by  way  of  correcting  those  of  the  hon. 
Member,  with  regard  to  the  schemes  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners. 
There  had  been  800  grammar  schools  in 
the  country  to  be  dealt  with,  and  in 
regard  to  74  of  them  sc^hemes  had  been 
passed,  while  as  to  66  others  there  were 
schemes  now  in  tho  Education  Depart- 
ment or  published,  but  still  open  to  ob- 
jection. That  left  660  actually  imdealt 
with.  There  were  00  schemes  at  present 
in  course  of  preparation,  and  deducting 
these  also,  the  number  of  schools  whi(£ 
remciined  untouched  was  570.  With 
regard  to  other  endowed  schools^  the 
total  number  was  370  ;  89  schemes  had 
been  passed ;  42  were  in  the  Educaticm 
Department,  or  published,  but  still  liaUe 
to  change ;  and  239  of  the  schools,  there- 
fore, were  still  undealt  with.  The  number 
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of  scliemes  in  tliis  class  now  being  pre- 
pared was  50,  and  this  left  189  of  tlie 
Bchools  untouched.  Tliose  figures  he 
had  received  from  the  Endowed  Schools 
ComniisHioners  themselves.  He  would 
not  enter  into  the  genertd  question  of 
the  suitability  of  the  present  Commis- 
sioners as  compared  with  the  Charity 
Comnussioners,  as  he  tliought  the  House 
would  agree  ^vith  him  that  the  matter 
had  already  been  sufhciently  discussed 
in  previous  debates. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  thought  it  curious  that  they  should 
have  been  advised  that  the  proper  place 
to  discuss  this  Bill  was  in  Committee, 
and  that  they  should  then  hear,  directly 
on  getting  into  Committee,  a  statement 
from  tlie  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  that  Ilo  would  not  intrude 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  by  discussing 
the  Bill.  During  the  three  nights'  de- 
bate which  had  taken  place  upon  the 
question,  and  which  had  been  principally 
occupied  by  the  explanations  of  lion. 
Members  opposite,  he  had  end^'avoured, 
as  quietly  and  silently  as  he  could,  to 
discover  the  reason  why  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  was  to  be  abolished. 
He  was  about  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  no  reasons.  It  would, 
however,  be  more  true  to  state  that  it 
had  given  a  great  number  of  reasons, 
each  of  which,  so  llatly  contradicted  the 
other,  that  before  the  Bill  passed  into 
law,  he  believed  the  Government  would 
have  to  give  some  much  plainer  and 
more  satisfactory  reason  than  had  yet 
been  advanced.  The  proposed  change 
oi  personnel  contained  in  the  clause  under 
notice  was  practically  the  root  of  the 
whole  question  connected  with  the  Bill. 
Why  were  the  present  Commissioners 
to  be  dismissed  ?  From  speeches  which 
had  been  made  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
it  appeared  that  it  was  not  considered 
any  part  of  the  business  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  defend  the  Commissioners,  the 
latter  being  the  friends  of  hen.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  not  of  the  Government.  That  seemed 
to  be  one  of  the  reasons  why  they  were 
to  be  dismissed.  Again,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  quoted  a  passage  from  the 
Report  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Inquiry 
Ckmimission,  pointing  to  the  desirability 
of  intrusting  the  work  connected  with 
the  schools  to  the  Chari^  Commission, 
whioh  knew  something  about  the  busi- 
nessi  instead  of  appointing  a  new  Ckim- 


mission.    But  the  present  proposal  was 
practically  to  appoint  a  new  Commission, 
in  the  place  of  one  which  was  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  work.     In  point  of 
fact  the  Commission  was  to  sutler  not 
because  it  knew  too  little,  but  because  it 
know  too  much,  and  in  comiection  with 
the  point,  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
what  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
was  a  very  grave  matter,  and  one  far 
beyond  the  question  of   the  endowed 
schools.     The  principles  upon  which  a 
responsible  Government  were  to  discredit 
and  dismiss  persons  conducting  a  Depart- 
ment of  the  public  service  were  of  very 
serious  importance.      The  Government 
had  said  that  the  Commission  would  ter- 
minate this  year ;  but  that  was  through 
their  Friends  in  '*  another  place  "  deter- 
mining that  eventuality.   The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  practically  said — **  We  have 
got  a  now  policy  on  these  matters,  and 
the  new  policy  is  so  different  from  the 
old  one,  in  regard  to  the  Nonconformists 
and  their  relations  to  the  Church,  that 
it  is    absolutely   necessary  we    should 
have  a  new  set  of  people  to  work  it." 
Were  they  going  to  introduce  the  Ame- 
rican system  of  getting  rid  of  every  man 
holding  an  important  office  in  the  public 
service,   whenever  a  new   Government 
came  into  power,  on  the  ground,  that  a 
new   policy  was  going  to  be  adopted 
which  the  old  men  could  not  be  expected 
to  work  in  accordance  with  ?      Were 
they  going  to  introduce  the  principle 
adopted  in  France,  by  which  every  new 
Administration  sent  new  Prefects  into 
the  country?     If  so,  why  should  that 
policy  be  confined  to  one  Department 
only ;   why  should  it  not  apply  to  all  ? 
It  would  be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissioners  were  going 
to  be  dismissed  because  they  were  un- 
popular.   But  was  that  same  principle 
also  to  be  applied  to  other  Departments 
of  the  service  which  might  happen  to  be 
unpopular?      With  many  persons,  for 
example,  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  might  be  very  unpopular ;  but 
were  they  on  that  accoimt  to  be  dis- 
missed?     The  Vice  President  of   the 
Council,  in  his  first  speech  with  regard 
to  the  Bill,  asserted  that  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  '^  had  been  slain 
by  the  force  of  public  opinion,"  that 
"  they  had  been  condemned  by  the  opi- 
nion of  the  coimtry."     If  that  was  uie 
reason  for  the  dismissal  of  the  Commis- 
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Bioners,  were  the  Government  prepared 
to  produce  the  evidence  on  which  they 
founded  the  allegation?  In  common 
with  many  others,  he  had  heard  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  on  the  second 
reading  with  very  deep  regret.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  he  had  lost  his 
nerves  in  the  last  Parliament ;  but  he 
(Sir  William  llarcourt)  very  much  pre- 
ferred the  tone  of  tlie  noble  Lord  in  the 
last  Parliament  to  liis  tone  in  the  present 
one.  There  was  a  story  of  a  man  who 
was  very  fiiendly  with  a  former  Prince 
of  Wales,  but  on  indifferent  terms  with 
the  Sovereign,  and  who,  when  he  was 
reproached  with  that  inconsistency,  re- 
plied that  he  preferred  the  lion  before 
his  claws  were  gro\NTi.  With  regard  to 
the  noble  Lord  their  experience  of  him 
was  certainly  less  pleasant  now  that  he 
was  in  power  than  it  had  been  before. 
He  had  spoken  of  the  Protestant  Dissen- 
ters of  England  as  belligerents  whose 
interests  it  was  his  business  to  attack. 
[Viscount  Sandon  :  I  spoke  of  political 
Nonconformists.]  lie  would  ask  whether 
the  noble  Lord  himself  was  a  political 
Churcliman,  and  whether  liis  speech  the 
other  night  wa,s  the  speech  of  a  political 
or  non  -  political  Churchman  ?  That 
speech  squared  very  ill  witli  the  solemn 
warning  of  the  Prime  Minister  tlio  other 
day,  that  gi-eat  events  were  before  us, 
and  that  we  ought  to  rally  to  the  broad 
platform  of  the  Reformation.  Was  the 
present  attack  on  the  l*rotestant  Dissen- 
ters part  of  the  plan  for  rallying  to  the 
broad  platfomi  of  the  llefomiation  ? 
The  language  of  the  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  sliow  liow  subtle  was  the  diaracter  of 
sectarian  v('iu)m  ;  for  it  was  strange  that 
it  should  have  inft'(?ted  oven  his  amiable 
and  gentle  charat^ter  with  the  rancour 
with  which  his  .speech  seemed  to  be  filled. 
It  was  in  that  speech,  rather  than  in  the 
attempts  which  had  been  made  to  explain 
it,  that  they  ought  to  read  the  true  objects 
and  motives  of  the  present  Bill.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  say 
that  the  Commissioners  acted  contraiy 
to  the  law  whicli  they  had  to  carry 
out,  but  that  they  had  acted  in  obedience 
to  it.  Then,  why  should  they  be  dis- 
missed? If  the  Commissioners  had 
faithfully  carried  out  the  law  which  was 
in  force,  why  should  not  credit  be  given 
to  them  that  they  would  also  faithfully 
carry  out  any  law  which  might  be  passed 
on  this  subject  witli  regard  to  the  future  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
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further  said  that  it  was  proposed  the 
Commissioners  should  be  removed,  be- 
cause the  Government  proposed  that 
there  should  be  a  change  in  the  lav. 
That  was  the  next  difficulty,  about  which 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  himself  had 
felt  very  much  embarrassed,  becauae  it 
was  difficult  to  understand  what  the  de- 
clarations of  the  Government  were  on 
that  subject.  Lastly,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Frime  Minister  hail 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  had 
given  it  as  an  additional  reason,  that  the 
removal  was  done  in  order  to  comply  as 
far  as  possible  with  the  wishes  of  the 
''pious  founder."  It  appeared  to  him  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  from  that  speedi. 
that  they  were  going  upon  a  sort  of 
crescendo  of  denominationalism.  In 
1869  they  passed  a  Bill  respecting  the 
will  of  the  founder;  in  1873  they  ex- 
tended that  principle ;  and  now,  in  1874, 
it  was  proposed  to  extend  it  still  far- 
ther. In  1869,  the  pious  founder;  in 
1873,  tlie  more  pious  founder  ;  in  1874. 
the  most  pious  founder.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  copy  of  the  instrument  of  the 
foimdation  of  a  certain  school.  In  that 
instrument  it  was  provided  that  the  head 
master  should  be  neither  Popish  nor 
Puritan ;  and  that  in  the  event  of  his 
assuming  Holy  Orders,  his  place  was 
immediately  to  become  vacant,  ''as 
though  he  were  dead,"  the  word  "dead" 
being  printed  in  capitals,  because  he 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  supposed,  it  was 
a  capital  pumishment.  The  same'^pioiu 
founder"  also  set  forth  that  the  master 
was  not  to  be  a  smoker,  a  tippler,  or  a 
frequenter  of  public-houses,  and  that  he 
was  only  to  use  Lillie's  Grammar.  He 
also  provided  that  no  poets  should  be 
read  in  the  school  but  the  ancient  Greek 
and  Latin  poets,  to  the  exclusion  of 
*' modem  conceited  authors."  The 
House  would  see  that,  this  school  beinz 
founded  in  1529,  among  the  "  conceited 
modem  authors "  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  exclude  were  William  Shalces- 
peare  and  Francis  Bacon.  Now,  in  a 
case  like  that,  did  they  intend  to  respect 
the  will  of  the  pious  founder?  Of 
course  not.  What  the  Gk)veznme]it 
meant  by  the  pious  founder  was  some- 
tldng  that  mirrored  their  own  prqn- 
dices;  something  which  enabled  them  to 
treat  the  endowed  schools  as  fortresses 
and  strong  positions  against  the  Non- 
conformists ;  something  which  safe 
effect  to  their  own  sectarian  pasnoai, 
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and  therefore  it  was   that  they  wore 
going  to    appoint   Commissioners  who 
would  disregard  the  will  of  the  founder 
in  every  instance  wliieh  did  not  touch 
denominationalism,    while   thoy   would 
stick  like  leeches  to  ovcry  scheme  which 
would  enable  them  to  give  effect  to  their 
own  sectarian  views.     The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  dismissed  the  great  question  as 
to  why  tlie  Commission  was  to  be  dis- 
missed in  a  very  gracefully  easy  way.  He 
did  not  blame  the  trustees,  he  did  not 
blamo  the  Commissioners;  but  it  was 
his  duty  to  see  who  was  to  blame  in  the 
matter.    It  was  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
aioners  to  reform  the  trustees,  and  he 
(Sir  William  Ilarcourt)  could  not  wonder 
that  they  did  not  get  on  well  together. 
It  was  no  part  of  the  business  of  the 
Commissioners  to  get  on  well  with  the 
trustees.    The  question  was  as  to  whe- 
ther their   conduct  had  been  right   or 
wrong,   and  upon  that  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  had  not  expressed  an  opi- 
nion.    It  appeared  that  with  regard  to 
vested  abuses,  the  Commissioners  did  not 
make  any  concession,  and  that  they  did 
not  flatter  the  trustees,  over  whom  the 
law  had  given  them  control.     Was  it 
light,   then,  that  tliese  Commissioners 
should  be  dismissed  because  they  had 
disapproved  the  conduct  of  the  trustees 
of  these  schools?    Some  of  these  trus- 
tees had  shown  by  the  management  of 
the  trusts  confided  to  them,  that  they 
would  prefer  to  see  12  boys  in  a  school 
of  which  they  had  been  appointed  trus- 
tees,  elected  scholars  of   that    school, 
than  to  see  300  or  400  scholars  in  it  who 
were  elected  scholars  thereof  without  the 
system  of  nomination.     If,  however,  the 
Government  were  going  to  appoint  men 
who  were  going  to  get  on  well  witli  the 
trustees,  the  trustees  would  pay  no  atten- 
tion to  them,  but  would  turn  roimd  and 
tell  them  that  the  Government  had  dis- 
missed the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners for  meddling  with  them.     It  was 
a  Commission  to  act  in  ierrorem  under 
the  possible  displeasure  of  the  trustees. 
There  was  little  doubt  that  this  new 
Commission  and  the  trustees  would  get 
on  together  like  a  house  on  fire ;  but, 
practically,  they  might  as  well  let  the 
whole  thing  go  for  any  work  that  could 
be  done  under  such  an  arrangement. 
This  Bill,  combined  with  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  had 
two  objects.     The  first  was  to  enable 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 


Council  to  carry  on  his  war  with  politi- 
cal Dissenters— [*' Oh,  oh!'']— well,  if 
hon.  Members  liked  the  term  better,  he 
would  say  belligerents ;  and  the  second 
was,  that  the  Commission  should  get  on 
well  with  the  trustees,  who  should  not 
interfere  too  rudely  with  existing  inte- 
rests. This  was  Conservative  re-ac- 
tion with  a  vengeance,  but  he  might  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  it  had  also 
been  admitted  by  the  Prime  Minister 
last  evening  that  this  was  the  conmience- 
ment  of  a  Cberal  re-action.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  since  the  great 
Liberal  party  had  been  re-organized,  the 
Conservative  calculated  majority  had 
been  exactly  doubled.  If  tliat  were  so, 
judging  from  the  division  which  imme- 
diately followed  the  statement,  the  exact 
Conservative  calculated  majority  was 
thirty-four  and  a-half,  and  he  had  some 
curiosity  to  know  who  was  the  hon. 
Member  of  the  Conservative  party  who 
was  honoured  by  being  reckoned  as  a 
half.  The  majority  on  that  division 
was  smaller  than  on  the  second  reading, 
and  if  they  could  judge  by  the  division 
of  that  morning,  it  was  growing  smaller 
still.  In  conclusion,  he  would  contend 
that  the  dismissal  of  the  Commissioners 
would  not  tend  to  advance  the  cause  of 
education,  and  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  simply  extend  the  denomina- 
tional system,  and  protect  evident 
abuses  on  the  part  of  the  trustees  of  en- 
dowments. 

Mil.  NEVILLE -GRENVILLE  said, 
that  odd  as  it  might  appear  after  the 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened, 
he  should  confine  himself  to  the  question 
before  the  Iloiiso.  Personally  he  would 
rather  trust  the  execution  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  to  the  old  Commis- 
sioners, if  they  had  been  continued,  than 
to  the  new ;  but  at  the  same  time,  he 
must  express  his  opinion  that  even  if 
the  Commissioners  had  been  free  from 
blame  with  regard  to  the  administratiou 
of  these  trusts,  the  Gbvemment  would 
have  been  blamed  if  they  had  proposed 
that  they  should  continue  to  carry  on 
the  work  of  Commissioners  of  Endowed 
Schools.  His  reason  for  thinking  so 
was,  that  Nonconformist  Members  on 
the  Opposition  benches  would  have  foimd 
fault  with  the  manner  in  which  they 
dealt  with  the  schools,  and  even  with  the 
religious  opinions  of  the  Commissioners 
themselves.  There  were  in  England  146 
denominations,  and  it  was  found  that  the 
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mombors  of  tho  Eudowed  Schools  Com- 
mission belonged  to  only  one  of  those 
denominations — a  condition  of  things  at 
which  certain  Noiiconfonnists  were  dis- 
satisfied. For  that  reason  he  tliought 
the  course  which  had  been  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  should  be  adox)ted. 

Mtt.  ^lELLY,  as  a  Nonconformist, 
said,  Dissenters  had  found  fault  with 
the  existing  Commissioners  because  they 
believed  them  to  be  too  paitial  to  the 
Churcli  of  England.  How  much  more 
would  they  object  to  the  new  men  who 
were  to  be  less  impartial  and  more  in 
favour  of  the  Clmrch  than  tho  former  ? 
Ho  believed  the  reason  why  it  was  pro- 
posed to  dismiss  the  existing  Commis- 
sioners was  tliat  thev  could  not  be 
trusted  to  job  sufficiently  for  the  Church 
party.  They  were  to  be  dismissed 
be(?ause  thoy  had  shown  by  their  de- 
cisions in  questions  connected  with  tho 
administration  of  these  schools  that  thoy 
would  admit  Nonconibnnists  as  well  as 
members  of  tlie  Church  of  England  to 
enjoy  the  benefits  which  the  founders  of 
these  institutions  had  conferred  upon 
the  nation.  Tlio  Act  of  1860  was  also  to 
be  altered  because,  unjust,  unfair,  and 
exclusive  as  it  already  apx)eared  to  the 
Nonconfonnists,  it  was  not  sufliciently 
so  to  please  the  Church  party. 

Mr.  KITCIIIE  said,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  a  fooling  existed  in  the 
coimtiy  that  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners luid  not  been  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  tho  spirit  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  that  in  consequence 
they  had  come  voiy  much  into  collision 
with  tlie  trustees,  and  so  caused  tho 
schools  to  be  less  efficient  than  they 
otherwise  would  be.  In  taking  as  their 
principle  tlie  canying  out  the  wishes  of 
tlie  pious  founders,  the  Government  were 
only  doing  that  which  they  were  bound 
to  do.  He  thought  the  speech  of  the 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Oxford  was  totally 
inapproi>riate  to  the  clause  imder  con- 
sideration, relating,  as  it  did,  to  tho 
appointment  of  Commissioners.  It  was 
necessary  either  that  the  old  ones  should 
be  continued  or  new  ones  appointed,  and 
the  question  was,  whether  the  old  Com- 
missioners had  given  such  satisfaction 
as  would  justify  the  Government  in  con- 
tinuing them  in  their  j^resent  position. 
He  approved  of  tho  course  proposed  of 
appointing  a  Commission  already  exist- 
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ing,  which  not  only  enjoyed  the  con- 
fidence  of  the  country,  out  of  some  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  Endowed  Schools  Inquirr 
Commission.  The  right  hon.  Memba 
for  Greenwich,  in  speaking  of  the  new 
Commission  said,  that  if  he  could  only  un- 
derstand that  the  Charity  Commissionen 
were  willing  to  undertake  the  duty,  his 
objections  would  be  almost  entirely  re- 
moved. But  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  read  a  letter  showing  their 
willingness  to  accept  the  authority,  he 
was  assailed  by  the  remark  that  the  Go- 
vemment  were  canTing  on  a  secret  cor- 
respondence  with  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners with  the  view  of  overthrowing 
the  Endowed  Schools  CommiBsioners. 
As  to  what  had  been  said  of  the  trustees 
of  these  foundations,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  belief,  founded  on  his  ezperi- 
once  of  the  way  in  which  tho  trustees 
of  a  school  in  his  own  neighbourhood 
executed  tho  task  imposed  on  them,  that 
there  was  no  foundation  for  the  imputation 
cast  upon  them  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford — ^that 
some  trustees  would  prefer  to  see  12 
scholars  instead  of  300  or  400  in  a 
school  whose  trusts  they  had  to  ad- 
minister, where  an  altered  state  of  things 
would  now  justify  the  teaching  of  300 
or  400,  instead  of  12  children,  the  num- 
ber named  in  tho  will  of  the  foimder. 
He  believed  that  in  such  matters,  the 
great  majority  of  trustees  were  as 
honourable  as  tho  Commissioners  whom 
Parliament  had  appointed  to  see  to 
the  faithful  carrying  out  of  the  inten- 
tions of  "  pious  founders."  Nothing 
woidd  induce  him  to  support  the  Billf 
if  he  believed  that  its  object  was 
to  shut  out  Nonconfonnists  from  the 
advantages  which  in  justice  they  were 
entitled  to  derive  from  foundations  of 
that  nature,  or  to  restrict  the  master- 
ships in  these  schools  to  gentlemen  in 
Holy  Orders. 

Mr.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOETH  said, 
it  seemed  that  the  clause  was  to  be 
supported  by  the  Government,  because 
of  the  alleged  impopularity  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  he  thoueht  that 
had  been  disposed  of  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford. 
It  was  considered  that  the  trustees  were 
generally  people  who  were  veiy  anxious 
to  promote  education ;  and  that  it  was 
very  desirable  the  Commissionera  en- 
trusted with  the  execution  of  theae  ra- 
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fonnB  should  get  on  well  with  them. 
In  answer  to  that,  it  was  not  likely 
that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners could  get  on  well  with  the 
trustees  of  endowed  schools  where  the 
intentions  of  the  founder  were  being 
violated.  He  thought,  however,  that 
they  ought  to  be  chary  of  losing  the 
services  of  men  who  had  acquired 
valuable  information  and  performed 
great  services,  and  he  very  much  ques- 
tioned whether  the  new  Commissioners 
would  be  able  to  get  through  the  work 
in  five  years.  The  Committee  of  last 
year  recognized  that  there  was  some 
cause  of  complaint  against  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners,  but  they  traced 
the  complaint  to  the  right  source — the 
expressed  and  published  opinions  of 
some  of  the  Commissioners ;  and  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  in  question, ho 
could  say  that  in  the  published  opinions 
of  Mr.  Hobhouse  were  to  be  found 
the  source  of  very  much  of  the  com- 
plaint that  had  been  made.  That  gen- 
tleman was  no  longer  a  member  of  the 
Commission,  and  it  was  not  right  to 
visit  upon  these  three  gentlemen  the 
consequences  of  what  had  been  written 
by  their  colleague  years  ago.  Was 
that  House  to  respect  nothing  except 
vested  interests  ?  Ho  thought  it  would 
have  been  perfectly  possible  for  the 
Government  to  have  exercised  a  very 
considerable  control  over  the  old  Com- 
missioners within  the  limits  of  the  Act 
of  1869.  He  appealed  to  them  whether 
it  would  not  be  the  best  policy,  on  edu- 
cational grounds,  to  continue  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissioners  in  office, 
and  endeavour  to  make  the  best  of  them, 
an  addition  being  made  to  their  present 
number.  The  Endowment  Commissioners 
had  been  called  the  friends  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  on  the  Liberal  benches  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  though  why 
he  could  not  tell,  because  by  none  had 
they  been  so  abused  as  by  the  Noncon- 
formists and  members  of  the  Birming- 
ham League.  He  had  opposed  the  Bill 
with  great  pain,  because  he  was  grieved 
to  see  this  question  become  the  battle- 
field of  party.  To  remove  that  danger, 
he  could  see  only  one  remedy,  and  that 
was  for  the  Government  to  say  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  "Wenlock  (Mr. 
Brown)  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment they  would  withdraw  the  Bill. 
TJie  Amendment  would  give  rise  to 
much  discussion,  and  unless  the  course 


he  suggested  were  adopted,  the  Bill 
would  probably  prove  the  means  of 
saving  the  lives  oi  many  grouse  on  the 
Scotch  and  Yorkshire  moors. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  the  last 
sentence  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber showed  that  his  object  was  simply  to 
delay  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  EAY-SHUTTLEWOETH  de- 
sired to  explain.  He  had  risen  not  to 
delay  the  Bill,  but  to  suggest  its  with- 
drawal to  the  Government ;  and  in  his 
reference  to  the  delay  that  might  other- 
wise ensue,  he  had  indicated  no  inten- 
tion of  his  own,  but  had  referred  to  the 
course  which  might  possibly  bo  taken 
by  other  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  as  he  had 
understood,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
intimated  that  unless  the  Bill  were  with- 
drawn the  House  might  continue  sitting 
until  the  1 2th  of  August.  The  tendency 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  was  to 
disparage  the  Charity  Commissioners 
and  to  laud  the  Endowed  School  Commis- 
sioners, who  had  rendered  themselves 
unpopular  throughout  the  country,  and 
had  caused  alarm  to  trustees  in  every 
direction  by  declaring  their  inability  to 
understand  Clauses  1 9  and  24  of  the  Act 
of  1869.  The  Bill  was  introduced  in  a 
conciliatory  spirit,  and  i"n  accordance 
with  the  general  views  and  jirinciplos  of 
the  Government,  and  for  the  purpose 
laid  down  in  a  former  Session  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ^Member  for 
Bradford,  for  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not,  when  he  legislated  upon  this 
question,  in  any  way  disparage  the 
Charity  Commissioners ;  it  was  to  them 
he  looked  for  the  ultimate  working 
of  the  scheme.  The  Bill  of  1869  was 
brought  in  as  a  temporary  measure ; 
and,  in  the  interval,  it  was  expected  that 
by  the  adoption  of  a  system  of  elemen- 
tary education  for  the  country,  there 
would  be  more  means  of  considering 
whether  it  would  be  necessary  at  the 
expiration  of  three  or  four  years  to  make 
any  change  in  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission.  The  Commissioners  com- 
menced their  work  in  a  sj^irit  of  hostility 
very  different  from  what  was  expected, 
and  it  was  admitted  in  the  Committee 
that  the  Commissioners  had  taken  a  dif- 
ferent "view  of  the  Act  and  their  duties 
than  the  House  of  Commons  had  ex- 
pressed in  words.  If  it  were  true  that 
the  Endowment  Commissioners  had 
given  universal  satisfaction,  how  was  it 
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that  the  Select  Committee  of  1873  came 
to  be  appointed  ?  The  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  not  to  take  any  new 
Body,  but  to  hand  the  matter  over  to 
Commissioners  who  had  already  under 
the  existing  Act  great  power  and  control 
over  many  of  those  schools ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  after  the  explanations  given 
by  the  Government  witti  respect  to  the 
unsectarian  character  of  the  Governing 
Bodies,  in  which  it  was  quite  clear  that 
there  waa  no  intention  of  giving  any  pre- 
eminence to  the  Church  of  England  over 
the  Nonconformists,  and  the  clause  which 
was  to  be  moved  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  it  was 
impossible  to  urge  with  any  show  of 
reason  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
would  not  do  their  work  efficiently  and 
well.  He  regretted  that  the  Bill  had 
been  opposed  in  a  party  spirit,  in  the 
hope  of  obtaining  political  capital,  in- 
stead of  being  accepted  as  a  measure  of 
necessity  for  the  more  beneficial  object 
of  improving  the  endowed  schools. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  could  not 
support  the  Amendment,  because  he  felt 
convinced  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  service  that  these  duties 
should  be  transferred  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners. Having  been  a  Charity  Com- 
missioner himself,  ho  could  confirm  the 
statements  in  the  letter  of  Sir  John  HiU, 
which  he  thought  was  conclusive  on  the 
point.  As  a  Churchman  desirous  of 
maintaining  the  Established  Church, 
however,  he  earnestly  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  to  remove  from  Churchmen 
the  disgrace  of  attempting  to  caiTy  their 
doctrines  into  the  schoolroom,  whilst 
they  had  their  pulpits  for  such  purposes. 
The  reason  he  did  so  was,  that  it  was 
clear  to  all  who  chose  to  look,  that  some 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
hud  followed  tlio  example  of  their  great 
prototype  at  Kome,  by  seizing  upon 
educational  ondowmentfi  for  the  purpose 
of  impressing  upon  the  young  their  creed 
and  do^cinas. 

Mr.  NEVILLE-GEENVJLLE  rose  to 
Order,  nnd  asked  whether  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  relevant  to  the 
question  before  the  Comniittee. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  failed  to 
see  any  connection  between  the  subject 
upon  which  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough was  entering  and  the  question 
before  the  House,  which  was  as  to  the 
advisability  of  transferring  the  powers 

Mr.  Coliinet/ 


of  the  Endowed  Schools  Oommiamcmen 
to  another  body. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  dedaxed  that 
Churchmen  were  ashamed  of  their  Ghurdi 
because  of  these  squabbles  about  educa- 
tion.        

Mb.  WHITWELL,  who  rose  amid 
loud  cries  of  ''Divide/'  said,  that  if 
hon.  Members  below  the  gangway  in- 
sisted upon  a  division  before  the  ques- 
tion had  been  fully  discussed,  the  only 
course  open  for  him  to  take  would  be 
to  move  to  report  Process.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners, he  held  that  that  Body  showed 
that  they  still  possessed  groat  vitality. 
It  was,  therefore,  undesirable  to  appoint 
other  Commissioners  in  the  place  of 
those  who  were  now  discharging  the 
duties  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sion, thereby  condemning  their  past 
conduct.  They  had  hitherto  actea  in 
harmony  with  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment of  the  Government ;  and  it  was  an 
unfortunate  thing  that  they  were  abont 
to  be  superseded  on  a  point  that  affected 
the  interests  and  feelings  of  the  people 
on  a  most  vital  question.  He  taisted 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  would  fed 
that  common  justice  was  due  to  the 
gentlemen  who  composed  the  Oommis- 
sion,  and  the  country  would  certainly 
demand  a  greater  cause  of  accusation 
against  them  than  had  been  alleged.  It 
was  not  a  matter  of  endowment,  but  of 
education,  and  he  deprecated  the  intro- 
duction of  religious  prejudice  into  it. 
It  was  a  matter  of  which  a  Minister  of 
Education  should  have  the  control,  and 
he  hoped  that  for  another  year,  at  least, 
the  present  Commission  would  be  con- 
tinued. He  suggested  that  if  a  change 
was  made,  it  should  be  one  which  woud 
place  the  Commissioners  more  imme- 
diately under  the  control  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  which  was  directly  re- 
presented in  that  House,  and  not  tnmafer 
their  powers  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  that  the  proposal 
of  the  15111  was,  that  those  Endowed 
Si'hools  Commissioners  should  bo  put  an 
end  to.  He  thought  they  shoula  have 
been  put  an  end  to  last  year.  He  consi- 
dtTcd  that  they  ought  not  to  have  laid 
down  one  inflexible  rule,  when  a  new 
scheme  for  a  school  was  settled,  that  all 
the  existing  Governing  Body  of  the 
school  should  be  put  on  one  side.  For 
instance,  supposing  a  Governing  Body 
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bad  for  centaries  done  their  duty,  and 
they  were  30  in  number,  the  Commis- 
aioners  would  not  be  satisfied  without 
reducing  them  to  boveu,  and  appointing 
six  more  thomselveB.  IIo  had  no  confi- 
dence in  those  Commissioners,  nor  had 
the  House,  else  why  should  there  have 
been  a  Select  Committee  sitting  week 
after  week,  and  the  Commissioners  giving 
evidence  before  them?  Pic  had  heard 
from  a  Member  of  that  Committee  that 
there  could  not  have  been  men  less 
fitted  to  discharge  the  duty  with  which 
they  were  entrusted.  [Mr.  K-vy-Siiuti'le- 
woRTii :  Name.]  It  was  not  necessaiy 
to  tell  who  lie  was ;  he  was  not  now  a 
^fember  of  the  House,  but  was  one  who 
sat  on  that  (the  Opposition)  sido.  Ho 
(Mr.  Locke)  believed  in  consequence  of 
the  speech  which  fell  last  year  from  tlio 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Arombor  for  a 
place  near  the  waterside,  who  was  then 
Fremier,  his  party  lost  three  seats  in  the 
City  of  Tjondon.  They  lost  three  seats 
and  they  kept  one,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  filled  that  one  was,  he  be- 
lieved, going  to  make  a  speech  in  favour 
of  the  Commissi(mers.  But  one  of  the 
then  Members  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Crawford),  who  had  retired,  was 
not  in  their  favour ;  ho  said  at  the  time 
that  the  Liberal  party  would  rue  the 
course  they  had  taken  with  respect  to 
them ;  that  they  would  lose  throe  scats 
in  the  City  of  London,  unci  so  they  had. 
AVliy  should  the  House  be  anxious  to 
retain   the  Commissioners,    as   if  tluiv 

'  ft 

were  the  only  three  men  in  the  world 
fitted  to  carry  on  that  business  ?  They 
liad  given  no  satisfaction  during  their 
term  of  power.  He  proposed  a  clause 
to  set  tlio  matter  right  —  it  was  the 
mildest  clause  ever  put  into  a  IJill — to 
the  effect  that  the  Commissioners  should 
bo  directed  not  to  do  away  witli  the  (jo- 
veming  Body,  unless  it  could  be  sliown 
that  tikey  conducted  themselves  imprn- 
]>erly,  and  yet  the  nght  hon.  !Membor 
for  Bradford  opposed  him,  and  obtained 
a  majority,  100  voting  for  his  (Mr. 
Locke  s)  proposal,  and  146  against  it. 
That  showed  that  even  last  year  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  against  the  Com- 
missioners. In  fact,  nobody  admired 
them  except  those  who  had  created 
them ;  and  a  more  unpopular  set  of  men 
had  never  been  sent  out  for  the  per- 
formance of  a  public  duty  by  that  House. 
By  sweeping  them  away,  the  House 
would  confer  a  great  benefit  upon  the 


!  country,  and  would  give  satisfaction  to 
all  those  who  were  brought  in  contact 
with  them.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  who  was  now 
coming  in  with  a  huge  book,  had  said 
all  that  could  be  said  in  favour  of  those 
three  Commissioners  ;  but  what  had  ho 
stated  that  would  lead  the  House  to 
supj>ose  that  there  was  anything  so 
wonderful  in  thom?  They  had  made 
everybody  discontented,  and  therefore, 
though  he  said  nothing  about  the  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  decidedly  reject  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HAEDCASTLE  said,  he  would 
not  liave  inter^^osed  in  the  discussion 
were  it  not  that  he  was  one  of  the  trus- 
tees of  a  school  for  wliich  a  scheme  had 
been  prepared  or  rather  suggested  by 
the  Commissioners.  Those  gentlemen 
proposed  to  make  some  alteration,  such 
as  that  which  liad  boon  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down — an  alteration  which  he  believed 
to  be  wholly  unnecessarj",  and  injurious 
to  the  trust,  by  infusing  what  they  called 
*'  now  blood  "  into  the  existing  body  of 
trustees.  This  scIkkjI — the  ]^^anchester 
Grammar  School — had  attained  a  re- 
markable degree  of  importance  from  the 
iact  that  th(»  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  devoted  nearly  half  his  si)eech 
last  night  to  it.  Evidently  there  had 
been  some  little  anxiety  on  the  part  of 
the  N(mconft)nni8t  trustees  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  upon  them ;  but  that 
anxiety  appeared  to  have  been  suggested 
rather  by  political  interests  than  by  de- 
nominational alarm.  In  proof  of  that, 
he  might  mention  that  one  of  those 
gentlemen  was  stated  to  have  said  at 
a  public  mooting  at  the  ^Westminster 
Palace  Hotel,  that  he  hoped  this  Bill 
might  pass  in  its  most  objectionable 
form.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Gret.*nwich  roused  himself  to  the  highest 
pitch  of  eloquence  in  desci'ibing  the 
trustees  of  tlio  ^Fancliester  Grammar 
School,  one  half  of  them  Nonconformists 
and  the  other  half  Cliurchnien,  to  whose 
liberalitv  the  school  was  so  much  in- 
debted.  But  in  one  respect  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  incorrect.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  towards 
the  end  of  his  speech,  that  a  large 
amoimt  of  money  recently  subscribed, 
mainly  by  the  board  of  trustees  them- 
selves, was  subscribed  under  the  protec- 
tion of  tho  Act  of  1869.    These  were 


51 1        Endwoed  Sehooh  Acts        (COMMONS] 


Amendmewi  Bill. 


513 


the  words  which  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 

man  used — 

"Ui>on  the  faith  of  the  legislation  of  1869 
these  £60,000  were  subscribed,  partly  by  Church- 
men, but  yet  more  by  Nonconformists.  .  .  . 
I  want  to  know  how  it  is  roconfilable  with  good 
faith,  that  we  should  pass  an  Act  in  1 869  which 
went  forth  like  sunshine  over  the  City  of  Man- 
chester, and  induced  the  i)eoplo  of  that  City  to 
bring  forth  from  their  own  trctisurcs  those  large 
sums  of  money  .  .  .  and  then  to  interfere  by 
means  of  a  Bill  which  would  destroy  the  legisla- 
tive sanction  under  which  tlicse  fimds  wore 
given." 

Now,  the  fact  was,  the  money  was  sub- 
scribed, in  the  main,  prior  to  1869.  Ho 
(Mr.  Hardcastle)  telegraphed  early  this 
morning  to  the  solicitor  for  the  charity, 
and  he  had  received  the  following 
reply : — 

"  Langworthy's  and  the  trustees'  subscrip- 
tions annouucccl  April  8,  18G8.  Public;  appeal 
made  April,  1 869.  Contract  signed  J  uly  follow- 
ing. Act  nothing  to  do  with  raising  thu  money 
for  building." 

As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made 
so  much  of  that  particular  school,  he 
felt  bound  to  show  that  that  ground  was 
entirely  cut  from  beneath  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  feet.  The  existing  body 
of  trustees  consisted  of  an  equal  num- 
ber of  Nonconformists  and  Churchmen, 
and  the  trust  had  been  worked  with 
perfect  harmony  and  the  greatest  pos- 
sible benefit  to  the  school.  But  how 
did  the  Commissioners  proi>ose  to  deal 
with  tlie  body  ?  Thoy  felt  it  necessary 
that  the  popular  element  should  be  in- 
troduced, and  suggested  that  certain 
members  of  the  town  council  should  be 
made  ex  officio  members  of  the  trust — a 
plan  which  would  have  a  most  depress- 
ing and  deadening  effect  upon  its  wel- 
fare. One  of  the  trustees  had  given 
£10,000  for  the  benefit  of  the  trust,  an- 
otlior  had  made  largo  and  liberal  con- 
tributions ;  but  did  anyone  ever  hear  of 
a  town  councillor  putting  his  hand  in 
his  pocket,  and  doing  a  similar  act  of 
munificence  for  the  town  with  which  ho 
was  connertod  ? 

Siu  TIAECOCJET  JOHNSTONE  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  vindi- 
cation of  Canon  Robinson.  He  had  had 
an  opportunity  in  many  ways  of  witness- 
ing the  iMtuiner  in  which  Can(m  Eobin- 
Ron  had  conducted  very  difficult  func- 
tions, and  ho  could  say  that  as  a  clergy- 
man of  the  Church  of  England  and  a 
SL'hoolmaster,  that  gentleman  was  spe- 
cially fitted  for  the  work  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission.    Wliilo  a  Commit- 


tee,  of  which  the  Arohbiahop  of  ToA, 
many  eminent  Churchmen,  memben  of 
the  Society  of  Friends,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men &om  both  sides  of  the  House  and 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  were  mem- 
bers, was  sitting  on  the  endowed  achooh 
of  Yorkshire,  they  had  g^reat  ezperieDee 
of  Canon  Eobinson's  services,  and  duxing 
all  the  time  they  were  acting  with  thit 
gentleman,  he  had  shown    the  utnuMt 
respect  for  the  feelings  both  of  Chmdh 
men  and  Nonconformists.     If  there  wu 
a  man  in  the  highest  degree  fitted  fat 
the  work  it  was  Canon  Kobinson,  ind 
he  regretted  that  that  gentleman  was  to 
be  extinguished  in  the  manner  proposed 
by  the  Bill. 

Mk.  SULLIVAN  said,    the  Amend- 
ment  now    before   the   Conimittee,  in 
reality,  raised  the  whole  question.    He 
deemed  it  right  to  say  so  much  at  tiie 
outset,  to  anticipate  tiie   possibility  of 
misapprehension  as  to  some  of  the  ob- 
servations   ho  meant   to   make.    They 
were  called  upon  in  the  clause  before 
tho  Chair  to  sweep  away  the  ezistiiig 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  and  in 
tlie  Amendment,  thoy  were  called  upon 
to  extend  their  period  of  office  for  fife 
years.    In  order  to  judg^  between  theee 
two  proposals,  it  woidd   be  quite  neces- 
sary to  review  tho  whole  system  whidi 
hinged  upon  each  alternative.  Somefev 
hon.  Members  of  tho  House  amongst 
whom  he  sat  seemed  to  think  that  was 
a  question  of  the  denominational  system 
and    the  secular  system  of    education. 
Certainly,  if  it  were  so,  ho  (Mr.  SnlliTan) 
and  the  large  number  of  Irish  Memben 
who  voted  last  night  would  at  all  hazaidi 
vote  for  tho  Bill.    Ho   and  they  were 
advocates  of  tho  denominational  system 
in    education.     In    tho    application   of 
jmblic  funds   for   education,   they  cm- 
tended  that  each  denomination  should 
share  the  State  aid,  and  on  the  same 
principle,  they  contended  that   in  the 
education  of  youth,  religion  should  not 
bo  excluded ;  but  he  found  no  such  issae 
raised    in  tliat  conflict.     It  was  not  a 
struggle  between  a  denominational  sp- 
tom  proposed  in  the  Bill  against  a  flecD- 
lar  system  now  in  force.     If  it  weze,  he 
repeated,  his  vote  would  be  given  asainit 
tho  old  and  in  favour  of  the  new  scheme. 
But  the  autliors  of  tho  new  propositioDS 
themselves  had  again  and  again  dedand 
that  it  did  not  assert  any  such  newpnn- 
ciple,  or  propose  any  change  in  the  ij*- 
tem    of  education    from    the   eaetiBf 
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flohdkne.  The  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  been  at  particular 
pains  to  make  that  clear.  He  said  that, 
so  far  from  changing,  the  Bill  only  pro- 
posed to  '^ extend  and  develop"  the 
existing  system,  and  he  even  said  the 
new  Board  were  to  proceed  on  ''the 
old  lines,"  only  better  defined.  That 
effectually  disposed  of  the  pretence  that 
there  was  a  conflict  between  a  secular 
Bill  and  a  denominational  Bill ;  but  if 
he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  any  need  for  fur- 
ther proof  on  that  head,  it  would  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  although  the  se- 
cular educatipn  party  in  that  House  op- 
posed the  present  Bill,  they  very  nearly 
as  strongly  resisted,  or,  at  all  events, 
▼ery  stronely  complained  of,  the  exist- 
ing Act  when  it  was  proposed,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  denominational.  If, 
then,  the  Bill  was  not  meant  as  a 
change — if  it  was  barely  intended  to 
"  extend  and  develop  "  the  present  sys- 
tem— ^why  was  it  proposed  to  abolish 
the  present  Board  and  set  up  a  new 
one  ?  The  real  reason  for  the  proceed- 
ing was  to  be  sought  in  the  present  atti- 
tude of  the  Church  of  England  and  the 
other  sub-denominations  of  Protestants 
known  as  Nonconformists.  The  presenf 
Bill  was  meant  to  inaugurate — to  borrow 
a  phrase  from  the  French  Assembly — 
"a  policy  of  combat."  The  Church 
party  saw  in  that  House  some  men  who 
meant  to  press  for  disostablislimont,  and 
now,  having  the  opportunity  in  liaving 
the  power  at  their  back,  they  had  re- 
Bolved  to  sally  forth  into  the  neutral  zone 
and  seize  upon  and  occupy  as  vantage 
points  certain  positions  which,  by  solemn 
treaty  a  few  years  since,  it  was  settled 
should  not  be  so  held.  That  was  the 
real  secret  of  the  whole  proceeding. 
And,  indeed,  the  matter  was  frankly  and 
candiidly  avowed  in  the  first  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  although  in  a  speech  later  on 
he,  alarmed  at  some  manifestations  of 
public  opinion  out-of-doors,  endeavoured 
to  modify  his  declarations  very  consider- 
ably. T&ie  proceeding  was  a  strategic 
move — a  bold  and  aggressive  move — in 
anticipation  of  a  future  conflict  on  the 
question  of  disestablishment.  Denomi- 
national education  had  nothing  to  say 
to  it,  except  in  so  far  as  it  was  a  pro- 
posal to  wrong  every  other  denomination 
for  the  aggrandizement  of  one.  But 
what  was  the  ground,  what  was  the 
pretext  upon  which  that  belligerent  step 
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was  taken?  ''Eespect  for  the  will  of 
the  founder  "  was  the  sum  and  substance 
of  it  all.  ''Eespect  for  the  will  and 
wish  of  the  founder ! "  Why,  it  had 
already  been  shown  that 

Sir  GEORGE  JENKINSON  rose  to 
Order,  and  intimated  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  discussing  matters  which 
were  not  now  before  the  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  understood 
the  hon.  Member,  in  his  remarks,  merely 
to  refer  to  those  clauses,  in  illustration 
of  his  argument. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was  most 
ready  to  bow  to  any  decision  of  the 
Chairman ;  but  he  would  emphatically 
assert  that  he  was  entitled,  in  discussing 
a  clause  which  proposed  to  abolish  the 
existing  Board  and  set  up  another,  to 
review  the  propositions  made  as  to  the 
powers  the  new  Board  should  exercise. 
It  was  not  his  desire  or  purpose  to  an- 
ticipate the  discussion  whicli  must  arise 
on  Clauses  4  and  5,  especially  as  aflected 
Catholics,  but  this  much  was  fairly  ne- 
cessary to  his  argument.  It  was  to  carry 
out  Clauses  4  and  5  the  old  Board  was 
to  be  abolished,  and  why  ?  Because  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  wanted  men  whom 
they  could  thorouglJy  trust,  to  work  out 
their  own  exclusive  ends  in  exercising 
their  option  in  respect  to  these  clauses. 
The  whole  motive  power  and  force  of 
the  change  was  attributed  to  "complete 
and  scrupulous  respect  for  the  will  of 
the  founder."  If  that  was  not  genuine, 
away  wont  the  whole  foundation  from 
tlie  Bill.  Was  it  genuine  ?  Why,  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  had  to  admit 
that  it  was  not,  and  that  the  language 
of  tlie  Bill  was  utterly  delusive  towards 
Catholics.  It  was  to  bo  respect  for  the 
will  of  tlie  founder  as  long  as  such  a 
plea  availed  to  exclude  Nonconformist 
Protestants — it  was  to  be  disregard  of, 
defiance  of,  outrage  of,  the  will  of  the 
founder  whenever  the  founder  was  a 
Catholic.  The  Catholic  was  to  be  plun- 
dered and  the  Nonconformist  thrust  out ; 
but  the  doctrine  of  "  continuity,"  they 
were  told,  was  to  justify  this — the  con- 
tinuity of  the  Established  Church. 

Mr.  GREGORY  rose  to  Order,  and 
said  the  clause  they  were  on  referred  to 
a  proposed  power  to  transfer  the  autho- 
rity to  deal  "\Wth  the  endowments  from 
the  present  Commissioners  to  another 
tribunal. 

Tue  chairman  said,  as  he  under- 
stood  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  was  re- 
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ferring  to  the  matter  in  illustration  of 
his  argument,  although  the  illustration 
eeemeid  not  very  happy,  and  not  to  apply 
to  the  question  at  issue. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would  re- 
sume his  seat,  if  he  was  to  be  inter- 
rupted or  fettered  in  so  palpably  neces- 
sary a  portion  of   his  argument.     He 
was  demonstrating  by  reference  to  those 
clauses  why  Clause  1  should  be  amended 
as  proposed.    The  disregard  of  the  will 
of  the  founder,  where  lie  happened  to 
be  Catholic,  was  excused  by  the  plea  of 
continuity,  of  pre-Eeformation,  andante- 
Reformation.     What  kind  of  continuity 
— was  it  legal  or  doctrinal  ?    The  plea 
was    that    the   Established    Protestant 
Church  was  a  continuance  of,  was  the 
heir-at-law  of,  the  Catliolic  Church,  and 
was  thus  entitled  to  all  educational  en- 
dowments originally  given  for  Catholic 
schools ;  that  the  two  Churches  were  to 
be  regarded  as  one  and  the  same.     The 
family  likeness  certainly  was  not  strong ; 
but  surely  the  kinship  between  the  Ca- 
tholic Church  before  the   Reformation 
aud  the  Establishment  of  to-day  was 
not  half  so  strong  as  tliat  between  the 
latter  Church  and  those  other  sub -divi- 
sions of  the  Protestant    Body,  whose 
claims,  as  co-heirs,   were   now   utterly 
denied.  The  continuity  and  identity  plea 
surely  could  not  avail  as  between  those, 
and,  consequently,  that  attempt  in  the 
same  Act  to  despoil  the  Catliolics  and 
defraud  the  Dissenters  was  a  glaring 
inconsistency,   to  say  the  least.     Now, 
here  exactly  was  the  pith  of  the  whole 
case — here  exactly  arose  the  considera- 
tion which  had  led  the  authors  of  the 
Bill  to  propose  to  abolish  the  existing 
administrative  body  or  tribunal,  and  set 
up  a  now   one.     The  present  tribunal 
might,  according  to  the  option  given  it, 
administer  endowments  iov  Protestant 
education  in  a  way  to  give  all  the  sub- 
divisions a  share,  according  to  the  equi- 
ties of  each  case  and  all  the  surrounding 
ciixiumstances — nay,  tliey  might  extend 
like  justice,  in  part,  at  all  events,  to  the 
Catholics.     So  they  were   to  bo   swept 
away,  and  a  new  tribunal  set  up,  who 
would  construe  everything  into  the  lap 
of  the  Establishment.     Wliat  was  be- 
queathed to  the  Establishment  expressly 
was  to  be  all  theirs.     AVhat  was    be- 
queathed   for   Protestantism    generally 
was  to  be  aU  theirs.     AVhat  was   be- 
queathed for  lioman  Catholics  expressly 
was  to  be  theirs.     In  fact,  overj-thing 
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was  to  be  theirs.  They  were  to  hare 
the  benefit  of  eyery  doubt;  they  woe 
to  take  what  was  certain  and  what  mi 
doubtful ;  they  were  to  haye  their  own 
and  ours  and  everybody's.  Against  sndi 
a  proposition,  he  (Mr.  Sullivan),  speak- 
ing for  himself  and  some  of  his  fellow- 
Catholic  Members,  would  protest  witk 
all  vehemence.  He  and  tney,  at  aU 
events,  were  free  from  selfish  eonsiderap 
tions.  They  had  the  cold  conBolation  of 
knowing  that  neither  side  ventured  to 
be  just  towards  them  in  respect  to  those 
Catholic  endowments;  but  they  would 
not,  because  they  were  the  victims  of  a 
dire  injustice  themselves,  abet  an  inju- 
tice  on  Protestant  Dissenters.  Some  of 
these  Dissenters  were  denominational 
educationists,  others  of  them  were  secu- 
lar educationalists.  Each  and  all  com- 
plained of  tlie  present  proposal,  as  he 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  did,  because  it  was  oom- 
bative  in  character,  aggressive  in  policy, 
rapacious  in  its  object,  hypocritical  and 
dishonest  in  its  phraseology,  and  be- 
cause, while  it  sought  to  wrong  the  Non- 
conforming Protestants,  it  perpetuated 
in  terms  of  insult  the  spoliation  of  the 
dead,  whereby  the  will  of  Catholic 
founders  was  to  be  outraged  and  defied. 

Mu.  FOESYTH  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
retort  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (8ir  William  Haicourt} 
the  charge  of  introducing  sectarian 
bitterness  and  rancour  into  tlie  de- 
bate ;  and  in  support  of  the  chaiges 
made  against  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  he  would  refer  to  a 
speech  made  last  year  in  that  House, 
founded  upon  the  evidence  taken  by  its 
Select  Conmiittee,  which  evidence,  it  was 
said,  would  convince  any  one  that  the 
Commissioners  had  been  guilty  of  great 
indiscretion.  That  speech  was  made  by  a 
Member  of  the  present  Opposition,  and  if 
it  gave  a  correct  description  of  the  wozi: 
of  the  Commissioners,  was  not  the  Go- 
vernment justified  in  seeking  to  supersede 
them  by  otliei*s  against  whom  no  soch 
charges  could  be  brought  ?  The  name 
at  the  commencement  of  the  speech  he 
had  refen-ed  to  was  that  of  Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens. 

Mu.  DIXON :  It  is  my  intention,  Sir, 
to  (confine  myself  strictly  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee,  with  one  ex- 
ception, and  that  is,  in  order  that  I  may 
con*ect  an  error  which  has  been  made 
by  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He 
informed  the  House — and  the  statement 
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was  cheered — ^that,  under  the  schemeB 
of  the  Commissioners,  town  councillors 
were  to  become  ex  officio  members  of  the 
new  Governing  Bodies.  If  it  has  been 
oontemplated  that  town  councillors  shall 
have  the  power  of  nominating  some  of 
the  members  of  a  new  Gbveming  Body, 
it  does  not  follow  that  they  would  nomi- 
nate themselves,  and  I  could  cite  cases 
where,  under  analogous  circimistances, 
town  coimcillors  have  appointed,  not 
members  of  their  own  body,  but  those 
inhabitants  of  the  town  whom  they  con- 
sidered were  better  fitted  for  the  purpose. 
I  have  risen  to  give  one  reason  why  the 
Charity  Commissioners  are  not  the  best 
body  for  having  the  duties  of  the  En- 
dowed School  Commissioners  conferred 
upon  them.  The  Charity  Commissioners, 
by  habit  and  tradition,  have  been  almost 
compelled  to  defer  to  the  opinions  and 
wishes  of  existing  trustees.  I  had,  on 
one  occasion,  the  necessity  for  consulting 
the  Charity  Commissioners  upon  an  im- 
portant transfer  of  property  in  Birming- 
ham, and  I  explained  to  the  Commis- 
sioners what  it  was  that  the  town  wished 
to  have  this  property  applied  to,  and  the 
Charity  Commissioners  said  that  they 
were  entirely  in  accord  with  the  feelings 
of  the  town ;  they  thought  it  desirable 
that  this  transfer  should  be  made,  and 
they  thought  the  purpose  to  which  it  was 
proposed  to  devote  it  an  admirable  one ; 
but  they  said — 

**We  cannot  interfere  in  a  matt<'r  of  this 
kind,  except  with  the  eonnent  of  aU  parties. 
Yon  must  obtain  the  constant  of  the  trustees 
before  you  can  move  in  this  matter." 

It  was  not  possible  to  obtain  that  con- 
aent.  There  were  some  half-dozen  men 
who  did  not  share  the  opinion  of  the  rest 
of  the  town,  and  that  small  body  of 
trustees  were  able  to  prevent  the  Charity 
Commissioners  from  moving.  A  body 
whose  custom  it  is  not  to  consult  alone 
the  wishes  of  the  parties  most  interested, 
but  to  be  swayed  by  the  trustees,  is 
not  the  best  calculated  for  acting — I  will 
not  say  against  the  trustees,  but  in  a 
manner  that  will,  in  all  probability,  not 
be  entirely  in  accordance  with  their 
wishes.  The  Commissioners  should  be 
even  prepared  to  over-ride  those  trustees, 
and  make  schemes  that  may  have  very 
little  reference  to  their  views  or  opinions. 
The  Amendment  has  been  debated  upon 
this  issue — that  these  Commissioners  are 
everywhere   unpopular.     It   has  been 


asserted  over  and  over  again  that  they 
are  unpopular  in  this  country.  Myhon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Locke)  has  repeated  that  assertion ;  but 
I  do  not  accept  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  as  being  a  statement  that  ought 
to  have  much  weight,  because  we  know 
that  he  and  others  represent  certain  cor- 
porations in  the  City  of  London,  which 
corporations  have  very  much  more  power 
in  this  House  than  they  ought  to  have — 

Mr.  LOCKE :  I  do  not  hold  any  such 
position  as  has  been  attributed  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  DIXON :  We  know  that  he  has 
spoken  on  every  occasion  on  behalf  of 
these  Bodies.  He  has  spoken  on  behalf 
of  the  Corporation  of  tlio  City  of  Lon- 
don, and  particularly  in  the  case  of  the 
Emanuel  Hospital,  which  was  a  matter 
brought  forward,  as  was  generally  un- 
derstood at  the  time— to  a  great  extent, 
at  least — at  the  instigation  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  London. 

Mr.  LOCKE:  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

Mr.  DIXON  :  It  was  said  at  the  time 
that  the  Corporation  of  I>ondon  and 
other  City  corporations  had  an  enormous 
power  in  tliia  House.  What  I  wish  to 
say  is,  that  I  desire  to  place  upon  record 
that  there  arc  people  who  do  not  share 
that  feeling  of  antagonism  to  the  Com- 
missioners whicli  has  been  alleged  so 
frequently  in  this  House.  It  is  not  the 
case  of  the  town  that  I  represent,  which 
contains  between  350,000  and  400,000 
inhabitants.  The  pith  of  the  whole  dis- 
cussion turns  on  the  question,  whether 
the  Commissioners  are  or  are  not  en- 
titled to  the  (!onfidence  of  the  coimtry ; 
and  whether  it  is  true  or  not  that  they 
are  so  unpopular  as  the  other  side  have 
been  constantly  tolling  us.  I  can  speak 
in  behalf  of  Birmingham  for  this  reason 
— that  I  have  for  many  years  past  taken 
a  very  great  interest  in  endowed  schools. 
AVe  have  in  Birmingham  one  of  the 
largest  of  these  endowed  schools,  and  it 
is  an  institution  of  tlio  gprcatest  possible 
value  to  Birmingham.  We  have  had  an 
association  for  the  reform  of  the  Grammar 
School,  and  I  am  the  Chairman  of  that 
association,  and  therefore  know  the  feel- 
ing of  Birmingham  in  this  matter.  That 
association  is  by  no  means  composed  of 
extreme  men.  My  predecessor  in  office 
as  Chairman  of  that  Body  was  a  gentle- 
man who  was  opposed  to  me  on  every 
point  in  reference  to  elementary  educa- 
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tion ;  in  fact,  he  was  the  Chairman  of  the 
late  Bchool  board  in  Birmingham.     He 
has  written  more  against  the  League 
and  myself  than  anyone  else.     There- 
fore, I  think,  you  will  be  convinced  that 
this  body  is  not  composed  merely  of 
extreme  men.     They  are  men  noted  for 
their  intelligence,  and,  generally  speak- 
ing, for  their  moderation.     The  Com- 
missioners' scheme  was  laid  before  us, 
and  the  Grammar  School  Association  was 
called  upon  to  weigh  every  point  of  the 
scheme.     The  town  council  was  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  bo  advisable  that  the 
whole     power    of    electing    Governors 
should  bo  thrown  into  tlie  hands  of  tlie 
town   council.      That  was  an  opinion 
held  by  an  extreme  party ;  and  the  Go- 
vernors on  the  other  hand  thought  it 
would  be  wisest  to  continue  the  old  plan 
of  solf-olection  ;    whilst  the  Association 
proposed  a  middle  course,  suggesting 
that  the  majority  of  the  board  should 
bo  reprosontativo   m(?n — and  that  they 
should  elect  the  remainder.     I  do  not 
say  that  tlio  Commissioners  adopted  the 
rf'irommendations  of  the  Association,  for 
tlit^y  did  not  adopt  the  recommendations 
of  any  body  of  men  in  the  precise  form 
that  they  were  made,  but  the  scheme  of 
the   Commissioners  was  an  extremely 
moderate  one.     After  full  consideration 
of   every    suggestion    that    had    boon 
made,  the  Commissi  oners  adopted  scmie- 
tliing   of   them    all,    and    flio    scheme 
consisted  mainly  in  tliis — that  tlio  Go- 
verning  Body    was    to    be    piU'tly  re- 
presentative,   and     partly    co-optative. 
A  large  minority  of  the  Governors  were 
to  bo  co-optative,  and  the  other  portion 
were  to  be  selected  bv  the  town  council 
and  tlio  scliool  board — the  school  board 
at  tliat  timo  being  a  Conser\'ative  and 
Chui-ch  Body.     Besides  that,  tlie  scheme 
declared   that    the    existing   Governors 
should  form  a  part  of  the  new  board ; 
but  it  was  felt   liy  the  oxtremo  sections 
that  that  w<nild  not  imH't  their  view,  bo- 
causo  it  would  be   a   long  time  before 
they  would  obtain  ])owor  in  that  body. 
The  Committee  must  boar  in  mind  this 
case  of  Birmingham,  when?  certainly  the 
Nonconformists  have  some  infiuonce,  and 
whore  th(»  League  has  its  hoad-quai-tors, 
and   whore,    nevertheless,    the    general 
body  of  the  inhabitants  have  come  for- 
ward to  sav  that  thov  wore  satislied  with 
this  scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  When 
the   scheme   was   attacked   by  the  (lo- 
vemors,   a   deputation,  headed  by  the 
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Mayor  of  the  town,  had  an  interview 
with  the  Duke  of  Eichmond.    On  tint 
occasion,  the  Mayor,  on  behalf  of  the 
town  council — composed  of  Churchmen 
and  Nonconformists— expressed  an  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  the  scheme.-  and  said 
that  they   thought,    upon    the    whole, 
although  it  did  not  go  so  iBT  as  they  had 
expected,  still,  that  it  was  a  fair  and 
reasonable    compromise,   and   one  that 
should  be  accepted  to  put  an  end  to  t 
long  and  protracted  struggle;    and  if 
that  scheme  were  passed,  they  would  be 
satisfied.     Who  were  the  opponents  of 
the  town  council  and  Grammar  School 
Association?    The  opponents  were  the 
Governing  liody  ;  but  then  the  Govern- 
ing Body  were  self- elected  men,  and  can- 
not be  said  to  represent  the  feeling  of 
Birmingham  in  any  way.     They  com- 
posed the  Body  that  we  had  to  reform— 
the  Body  that  this  House  had  under- 
taken to  reform,  and  for  which  the  Act 
of  1809  was  passed;    and  therefore  I 
think  that  wlien  the  moderate  party  in 
Birmingham  and  the  extreme  party — in 
fact,  all  Bii*mingham,  excepting  the  Body 
who  were  to  be  reformed — came  forwaxd 
to  express  satisfaction  with  a  scheme  in- 
tended to  be  a  compromise  with  all  par- 
ties, then  I  say  that  the  Commissionen 
are  not  unpopular.     Judging  from  the 
feelings  of  Birmingham,  I  say  that  thej 
are  by  no  iiieans  so  unpopular  a  Body 
as  to  be  superseded  by  another  Body, 
of  whom  it  may  be  said  that  three  ont 
of  five  have  no  sort  of  acquaintance  or 
experience    with   the  matter  in  hand. 
If  we  were  to  leave  matters  to  thoae 
gentlemen,  who  by  habit  lean  to  the 
side   of  the    trustees,    we    should   de- 
feat the    object    we    had    in  view   in 
passing  the  Endowed   Schools  Act;  if 
we  continue  these   existing  Bodies  we 
shall  do  that  which  is  prejudicial  to  the 
cause  of    education.      In  Birmingham 
there  are  cei*tain  questions  of  very  great 
imjiortimce  with  reference  to  endowments 
that  have  boon  dealt  with  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  they  have  treated  them 
in  a  popular  manner,  and  have  given 
satisfacition   to  the   town.      There   are 
other  matters  yet  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
when  you  come  to  treat  them  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  who  will  lean 
unduly  to  the  Governors,  you  will  veiy 
likely  indeed  cans*?  mischief.     It  is  very 
im])()rtant  indeed  that   the    Governing 
liody  should  have  in  future  what  it  has 
not  had  before — the  entire  support  of 
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the  wholo  body  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
town ;  and'  if  that  Governing  Body  should 
not  have  that  support,  thon  I  thmk  they 
will  be  very  much  crippled;  and  it  is 
not  to  be  expected  that  they  will  carry 
out  reforms,  probably  not  any  at  all,  but 
certainly  not  those  reforms  which  are  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  and  aspira- 
tions of  the  people.  But  surely  tliis  is 
a  question  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Goiumittee — whether  an  end  is  to  be  put 
to  Commissioners  who  have  considered  a 
scheme,  and  proposed  something  which 
will  restore  harmony  to  the  town  on  this 
great  question,  or  whether  the  matter  is 
to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  another 
Body,  who,  for  the  reasons  I  have  men- 
tioned, will  very  probably  not  be  able  to 
aecure  that  entire  co-operation  and  har- 
mony which  is  so  essential  to  the  good 
government  of  those  schools.  As  the 
cry  has  been  so  often  raised  about  the 
unpopularity  of  these  Commissioners,  I 
will  repeat  my  strong  conviction,  that 
that  impopularity  exists  rather  in  the 
minds  of  the  Governing  Bodies  than  in 
the  minds  of  the  masses  of  the  people. 
These  Governing  Bodies  exist  every- 
where throughout  tlio  country.  They 
form  a  very  important  part  of  the  inte- 
rests which  the  Prime  Minister  said  were 
**  harassed  interests."  I  will  frankly 
admit  tliat  this  side  of  the  House  has 
suffered  in  consequence  of  the  attempt 
to  hcurass  these  Governors  and  Governing 
Bodies,  and  so  far  from  feeling  ashamed 
to  say  that  we  liave  suffered  severely  in 
consequence  of  that  interference,  I  think 
it  is  a  matter  to  bo  proud  of.  Let  it  bo 
clearly  understood  that  tlio  unpopularity 
rests  with  these  Governing  Bodies  and 
their  friends,  for  it  does  not  rest  in  tlie 
minds  of  the  great  body  of  the  people 
of  England.  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
in  one  of  the  largest  of  our  towns,  where 
there  is  the  greatest  possible  freedom  for 
the  expression  of  opinion,  where  we  have 
the  largest  and  most  valuable  of  those 
institutions,  the  work  of  the  Commis- 
sioners has  been  approved  of,  and  I  wiU 
venture  to  say  that  if  you  were  now 
proposing  to  the  inliabitants  of  Birming- 
ham the  question  of  the  popularity  or 
unpopularity  of  the  Commissioners,  you 
would  find,  probably,  9  out  of  every  10, 
or  99  out  of  every  100,  saying  that 
the  unpopularity  of  the  Commissioners 
does  not  exist  in  Birmingham,  whatever 
it  may  do  elsewhere. 


Mr.  TOREENS  said :  Sir— I  am  sure 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down, 
believes  sincerely  that  on  educational 
matters  England  is  a  mere  curtilage 
of  Birmingham.  [Mr.  Dixon:  I  did 
not  say  so.]  My  non.  Friend  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  say  so ;  but  all  his 
arguments,  and  those  of  the  school  he  so 
fitly  represents  in  this  House,  imply  the 
strange  delusion  that  what  suits  the 
humour  of  his  constituency,  may  be,  and 
ought  to  be,  imposed  as  a  rule  on  the 
rest  of  the  nation.  I  shall  not  be 
tempted  to  try  a  wager  of  wealth,  wisdom, 
or  worth,  with  my  hon.  Friend ;  though 
I  might,  were  it  needful,  cap  voters 
with  him,  and  show  that  in  the  more 
numerous,  opulent,  and  cultivated  com- 
munity with  the  care  of  whose  interests 
I  am  charged,  convictions  the  most 
opposite  prevail  to  those  which  he  tells 
us  predominate  in  Birmingham.  In  10 
years'  experience,  I  do  not  remember 
any  theme  of  discussion  on  which  there 
has  been  so  near  an  approach  to  una- 
nimity among  all  classes  and  creeds  in 
Finsbury,  as  the  local  appropriation  of 
school  estates  which  we  claim  as  our 
own.  From  public  bodies  and  from 
public  meetings  I  have  presented  nume- 
rous Petitions  praying  the  House  to 
frustrate,  by  its  interposition,  the  con- 
fiscating designs  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners.  Men  who  agree  in  little 
else — clergymen  and  dissenting  minis- 
ters, emi)loyers  and  employed,  Liberals 
and  Conservatives — concur  in  a  feeling 
of  detestation  of  the  policy  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  resentment  at  the  manner 
in  which  their  expostulations  have  been 
disregarded.  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
with  us  religious  jealousy  has  in  no 
wise  discoloured  the  truth  in  contro- 
versy; and  I  cannot  refrain  from  ex- 
pressing my  regret  that  it  should  have 
so  deeply  tinged  the  matter  of  this 
debate.  For  my  part,  I  never  hear  the 
substitution  of  sectarian  for  social,  and 
polemical  for  political  considerations  in 
our  disputes,  without  that  sense  of  sorrow 
and  disgust  which  filled  the  mind  of 
Robert  Hall,  and  to  which  he  has  given 
such  eloquent  utterance.  I  do  not 
gather,  indeed,  from  the  last  speaker 
that  all  the  good  people  of  Birmingham 
are  content  with  the  way  in  which  their 
old  foimdations  have  been  treated  by  the 
Commissioners;  and  even  if  they  were 
so,  their  satisfaction  can  only  be  set  off 
against  the  dissatisfaction  of  Southwark, 
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or  London,  or  Einsbury ;  and  cannot  be 
reckoned  as  a  make-weight  against  tliem 
all.  But  lot  lis  return  to  the  broader 
question .  What  i s  the  constituent  j udg- 
ment  and  what  is  the  representative  will 
of  England  ?  Does  the  country  at  large, 
or  does  it  not,  desire  to  prolong  the  offi- 
cial existence  of  the  separate  and  excep- 
tional body,  which  the  late  Parliament 
was  induced  to  create  for  a  temporary 
purpose,  and  which  one  of  its  last  Acts 
nentenced  to  extinction  ?  The  Bill  before 
us  i)roposes  to  execute  tliat  sentence. 
Has  anything  happened  since  it  was 
passed  which  can  fairly  be  said  to  over- 
rule or  suspend  it  ?  There  has  been  in 
the  interval  a  general  appeal  to  the 
country.  Will  anyone  say  that  on  this 
point  there  has  been  a  reversal,  or  the 
semblance  of  a  reversal  of  the  judgment 
of  the  last  Parliament?  I  heard  with 
amazement  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  state  that  the  notice  to  quit 
served  on  the  Commission  by  the  Act 
of  last  year  oiiginated  in  the  House  of 
Lords ;  and  that  the  protecting  hand  of 
the  late  Government  had  been  forced  by 
the  vote  of  that  Assembly.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  give  that  statement  the  most 
unqualified  contradiction.  [An  lion. 
Member  :  Oh,  oh  !]  Inconsiderate  ejacu- 
lations of  wonder  or  doubt  will  not 
settle  the  question ;  but  I  undertake  to 
(!on\ince  even  you,  before  I  sit  down, 
that  neither  toclmically  or  substantially 
is  tliere  a  shadow  of  justification  for 
saying  that  the  Ijords  are  solely  or  spe- 
cially rosponsiblo  for  the  clause  in  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  which  declared  that 
the  Endowed  School  Commission  shall 
come  to  an  end  on  the  3 1st  of  December 
next.  I  siiy,  uncqidvocally,  that  the 
House  of  C-ommons,  and  the  late  Minis- 
ters advising  the  Crown,  are  quite  as 
responsible,  and,  by  their  acquiescence, 
are  as  completely  bound.  While  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee  last  year,  which 
proi)osed  to  enlarge  and  prolong  the 
powers  of  the  Commission,  Notice  was 
given  biinultaneously,  but  without  any 
concert,  by  two  hon.  ^Members  sitting  on 
opposite  sides  of  this  House,  of  the 
clause  now  in  dispute.  That  Notice  was 
given  on  the  Conservative  side  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
What  University?]  I  hope  there  are 
still  some  here  who  do  not  forget  the  old 
fasliion  that  used  to  pay  Oxford  the  com- 
pliment of  calling  it  the  University.    On 
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the  Liberal  side,  the  notice  to  quit  iras 
entered  in  the  name  of  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury.     As  a  matter  of  co^l^ 
tesy,  I  yielded  precedence  to  one  who 
lias  occupied  a  much  higher  position  in 
public  life ;   but  I  acted  as  one  of  the 
Tollers  on  the  occasion.    Need  I  observe 
upon  the  significance  of  the  indicadon 
afforded  by  the  circumstances  I  have 
just  mentioned,  that  there  esdsted  in  this 
House  a  strong  feeling  of  indispoaitioB 
to  give  the  Commissioners  a  lease  of 
office  renewable  for  ever?    A  discussion 
arose  on  the  17th  of  July,  and  it  vis 
clear  that  many  on  both  sides  held  one 
opinion.     On  a  Division,  no  fewer  thin 
88  voted  for  the  Amendment ;  but  the 
Government,  which    still    boasted  the 
working  majority,  outnumbered  us  bj 
41.      Well,   who  did  the  nation,  last 
January,  say  was  right  ?    Here  is  the 
list  of  the  41   faithful   Friends  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster);  and  what  do  I  fmd? 
Why,  that  no  fewer  than  27  out  of  the 
41  lost  their  seats  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion.   When  the  Bill  was  sent  up  to  the 
Lords,  our  defeated  Amendment  was  put 
in,  the  Bill  came  back  to  us  thus  altezvd, 
and,  as  I  think,  improved.     What  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  ?     Did  he 
refuse  to  adopt  the  change?     Did  he 
stick  to  the  principle  which  now,  we  are 
told,  is  essential  ?    Did  he  make  even  a 
show  of  fight  for  his  three  friends  ?    Did 
ho  offer  a  compromise  on  the  question 
of  time  ?    Did  he  propose  to  go  into  the 
Painted  Chamber,  and  there  discuss  the 
point  with  the  Peers  ?     Not  a  bit  of  it ; 
but  murmuring  moodily  something  about 
his  regret  at  the  change,   he    advised 
the  Commons  to  assent  to  the  alteration 
made  by  the  Lords.    We  took  his  advice, 
and    so    resolved    nemine    contradieenU. 
Yet  now  he  has  the  courage  to  say  that 
his  hand  was  forced,  and  that  the  notice 
to  quit  was  altogether  the  act  of  the 
Peers.     I  know  not  whom  this  strange 
misrepresentation  is  meant  to  beguile. 
AVe  have,  I  believe,  200  Gentlemen  here 
who  were  not  of  the  last  Parliament; 
and  it  is  possible  that  the  ex-Minister 
of  Education  may  count  on  their  want  of 
experience  in  forms  of  procedure,  and 
may  hope  to  persuade  tnem  that  mute 
acquiescence  by  one  branch  of  the  Leffifi- 
lature  in  what  is  proposed  by  the  other 
implies  and  involves  no  joint  and  seversl 
responsibility.     But  the   400   Memhen 
whom  I  am  happy  to  recognize  as  Col- 


525      Endowed  Schooh  Aeis        (July  22,  1874} 


Amendment  Bill. 


526 


leagaes  of  old  standing  will  give  no 
heed  to  the  dangerous  doctrine  that 
when  we  think  fit,  as  a  House,  to  waive 
our  privilege  of  dissent,  we  thereby  re- 
nounce or  escape  from  our  share  — 
or  any  part  of  our  share  —  moral  or 
legal  accountability.  Such  a  doctrine  is 
wholly  subversive  of  sound  constitutional 
practice  and  principle ;  and  to  tell  a  new 
House  of  Commons  that,  on  such  a  pro- 
text  as  this,  it  is  not  bound  by  the  acts 
of  a  former  House  of  Commons,  is  to 
chuck  the  lynch-pin  out  of  the  wheel  of 
Parliamentary  rule,  to  break  all  unity, 
and  to  sever  all  continuity  of  legislative 
obligation.  I  contend,  on  the  contrary, 
that  no  sanction  can  be  more  emphatic, 
weighty,  or  clear  than  that  which  is 
given,  upon  due  notice  and  after  deli- 
beration, without  a  division.  The  late 
Ministers  must  be  held  to  have  agreed 
when  they  might  have  disagreed,  be- 
cause they  said  **  Aye  "  when  they  might 
have  said  '*No,"  to  the  adoption  of  the 
notice  to  quit  first  proposed  in  this 
House  and  then  sent  down  from  the 
other ;  and  because,  by  advising  this 
House  to  assent  when  they  might  have 
advised  it  to  dissent  from  the  clause  em- 
bodying that  Amendment,  they  lent  all 
the  weight  of  administrative  authority 
to  its  statutable  adoption.  They  had 
Btill  their  faithful  and  trusty  majority  of 
41  ready  to  follow  their  leading.  Was  it 
leading  or  mis-leading  ?  Did  thoy  be- 
lieve tnat  they  were  acting  a  justifiable 
fart  towards  the  three  Commissioners  ? 
f  they  did,  where  is  now  the  wrong  of 
executing  what  they  led  us  to  decree  ? 
Did  they,  on  the  other  hand,  believe 
that  the  provision  was  unjustifiable,  al- 
though, without  debate  or  parley  with 
the  other  House,  they  recommended  its 
enactment  ?  I  leave  the  late  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  to  explain  the  point 
at  his  leisure.  His  consistency  is  liis  own 
affair,  but  the  consistency  of  Parliament 
18  our  affair;  and  I  maintain  that,  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  remaining  un- 
changed, there  would  be  no  consistency, 
reason,  or  propriety  in  our  undoing  now 
the  work  of  our  predecessors  last  year, 
upon  the  plea  that  they  were  consciously 
misled  into  an  act  of  wrong,  with  the 
esoteric  intent  of  reparation  at  a  more 
convenient  season.  This  is  not  the  way 
in  which  the  business  of  legislation  was 
wont  to  be  done  in  the  best  times ;  and 
this  is  not  the  way,  I  hope,  in  which  we 
shall  ever  agree  to  have  it  done.    Will 


anyone  say,  in  extenuation  of  the  course 
thus  taken  and  which  it  is  now  sought  to 
repudiate,  that  in  the  last  days  of  July 
it  was  neck  or  nought  with  the  Commis- 
sion, and  that,  if  the  clause  had  been 
struck  out  and  the  Peers  had  proved  obdu- 
rate, the  measure  would  have  been  lost, 
and  the  Commission,  unrenewed  for  a 
second  term,  would  thereby  have  come 
to  an  end  ?  What  was  there,  in  such  a 
case,  to  prevent  the  expiring  Act  being 
put  into  the  Continuance  Bill  ?  Will  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  gravely 
try  to  persuade  us  that,  had  it  been 
so  put  in,  for  the  sake  of  keeping 
alive  an  active  and  working  Commis- 
sion for  twelve  months  more,  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Lords  would 
have  refused  its  acquiescence  ?  For 
one,  I  do  not  believe  a  word  of  it,  and 
I  should  not  think  much  of  the  judg- 
ment of  any  man  who  said  he  did.  Let 
me  remind  the  House  that  we  are  now 
discussing  a  particular  clause  in  Commit- 
tee,, and  not  the  general  principle  of  the 
E resent  Bill.  To  this  clause  I  give  my 
earty  assent,  while  to  the  other  clauses, 
if  they  are  pressed,  I  shall  certainly  re- 
cord an  equally  strenuous  opposition. 
Many  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  re- 
fused to  vote  for  tlie  second  reading. 
Like  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for 
South  wark,  Eochester,  and  Peterborough , 
we  would  transfer  the  jurisdiction  to 
graver  and  trustier  hands,  but  we  would 
give  no  sanction  to  the  retrograde  policy 
denoted  by  other  portions  of  the  mea- 
sure. We  do  not  deny  that  the  Com- 
mission has  done  eood  work ;  and  un- 
doubtedly it  had  abundant  work  to  do. 
Abuses  manifold  and  varied  had  crept  like 
weeds  all  over  our  educational  endow- 
ments, and  it  was  quite  right  that  these 
should  be  cut  down  or  uprooted  with  a  vi- 
gorous hand.  No  one  blames  the  vigour 
— or  I  will  even  say  the  rigour — shown 
by  the  Commissioners  in  extirpating 
jobs  and  scandals — I  do  not  admit  it  for 
argument  sake  —  I  say  it  frankly  and 
cheerfully,  that  I  believe  they  were 
indefatigable  in  their  work,  and  that 
much  of  their  work  was  useful  and  ^ood. 
But  is  that  a  reason  why  they  should  be 
permitted  to  usurp  a  plenary  jurisdiction 
over  trust  property  which  they  were  never 
given  by  the  original  vote  of  this  House  ? 
That  vote  constituted  them  a  temporary 
council,  auxiliary  to  a  great  Department. 
Standing  at  that  table,  the  right  hon. 
Member   for   Bradford    asked   certain 
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writing  that  liis  ancestress  was,  in  fact, 
the  younger  sister  ;  and  that  the  ances- 
tress of  the  petitioner  was  tlie  elder. 
This  would  supply  the  solo  link  want- 
ing, and  Bocuro  tlio  ennobling  of  an 
amiable  and  wealthy  family.  Being  far 
advanciod  in  years,  tlio  old  gentleman 
yielded;  but  his  eldest  son  refused  to 
acquiesce  in  tlio  renunciation  of  his 
honours  in  expectancy.  If  the  dormant 
barony  coidd  bo  revived  it  should  come 
to  him  and  he  would  have  both ;  so  tlie 
letter  of  acknowhjdgment  was  next  day 
withdrawn.  *'Now,"  said  the  heraldic 
antiquary  as  ho  told  the  story,  **  did  you 
ever  liear  of  anything  so  unpiincipled 
and  good-for-notliing  ?  But  I  was  deter- 
mined to  checkmate  him ;  and  I  made 
out  another  pedigi'ce  from  which  I  left 
him  out  altog(*ther." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  tliat  if  the 
Didwich  College  sclieme  were  before  the 
House,  it  would  be  his  duty  to  state  the 
other  side  of  the  rase.  There  were  two 
town  parishes  which  were  to  receive 
£2,000  per  annum  and  £50,000  capital, 
and  with  regard  to  the  Governing  Body 
of  Dulwich  College  ho  knew  that  they 
were  favourable  to  tlio  continuance  of 
the  Commissioners.  He  repeated  as 
positively  as  possible  that  tlio  late  Go- 
vernment wore  not  responsible  for  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners  ox])iriiig 
this  year.  Ilishon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens)  said  that,  of  the  41  majority  in 
favour  of  tJio  Government  last  year,  27 
had  lost  their  seats.  His  right  lion. 
Friend  (Mr.  Knatchbull  -  Hugessen), 
however,  informed  him  tliat  about  the 
same  proportion  of  the  minority  of  88 
liad  also  lost  thoir  seats.  His  hou. 
Friend  said  he  might  have  brought  the 
House  of  Lords  to  terms ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment were  obliged  to  choose  be- 
tween having  no  1^11  at  all,  and  allow- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  other  House 
to  remain.  It  was  also  said  that  the 
Bill  might  have  been  put  into  the  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuanco  Act,  but  it  was 
no  breach  of  contidnnce  to  say  that  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbui-y  who  took  great 
interest  in  the  subject,  told  the  Marquess 
of  Ripon  that  he  W(mld  not  assent  to 
that  course,  and  he  was  perfectly  able  to 
keep  his  word.  Passing,  however,  from 
that,  he  would  come  to  the  question  be- 
fore the  Committee.  Looking  at  the 
subject  matter  of  the  clause  from  an 
educational  point  of  view,  it  would  be 
im^^ossible  to  over-rate  the  imiwrtanco 
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of  the  Committee  coming  to  a  deciaoa 
upon  the  question  of  changing  the  mi- 
chinery  of  administration  in  respect  of 
these    endowed    schools.       The   claue 
opened  up  two  questions  of  great  im- 
portance. The  first  was,  why  were  theie 
Commissioners  to  be  dismissed;  and  the 
second  was,  what  were  the  results  thit 
were  likely  to  follow  from  their  dismissal? 
These  questions  deserved   the    gravest 
consideration ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  sav 
that  they  were  not  receiving  diat  con- 
sideration from  the  Government  whidi 
they  had  a  right  to  expect.     Speaking 
last  night,  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
'  *  Bring  forward  your  Amendments  when 
we  get  into  Committee,  and  we  shall  de- 
bate them,  and  if  we  find  that  we  can 
meet  your  wishes  wo  shall  do  so.' '    That 
was  the  attitude  of  tlio  Gk>vemment  last 
night,  but  what  was  their  attitude  to-daj? 
Why,  as  soon  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wenlock  (Mr.  Brown)  moved  his  Amend- 
ment the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  got  up  and  said — "  I  am 
not  going  to  enter  into  this  question. 
It  has  already  been  fully  debated,  and  I 
have,  therefore,  nothing  further  to  aaj 
in  respect  to  it."    That  was  certainly 
not  fair  treatment.     But  he  would  not 
dwell  upon  that  point.     He  preferred  to 
pass  on  to  the  consideration  of  the  dif^ 
missal  of  the  Commissioners.     The  noble 
Viscount    naturally  attempted  to  give 
some  reasons  for  the  dismissal  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  one  was  that  he  (Mr. 
Forster)  did   not  last  year  praise  the 
Commissioners.    He  was,  however,  in 
Yorkshire  phrase,  **  set "  to  get  his  Bill 
through  in  the  face  of  a  powerful  ma- 
jority in  the  Lords.     The  chief  ground, 
however,  upon  which  the  noble  Viscount 
had  rested  his  dismissal  of  the  CommiB- 
sioners  was,  because  the  hon.  Memhen 
for  Huddersfield  and  Swansea,  and  other 
Eepresentatives  of  the  NonconfoimistB. 
found  fault  with  the  Commissioners  lait 
year.    But  did  the  noble  Viscount  agree 
with  those  hon.  Gentlemen  in  thus  msa- 
p^reeing  with  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners?   He  (Mr.  Forster)  felt  not, 
and  therefore  it  was  absurd  to  pretend 
that  the  change  was  to  be  efiected  out  of 
deference  to  the  opinions  of  the  Noncon* 
formists,  with  whose  sentiments  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  sympathy  whaterer. 
Neither  was  it  quite  generous  to  make 
use  of  that  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  Dissenting  Members.     Certain 
he  was,  that  if  they  were  now  to  beoon* 
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Bultedy  they  would  prefer  that  tlio  Com- 
xnission  fihould  be  continued.  Another 
argument  was,  that  they  had  not  got 
through  their  work  with  sufficient 
promptitude.  But  did  the  noble  Viscount 
think  the  Charity  Commissioners  would 
get  through  the  work  more  quickly  ?  It 
Teminded  him  of  the  advice  given  to  Pro- 
aideut  Lincoln  to  change  his  generals  in 
the  middle  of  a  campaign.  He  replied 
that  ho  had  crossed  a  good  many  strong 
riyers,  and  the  very  worst  time  for 
**  swopping"  horses  was  when  you  were 
in  the  middle  of  the  stream.  That  was 
an  aphorism  well  worthy  of  being  borne 
in  mindi  for  they  were  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  middle  of  the  stream 
with  these  endowments,  and  that  was  the 
moment  chosen  by  the  Government  for 
getting  rid  of  the  extensive  knowledge 
and  experience  acquired  by  the  Commis- 
Bioners.  They  knew  the  whole  working 
of  the  system  in  connection  with  the 
schools.  What  was  best  to  be  done  and 
how  best  to  do  it  they  knew,  and  it  stood 
to  reason  that,  bearing  all  that  in  view, 
these  Commissioners  should  be  able  to 
do  the  work  more  quickly  and  satisfac- 
torily than  any  new  Commissioners 
who  might  bo  appointed.  The  noble 
Viscount  had  also  said  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had,  in  almost  every  instance, 
quarrelled  with  the  trustees  of  the 
schools ;  but  he  (Mr.  Forster)  doubted 
whether  that  had  been  the  case,  be- 
cause, in  many  instances,  the  schemes 
had  been  carried  out  with  the  hearty 
co-operation  of  the  trustees.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  said  the  Commis- 
sion had  not  brouglit  about  union  be- 
tween the  Commissioners  and  the  trustees. 
It  was  possible  tliat  in  some  cases  it  had 
not,  but  he  disputed  the  assertion  as  a 
seneral  rule,  and  he  challenged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  prove  it  from  any 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee. 
His  own  personal  experience  went  di- 
rectly to  the  contraiy.  ["  Divide  !'*] 
He  had  worked  with  the  Commissioners 
for  four  years,  and  if  it  was  anyone's 
right  and  duty  to  defend  them  it  was 
his.  Tho  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse)  had  found 
fault  with  the  action  of  the  Commission- 
ers in  regard  to  certain  Yorkshire 
schools.  Well,  Bradford  was  an  ex- 
ample of  flagrant  abuse,  and  not  a  man 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Settle  dreamed 
of  anything  else  than  that  the  Commis- 
nonen  shcmld  interfere,  while  Giggles- 


wick  had  also  been  improved  by  tho 
action  of  the  Commissioners.  In  fact, 
he  believed  that  there  were  not  three 
more  popular  officials  in  the  country  than 
the  Commissioners  would  be  if  they  went 
down  to  Bradford.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  that  the  Government 
would  not  get  rid  of  their  responsibility  ; 
that  they  had  found  out  other  machinery 
which  was  better  than  the  Commission ; 
and  that  it  was  necessary  that  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  carried  on  the  work  should 
be  on  cordial  relations  with  the  Govern- 
ment. But  what  had  the  Commissioners 
done  with  regard  to  Church  schools 
which  the  Government  disapproved? 
Had  they  broken  or  strained  the  Act 
where  Church  schools  were  concerned  ? 
He  denied  it.  The  Act  provided  that  if 
any  persons  thought  that  the  Act  had 
been  infringed  an  appeal  should  lie 
to  the  Privy  Council.  There  had  been 
two  or  three  appeals,  but  only  two 
cases  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
been  overruled.  In  one  their  de- 
cision had  been  positively,  and  in 
the  other  it  was  only  inferentially, 
overruled.  The  one  was  the  case 
of  the  Huysh  Charity — a  difficult  case  ; 
and  the  other  was  a  case  in  which  the 
Commissioners  had  leaned  to  the  side  of 
the  Church.  It  was  upon  the  question 
whether  clergymen  should  be  ex  officio 
trustees.  Mr.  Hobhouse  thought  they 
might,  and  he  (Mr.  Forster)  was  the  only 
culprit.  Ho  thought  that  the  law  was 
against  it.  Tho  Marquess  of  Ripon  did 
not  take  the  same  view,  but  the  Law 
Officers  agreed  with  liim,  and  tlie  case 
went  up  to  the  Privy  Council,  which  de- 
cided, after  hearing  argument,  that  he 
(Mr.  Forster)  was  right.  The  Prime  Min- 
ister felt  that  some  ground  had  to  be  given 
for  getting  rid  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  said,  but  without  imputing  any  fault 
to  them,  that  they  never  agreed  with  the 
trustees.  Now,  he  had  got  into  a  habit 
of  not  taking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  strictly  to  the  letter,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  hold  him  to  this  asser- 
tion. He  should,  however,  be  disposed 
to  assert,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  oftener  agreed  with  tho 
trustees  than  the  reverse.  But  be  that 
as  it  might,  if  it  was  to  be  decided  that 
Commissioners  were  to  be  appointed 
who  should  always  agree  with  trustees, 
the  sooner  the  Act  was  dropped  altoge- 
ther, the  better  it  would  be  for  education. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  an  extract 
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from  the  Report  of  tlio  Schools  Inquiry 
Commission  to  show  that  tliey  had  re- 
commended that  the  GJiarity  Commis- 
sioners shoukl  execute  the   duties  now 
discharged    by   the    Endowed    Schools 
Commission.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted    his    (Mr.   i^orster's)    name    as 
having    signed    that  Keport;    but  the 
plan  tJiey  proposed  was,    that  certain 
provincial  bodies  throughout  the  country 
should  prepare  and  submit  sell  ernes  to  a 
central  authority.     Qlad  as  the  late  Go- 
vernment would  have  been  to  constitute 
such  bodies,  they  could  not  see  how  to  elect 
tliem,  and  they  had  accordingly  nominated 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  instead 
of  these  provincial  bodies.     The  Schools 
Inquiry  Commissioners   expres.sly  said, 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  neither 
had  the  powers  nor  tlie  oflicers,  nor  were 
tliey  in  a  situation  to  form  the  compre- 
liensive  views  necessary  for  the  work 
before  them.     AVhat  was  the  reason  that 
the  hon.   Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Locke)  opposed  the  Commission  ?     Ilis 
hon.  Friend  was  a  skinner,  and  lie  was 
so  successful  a  skinner  that  he  seemed 
to  have  skinned  himself.     At  all  events, 
lie  Jiad  become  very  thin-skinned.     His 
hon.  Friend  was  connected  with  a  Tun- 
bridge  school,  the  advantages  of  which 
might,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, be  extended.     They  had,  there- 
fore, drawn  up  a  plan ;  but,  as  notliing 
had  been  done  with  it,  his  Jion.  Friend 
was,  after  all,  more  friglitened  than  hurt. 
Summing  up  all  the  arguments  in  favour 
of  getting  rid  of  the  (Joiumissioii,  there 
appeared   to   ho  four.      First,   that  the 
Schools     Inquiry     (.'ommission    recom- 
mended the  Charity  Commission,  which 
he  thought  the  House  would  admit  they 
did   not ;    secondly,    that   the  Commis- 
sioners were  blamed  last  year  by  some 
of   the   Dissenting  Members,  but   they 
were  not  told  who  those  Members  were; 
thirdly,    that   the   Government  did   not 
agree  with  them  upon  Church  matters — 
a  reason  which  was  sulhcient  answer  to 
its  predecessor;    and,  lastly,  that  they 
did  not  agree  with  some  of  the  tru^^tees. 
It  was   very  likely   that  they  did   not 
agree  with  some  of  the  trustees;  but  he 
believed,  nevertheless,  that  if  the  Com- 
missioners had  received  the  loyal  support 
of  the  Government  they  would    have 
been  able  to  do  great  and  effective  work 
this  year.     There  were  many  cases  of 
great  dilliculty  in  wliich  powerful  trus- 
tees differed  from  the  OommissionerS; 

Jfr.  W.  E.  Forstcr 


and  in  wliich  a  settlement  would  btre 
Ijeen  arrived  at,  if  the  Gt>venimciit  bad 
only  been  loyal  to  the  Commisdonen. 
But  it  was  of  course  impossible  for  them 
to  do  anything  if  the  President  of  the 
Council  held  them  at  ami's  length,  and 
proclaimed  to  the  country  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  failed  to  perform  their 
duty.     What  result  was  to  follow  whe& 
th(?se  Commissioners  were  disposed  of: 
and  who  were  the  new  CommissiQnen 
who  would  be  appointed  l>y  the  (Joveni- 
ment?    It  was  most  important  befon 
consenting  to  the  dismissal  of  the:»e  gen- 
tlemen that  the  House  should  know  what 
class  of  men  the  Gt)Temniont  propoied 
to  choose,  and  he  hoped  the  names  would 
be  announced  before  the  measure  paawd 
through  Committee.     They  also  nad  a 
right  to  ask  the  Government  how  far 
they  considered  the  unpopularity  of  the 
Commissioners  a  merited  unpopolaritj 
or  not.     He  ventured  to  think  that  hu 
hon.  Friend  ought  to  be  supported  hr 
the  Committee,  first,  because  the  Com- 
missioners had  done   their  duty  well; 
and,  secondly,  because  no  8ufiS.cient  rea- 
son had  been  given  by  the  Gt)Temment 
why  they  should  be  dismissed. 

Mn.  MUNDEIjLA  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progi-ess. 

^lotion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
*'That  the  Chairman  rejMjrt  Frogresa, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — [Mr. 
MundcUa,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  ho  was  sorrr 
that  the  course  of  the  debate  should  le 
interrupted,  and  more  sorry  still  for  the 
cause.     The  Govermnent  had  entirelr 

• 

declined  to  discuss  the  merits  or  the 
conduct  of  the  Commission,  and  aftiT 
the  statements  which  had  been  made 
that  day  by  hon.  Members,  and  espe- 
cially by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  he  should  cer- 
tainly support  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress. 

Mr.  GEEENE  said,  that  he  himself 
had  in  times  past  joined  in  factious  op- 
position ;  but  he  had  never  known  the 
front  Opposition  bench  to  take  part  in 
such  a  proceeding  before.  They  had 
had  three  nights'  discussion  upon  the 
question  that  had  occupied  the  whole  of 
me  day,  and  it  was  ratner  too  much  to 
say  now  that  the  Gt)vemment  declined 
to  join  in  the  criticism  that  had  been 
passed  upon  the  Commismonen'  con- 
duct.   Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
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display  their  factious  conduct  to  the 
falfest,  but  they  would  be  met  by  a 
spirit  of  calm  and  steady  determination 
an  the  Ministerial  side.  As  there  were 
no  turnips  that  year,  there  would  be  no 
■hooting  till  October,  and  lie  and  his 
Priends  were  accordingly  quite  willing 
to  ait  till  then,  if  it  were  necessary,  in 
order  to  i)ass  the  Bill.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  continued  to  display  their 
factious  temper,  he  and  his  Friends  by 
him,  who  he  supposed  had  some  smaU 
ahare  in  the  government  of  the  country, 
"wonld  take  care  that  it  should  not  be 
■ucceasful. 

Mr.  MUNDEIjLA  said,  he  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order.  He  wished  to  ask, 
whether  any  hon.  Member  connected 
with  the  Alinistry  was  warranted  in 
skulking  behind  the  Chair,  and  there 
lending  his  voice  and  aid  to  the  noise 
and  confusion  which  prevailed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck)  had  been  doing  that  for  some  time 
past. 

The  chairman  said,  that  how- 
eyer  reprehensible  might  be  the  prac- 
tice to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred, the  language  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  described  it  was  equally  to 
be  condemned. 

Sm  HENRY  JAMES:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds  has 
accused  those  who  sit  on  this  front  bench 
with  having,  for  the  iirst  time,  set  an 
example  of  factious  opposition.  Why, 
Sir,  we  have  only  to  go  back  to  1871 
for  such  an  example,  and  displayed,  too, 
by  those  who  sit  on  the  aide  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bury.  The  Ballot  Bill 
question  had  been  for  years  before  the 
country.  Perhaps  the  Leaders  of  the 
front  bench  did  not  make  themselves 
personally  conspicuous  in  this  conduct ; 
out  they  had  hon.  Gentlemen  acting 
for  them  below  the  gangway,  and 
everything  was  done  to  delay  that  Bill, 
80  that  it  could  not  be  sent  up  to  the 
other  House  in  time  to  be  passed.  We, 
on  this  side,  are  simply  asking  for  dis- 
cussion upon  the  conduct  of  the  Com- 
missioners who  are  to  bo  dismissed.  The 
Government  have  not  the  courtesy  to 
grant  us  that  discussion,  and  for  that 
reason  it  appears  to  me  that  we  are  per- 
fectly justified  in  taking  the  course  which 
we  are  doing. 

Sir  GEORGE  JENKINSON :  I  beg 
to  warn  the  Opposition  that  if  they  per- 


sist in  delaying  the  BiU  the  result  will 
be  that  the  Regulation  of  Worship  Bill, 
which  the  whole  House  approves  of, 
will  be  imperilled,  if  not  defeated. 

Me.  DILLWYN:  Sir,  we  are  per- 
fectly justified  in  the  course  we  are  pur- 
suing. Government  are  taking  a  step 
which  I  never  saw  taken  in  this  House 
before.  They  are  endeavouring,  during 
the  very  last  days  of  the  Session,  to 
foist  through  the  House — I  repeat,  to 
foist  through  the  House,  by  means  of  a 
tyrannical  majority,  a  Bill  which  is  to 
have  the  most  disastrous  consequences. 
I  say.  Sir,  that  such  a  course  of  conduct 
is  a  gross  outrage  of  the  exercise  of 
Parliamentary  power.  [**0h,  oh!"] 
It  is,  I  say,  a  gross  exercise  of  such 
power  to  attempt  to  pass  a  Bill  which  I 
cannot  characterize  otherwise  than  as 
re-actionary,  and  even  rovolutionaiy.  It 
is  a  righteous  exercise  of  power  on  our 
part  to  try  and  defeat  such  a  Bill,  even 
though  we  should  sit  here  till  October. 

l^lK.  MORGAN  TiLOYI)  said,  that  it 
would  be  a  very  easy  matter  for  the 
Government  to  pass  the  Regulation  of 
Worship  Bill  provided  it  dropped  the 
present  Bill. 

Mr.  MELLY  continued  the  argu- 
ment. 

And  it  being  now  a  quarter  to  Six  of 
the  clock, 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


ROYAL   IRISH   COXSTABULARY  KSTD   DUBLIN 
METROPOLITAN   I'OLICE   [eXPENSEs]. 

CoHsiihrttJ  in  Committee. 

(lu  tho  Committee.) 

Heso/red,  That  it  is  exjKHlient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  ]>e  provided  by  Par- 
liament, of  a  portion  of  Jiny  increased  Salaries 
and  Expenses  which  nuiy  l>e  payable  in  pur- 
suance of  any  Act  of  the  i)n«ent  Session  for 
amending  the  Ljiws  relating  to  the  Koyal  Irish 
Constabulary  and  the  Police  of  Dublin  Metro- 
polis. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To'tnorroir. 


REGIMENTAL  EXCHANGES   BILL. 

On  ]Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary'  Hardy,  Bill  for 
amending  the  Law  relating  to  Keginiental  Ex- 
changes, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secre- 
tary IIaudy,  Mr.  William  Hexry  Smith,  and 
Mr.  Stanley. 

BiHprvxvnUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  221.] 
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OBXAT  SEAL  OFFICES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  IIenky  Smith, 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  abolition  of  certain 
Offices  coiinoctod  with  the  Great  Seal,  and  to 
make  better  i)ro\'i8ion  respecting?  the  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancer}',  ordered  to 
]jt)  brought  in  by  Mr.  William  IIenky  Smith 
and  Mr.  Attouney  Gexekal. 

^iMprtHenUd,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  223.] 

FINES    ACT    (IRELAND)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ^Ir.  Attorney  General  for 
Tkelani),  Bill  to  explain  and  amend  the  Fines 
Act  (Ireland),  1H>31 :  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating theit'to,  ordrrtd  to  b(i  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Attorney  Geneiul  for  Ireland  and  Sir 
Michael  IIicks-Beach. 

hiVLprtHmivd^  and  wad  the  first  time.  [Bill  222.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
TJninday,  23rd  Juhj,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— PuHLic  Bills— F//J/  Reading— 
Public  llcaltli  (Jitaaiid)*  (19o) ;  Aldemey 
Harbour  *  (1^0)  ;  Kducation  Department 
Orders*  (197). 

ificoHd  Rtadiiiij  —  Infanticide  (184);  Kevisiug 
BaiTistiTS  (Payment)  *  flTo) ;  Mfi-scy  Chan- 
nels* (182) ;  Convfyaui'ini;  and  I-iand  Trans- 
fer (Scotland)  •  (186). 

Commit frr  --  Intoxicatinjjf  IJquors  (Ireland) 
(No.  2)  *  (171). 

Committir-Jit'pori-liixiinf:^  (158):  County  of 
Hertfoi-d  and  Libt-rty  of  St.  Albiin  •  (167); 
Customs  (Lsl«*  of  Man)*  (IGo);  Industrial 
and  Krfonnatory  Scliools  *  (ISO). 

Third  Rtnditit/--  Ilobiery  Manufacture  (Wages)  * 
(103),  and  ptif^Mtd. 


H.IMJ.  J»UINCE  LEOPOLD. 

THE   queen's   MES8.\GE. 

Ortlor  of  tlie  Day  for  taking  into  con- 
pidoration  II or  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Message  of  Monday  last,  road. 

The  Duke  of  EICIIMOND:  My 
Lords,  I  riso  for  tho  purpose  of  asking 
your  Lordships  to  agree  that  an  liumble 
Address  be  pre.sented  to  Her  ^Lijosty  on 
tlie  subject  of  tlie  Message  which  llor 
Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  send 
down  to  your  Lordships  on  Monday 
last.  My  Tiords,  it  has  often  been  my 
fate — like  most  of  those  who  have  been 
placed    in  the  position  which   I   now 


hold — ^to  di£for   from   noUe  Lords  ci 
both  sides  of  the  House  in  tlie  Taiioiii 
discussions  in  which  from  time  to  tbiw 
we  have  taken  part ;  but  speaking  fat 
myself  individuallj,  I  haye  eyeryzeaion 
to  be  thankful  for  the  kind  conBidenti<m 
which  on  all  occasions  when  I  haye  had 
to  address  your  Lordships,  I  have  k- 
ceived  not  only  from  my  own  politial 
Friends,  but  from  all  on  whatever  nde 
of  the  House  they  may  sit.     My  Lordi, 
it  is  always  exceedingly  g^atifymgtom6 
when  an  occasion  presents  itself  whidi 
gives  me  the  opportunity  of  addressing 
your  Lordships,  as  I  now  do,  upon  t 
topic  which  I  am  sure  will  receive  tbe 
unanimous  assent  of   your  Lordshipi, 
and  elicit  from  every  one  of  your  Lovd- 
ships  the  mark  of  sympathy  which  I 
have  not  the  least  doubt  wiU  be  numi- 
fested  on  this  occasion.     These  oocasioiii 
arise,  my  Lords,  when  your  Lordships  sre 
enabled  to  give  expression  to  those  senti- 
ments which  animate  the  whole  Houm 
— sentiments  of  loyalty  to  the  Monarchy, 
of   attachment  to  tho   Dynasty  under 
which  this  country  has  prospered  and 
achieved  a  |)Ofiition  to  which  no  other 
country  has  arrived,  and  of  personal  de- 
votion to  the  Sovereign  under  whose 
rule  we  have  tho  happy  privilege  to  live. 
My  Lords,  this  is  one  of  those  cases; 
and  I  venture  to  hope  tliat  your  Lord- 
sliips  will  seize  this  opportunity  of  thank- 
ing Her  Majesty  for  the  Message  whidi 
She  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  de- 
liver to  your  Lordships,  and  of  accom- 
panying those  thanks  with  the  assurance 
of  loyalty  which  has  always  been  the 
characteristic  of  your  Jjordships*  House. 
My  Lords,  the  young  Prince,  the  subject 
of  tho  Message,  and  of  the  Resolution 
which  I  shall  have  tho  honour  to  pro- 
pose to  your  Lordships,  did  not  have  the 
advantage,  on  account  of  his  youth,  of 
tho  ])orsonal  example  of  his  illastrions 
Father ;  but  I  think  I  may  assert  that 
ho  has  been  brought  up  in  a  manner  in 
every  way  calcuhited   to  cause  him  to 
emulate  and  follow  the  noble  example 
which  has  been  carefully  set  before  lum. 
]My  Ijords,  the  assiduity  which  His  Bpyal 
Highness  has  shown  in  all  the  depart- 
ments of  study  in  which  he  has  been  oc- 
cupied gives  tho  assurance  that  he  will 
fit  himself  to  take  that    distinguished 
position  in   this  country  to  which  hid 
birtli  entitles  liim  ;  and  we  may  venture 
to  hope,  from  what  we  hear,  that  His 
lioyal  Highness  will  attain  that  laige 
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ahare  of  jpopnlariiy  whibh  has  fiEdlen  to 
the  lot  of  tne  other  PrinoeB  of  bis  illus- 
trionB  House.  My  Lords,  I  think  it 
would  be  unnecessary  for  me  to  trespass 
longer  on  your  attention,  and  I  there- 
lore  beg  to  move  the  following  Eeso- 
Intion : — 
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"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Majesty,  to  return  to  Her  Majesty  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  for  Her  most  gracious 
Message  informing  this  House  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty, being  desirous  of  making  competent  pro- 
▼iaion  for  9ie  hrmourable  support  and  mainte- 
nance of  Her  fourth  son.  Prince  Leopold  Oeorge 
I>uncan  Albert,  on  his  coming  of  age,  relies 
upon  the  attachment  of  the  House  of  Lords  to 
concur  in  the  adoption  of  such  measures  as  may 
l>e  suitable  to  the  occasion,  and  to  assure  Her 
Majesty  that  this  House,  desirous  of  avtuling 
itself  of  every  opportunity  to  manifest  its  duti- 
fnl  attachment  to  Her  Majesty's  Iloyal  Person 
and  Family,  will  cheerfully  concur  in  all  such 
measures  as  shall  be  necessar}-  and  proper  for 
giving  effect  to  the  object  of  Her  Majesty's  most 
graciouB  Message." 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  express  my  entire  concurrence  in 
all  that  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke, 
I  am  sure  that  the  Motion  with  which 
he  has  concluded  will  meet  with  unani- 
mous concurrence  in  your  Lordships' 
House.  Some  of  your  Lordships  are 
probahly  better  acquainted  than  others 
with  His  Iloyal  Highness  Prince  Leo- 
pold. As  the  representative  of  the  late 
Government  in  your  Ix)rd8hips'  House, 
it  was  my  privilege  to  have  a  closer 
personal  acquaintance  with  him  than  I 
miffht,  perhaps,  otherwise  have  enjoyed, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  tliere  are  very 
few  young  men  of  his  age  who  have 
qualified  their  natural  abilities  with 
greater  assiduity  than  he  has  done.  I 
am  sure  your  Ijordships  are  all  aware 
of  the  innnite  pains  bestowed  upon  his 
training,  and  that  you  will  rejoice  to 
hear  of  the  reputation  which  he  has 
already  acliieved  in  the  University  to 
which  he  now  belongs.  My  Lords, 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  I  second 
this  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Then  an  humble  Address  of  thanks 
and  concurrence  ordered  nemine  dissen- 
iiente  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
thereupon :  The  said  Address  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  IVIajesty  by  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves. 


INFANTICIDE  BILL.— (No.  184.) 
{The  Lord  Colchester.) 
SECOND  READmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Heading,  read. 

Lord  COLCHESTEE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  under  the  existing 
law,  if  a  woman  was  charged  with 
having  wilfully  caused  the  death  of 
her  child  during  or  immediately  after 
its  birth,  she  must  either  be  foimd  guilty 
of  murder  or  acquitted.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  juries  were  frequently 
unwilling  to  return  a  verdict  of  **  Wilful 
Murder  **  in  cases  in  which  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  women  had  caused 
the  death  of  their  children  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  positive  proof  that 
the  child  was  bom  alive.  This  Bill, 
in  consequence,  proposed  to  make  the 
infliction  of  serious  bodily  harm,  when 
the  child  subsequently  died,  a  felony, 
punishable  with  penal  servitude  for  any 
term  not  exceeding  10  years,  or  with 
imprisonment  for  any  term  not  exceed- 
ing two  years.  By  clause  4,  if  a  woman 
was  acquitted  of  the  murder  of  her  child, 
the  jury  might  find  her  p^ilty  of  the 
felony  mentioned  in  this  Bill. 

Moved f  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2».»»— (77itf  Lord  Colchester.) 

The  LOED  CHANCETJX)E  said, 
that  without  stating  his  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  must  take  ex- 
ception to  the  wording.  If  a  woman 
should  **  wilfully  cause  "  the  death  of 
her  child  after  its  birth,  he  did  not  see 
how  that  could  be  anything  but  murder. 

Lord  PENZANCE  said,  he  must 
express  his  concurrence  with  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  had  a  great  ob- 
jection on  principle  to  such  Bills  as  this. 
Killing  a  cliild  was  as  much  murder  as 
killing  a  grown-up  person.  The  effect 
of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  would  be  to 
make  people  think  it  was  not  murder 
if  the  child  was  killed  at  the  time  of 
birth  or  just  after  it,  and  the  conse- 
quence would  be  an  encouragement  to 
cliild  murder,  and  not  a  repression  of  it. 

Lord  SELBOENE  also  had  an  objec- 
tion to  a  special  verdict  of  the  kind 
contemplated  by  this  Bill.  He  could 
not  but  think  there  would  be  much 
difEculty  in  such  a  verdict  in  a  criminal 
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case.  He  Tory  mucli  doubted  the  wis- 
dom of  this  legislation,  but  he  was 
unwilling  to  reject  the  Bill,  as  it  had  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

On  Question  ?    Resolved  in  the  Affir- 
mative, 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

KATING  BILL.— (No.  158.) 

{The  Lord  President.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in   Committee  (according    to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Clause   6    (Valuation  and  rating  ^of 
rights  of  shooting,  &c.). 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  said,  that 
the  clause  provided  that  in  cases  where 
the  owner  let  a  farm  and  reserved  to 
himself  the  shooting  over  it,  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  should  rate  that  farm  £ls 
if  the  right  of  sporting  was  unsevered 
from  it,  and  the  tenant  should  have  a 
deduction  in  the  assessment  to  the 
amount  of  tlio  value  of  the  right  of 
*' sporting."  It  seemed  to  him  impos- 
sible that  the  clause  could  be  workable 
in  its  present  form.  There  was  no  crite- 
rion of  the  monetary  valuo  of  the 
privilege  of  shooting  over  a  particular 
lanu,  and  therefore  it  was  impose 
sible  to  rate  it.  The  right  of  shooting 
over  2,000  acres  in  a  x)articular  county 
might  bo  very  valuable,  but  the  right  of 
shooting  over  only  200  acres  of  those 
'J, 000  might  bo  wortldess.  The  majority 
of  tenant- farmers  would  pay  no  addi- 
tional rent  for  tlie  right  of  shooting  over 
their  land.  Tlio  proper  way  to  assess 
such  a  farm  as  that  contemplated  by  the 
clause,  was  to  assess  it  at  its  highest 
agricultural  value,  and  he  should  move 
an  Amendment  to  tliat  effect. 

An  Amendment  tuoved  after  ("esti- 
mated") to  insert  the  words  (*' at  its 
highest  agi'icultural  value.")  —  {T/te 
Marquess  of  Bath,) 

The  DrKE  of  EICHMOND  said,  it 
would  have  been  more  convenient  if  his 
noble  Friend  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  which,  if  adopted,  would 
practically  defeat  the  Bill.  He  uuder- 
fitood  liis  noble  Friend  to  say,  on  the 
si'cond  reading,  that  he  a^jproved  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  the  words  ho 

Lord  ^(Iburne 


now  proposed  to  insert  could  not  be  ii- 
troduced  in  a  rating  daiue  whidi  luid 
come  up  ^m  the  Commons. 

LoBD  HAMPTON  concurred  witklui 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Bath]  a 
thinking  the  clause  unworkable.  Ha 
thought  the  proposition  itself  was  objee- 
tion^le,  and  that  his  noble  Friend  tbe 
Lord  President  ought  to  consider  vLe- 
ther  he  should  not  withdraw  the  daiue 
altogether.         

Lord  PENEHYN  said,  that  having 
acted  as  Chairman  of  an  Assessmeax 
Committee  for  a  long  time,  he  thought 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  canr- 
ing  this  clause  into  operation.  Tm 
clause  held  out  a  premium  to  the  Asseai- 
ment  Committees  to  put  the  highest  Tsloe 
upon  game,  because  tlie  higher  the 
assessment  for  game  the  greater  deduc- 
tion there  woidd  bo  &om  the  rent  of  the 
tenants. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  proposed  to  alter  the 
clause  by  inserting  certain  words;  bnt 
the  noble  Loi*d  (Lord  Hampton)  opposed 
the  principle  of  the  clause.  But  that  wis 
not  the  question  before  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  had  already  decided  it; 
because  they  had  agreed  to  Clause  3, 
and  thereby  affirmed  that  it  was  expe- 
dient to  extend  the  assessment  to  the 
right  of  sporting,  when  it  was  severed 
from  the  occupation  of  land.  As  to  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  Msr- 
quess,  it  was  impossible,  consistently 
with  the  relations  which  prevailed  be- 
tween their  Ix)rdships'  House  and  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  their  Lordships 
should  pick  and  choose  out  the  subjects 
of  assessment  in  a  rating  Bill.  For  that 
reason  the  proposition  was  one  to  which 
their  Lordsnips  should  not  accede.  But 
supposing  it  to  be  adopted,  it  would 
make  the  BiU  infinitely  more  injurioofi 
than,  according  to  the  noble  Marqueae. 
it  wa»  at  present;  because,  first,  the 
Assessment  Committee  would  assess  the 
fanu  at  its  highest  agricultural  value; 
and  then  they  could  not  stop  there,  for 
tlio  words  '^as  if  the  rights  of  sporting 
were  not  severed  "  would  remain  in  the 
clause,  and  that  right  would  have  to  be 
assessed.  The  result  would  be  that  the 
assessment  would  be  at  the  highest 
agricultural  value,  plus  an  assessment  on 
account  of  game,  which  deteriorated  the 
agricultural  value  of  the  farm. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  agreed 
to  the  clause  as  it  stood ;  but  contoided 
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that  the  HouBe  had  a  right  to  reject  it, 
or  any  part  of  it,  if  they  should  think  fit 
to  do  80.  He  had  been  chairman  of  the 
Soard  of  Qnardians  for  some  years,  and 
oooanonally  attended  an  Assessment 
Gommittee,  and  he  did  not  anticipate  so 
much  difficulty  as  some  noble  Lords 
seemed  to  feel  in  carrying  out  the  clause. 

Lord  HENNIE^EE  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Gbyemment  would  withdraw 
the  clause ;  but  if  they  did  not,  then  that 
the  noble  Marquess  would  proceed  to  a 
diTision. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  pointed 
oat  that  where  an  owner  of  land  was 
also  the  occupier,  he  was  at  present  with- 
out doubt  liable  to  be  assessed  for  the 
rig'ht  of  sporting ;  that  where  an  owner 
was  also  the  occupier  and  he  let  the 
right  of  sporting,  he  was  assessable  for 
the  right  of  sporting ;  but  where  he  was 
owner  and  not  occupier,  but  reserved  the 
right  of  sporting,  there  was  no  assess- 
ment ;  and  it  was  to  meet  that  case  that 
this  clause  had  been  inserted  in  the  Bill. 
The  clause  had  undergone  very  great 
consideration  both  in  the  last  and  pre- 
sent Sessions  of  Parliament,  being  prac- 
tically the  same  clause  as  was  included 
in  the  Bill  of  the  late  Government.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  him,  if  he  with- 
drew the  clause,  to  bring  forward  an- 
other that  would  be  more  satisfactory  on 
that  subject.  What  would  be  the  po- 
sition of  that  House  in  the  opinion  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  and  the 
countiy  if  they  were  to  deal  with  that 
clause  in  the  manner  which  had  been 
BUffgested?  The  House  of  Commons 
had  agreed  that  woods  hitherto  not  in- 
cluded within  the  area  of  rateability 
should  henceforth  be  assessed  to  rates, 
and  their  Lordships  had  adopted  that 
proposal.  The  same  was  the  case  with 
regard  to  mines ;  not  a  word  had  been 
said  in  their  Lordships'  House  against 
assessing  mines,  and  the  Bill  as  far  as 
related  to  mines  and  woods  would  go 
down  to  the  other  House  untouched. 
Would  it  not,  therefore,  be  said  in  the 
country — '*Here  is  a  House  composed  of 
noble  Lords,  many  of  whom  are  at- 
tached to  sporting,  and  the  moment  you 
touch  that  which  affects  the  right  of 
sporting  which  they  enjoy,  they  imme- 
mately  cry  out  and  wish  to  have  sporting 
taken  out  of  the  Bill."  It  would  be  un- 
fortunate if  their  Lordships,  when  deal- 
ing with  several  descriptions  of  property 
himerto  exempted  from  rating,  were  to 
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strike  out  of  the  measure  the  particular 
description  with  which  they  were  thought 
to  be  more  intimately  connected.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  withdraw  the  clause, 
and  he  regretted  that  he  would  be  com- 
pelled to  say  *'Not  content"  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  quite  saw 
the  difficulty  which  the  noble  Duke  had 
pointed  out,  and  would  regret  very  much 
that  anything  should  happen  that  was 
injurious  to  the  Bill.  The  other  sub- 
sections of  the  clause  were  exceedingly 
good ;  but  he  objected  to  the  clause  as  it 
now  stood  because  it  imposed  on  the 
Assessment  Committee  a  duty  which  they 
could  not  possibly  discharge — namely, 
to  declare  tiie  rateable  value  of  a  thing 
which  practically  did  not  exist,  or  which 
practically  had  no  rateable  value.  The 
land  was  of  value  to  the  tenant  for  ag- 
ricultural purposes,  and  the  right  of 
sporting  over  the  land  was  of  value  to 
the  sportsman  for  sporting  purposes; 
but  the  great  body  of  the  tenant-farmers 
of  England  would  not  be  disposed  to 
give  anything  for  the  right  of  sporting 
over  the  land. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  remarked 
that  if  an  Assessment  Committee  were 
called  upon  to  assess  the  rateable  value 
of  that  which  had  no  such  value,  there 
would  be  no  rating  or  assessment  at  all 
in  the  case  supposed. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  15;  Not-Contents  51  : 
Majority  36. 

Resolved  in  the  Negative, 

The  Mabquess  of  BATH  pointed  out 
that  in  the  Bill  of  last  Session  there  was 
a  sub-section  giving  the  power  of  ap- 

Eeal  to  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions ; 
ut  there  was  no  such  provision  in  the 
present  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  the 
provision  in  question  was  not  necessary. 
That  was  not  a  taxing  Bill,  and  after 
it  had  passed  there  would  be  the  same 
right  of  appeal  that  existed  at  the  pre- 
sent time. 

Kemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
and  to  be  read  3*  To-morroto, 
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POST  OFFICE  — MAILS  IN  THE  NORTH 
OF  SCOTLAND.— QUESTION. 

The  Duke  op  SUTHEELAND  roso 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  Why 
the  Post  Office  have  discontinued  the 
mail  trains  which  had  hitherto  run  firom 
Bonar  Bridge  to  Helmsdale,  in  Suther- 
land ;  and  why  they  decline  to  accept 
the  service  of  mail  trains  from  the  latter 
place  by  the  new  railway  about  to  open 
to  Wick  and  Tliurso  in  Caithness,  which 
completes  the  great  system  of  through 
communication  from  London  to  the  ex- 
treme North  of  Scotland  ;  and  what  se- 
curity the  Post  Office  offer  for  the  regular 
transmission  and  safely  of  the  mails  if 
sent  as  ordinary  luggage ;  and,  in  case 
there  be  any  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
terms,  why  tlio  Post  Office  will  not  con- 
sent to  refer  the  question  to  arbitration 
in  tlie  manner  provided  by  the  Legisla- 
ture ?    Tlie  noble  Duke  said  gi*oat  in- 
convenience   and    disappointment    had 
boen  felt  in  the  North  of  Scotland  over 
a  large  agricultural  district,  containing 
a  population  of  some  20,000  persons, 
many  of  whom  were  in   poor  circum- 
stances, at  finding  the  postal  facilities 
which  previously  existed  reduced  instead 
of  increased.     For  some  time  thoy  had 
hoped  and  believed  that  when  the  new 
railway  was  opened  they  would  liave 
got  their  letters  across  the  coimtiy  by  a 
direct  route,  which  woidd  have  saved 
five  hours,  and  enabled  them  to  answer 
by  return  of  post.     But  they  were  mise- 
rably disappointed  to  find  that  the  Post 
Office  did  not  intend  to  give  them  any 
further  facililios.    Ho  supposed  the  Post 
Office  had  come  to  that  determination 
becauso  thov  considered  it  would  not 
])ay.     The  consequence  woidd  be  that 
there  would  be  thnui  ])lank  days  in  a 
week,  so  far  as  i)Ostal  service  was  con- 
cennni,  and  no  trniii  on  Sunday.     The 
inconvenience  would  be  immense.     He 
thought    that    perhajis   the  Postmaster 
(leneral,  bring  new  to  his  office,  had 
hardly  become  aware  of  the  great  in- 
convenience that  arose  from  the  prc^sent 
arrangement.    He  hoped,  however,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Govormiient  would  feel 
the  gi'eat  injustice  that  had  been  done, 
and  would  remember  that  the  Post  Office 
was  a  huge  monopoly,  and  it  ought  to 
treat  the  poor   districts  with  the  same 
justice  as  the  rich. 

The  Eahl  of  BPADFOED,  in  reply, 
said,  he  hoped  and  believed   that  his 


noble  Friend  had  somewhat  exaggetated 
the  inconvenience  that  wonld  remiit  from 
the  alteration.    The  fact  was,  that  the 
contract  for  the  conveyance  of  the  muh 
in  that  district  was  purposely  made  to 
expire  at  the  time  this  extension  of  the 
railway  took  place,  in  order  to  give  the 
Postmaster  General  an   opportunity  of 
renewing  the  contract,  or  making  some 
other  arrangement  which  might  be  to 
the  advantage  of  postal  communicatiim 
in  the  district.     There  was  no  reasoa 
why  the  mail  service    should    not  be 
safely  conducted  by  the  ordinary  trains 
of  the  railway  referred  to.     The  Post- 
master General  did  not  decline  to  enter- 
tain proposals  from    the  railway  com- 
pany for  the  transmission  of  the  mails 
from  Wick  to  Thurso.  If  no  satisfactory 
understanding  could  be  come  to  between 
the  Post  Office  and  the  owners  of  the 
railway,   the  Postmaster    General  was 
quite  willing  to  refer  tho  matter  to  a^ 
bitration  in  the  usual  manner. 


IllDrCATIOX  DEPAIlT!tfENT   ORDEB8  BUL 

[n.L.] 

A  liill  to  (1(H'Lir(>  the  validity  of  Orders  of  the 
Ediieation  DopMrtmcnt  with  respect  to  Fiute>d 
»Sc1ioul8  Districts,  and  to  make  better  proTuian 
with  respect  to  Huch  Orders — Was  preitenttd  by 
The  Loud  I'keni dent;  read  1*.     (Xo.  197.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  befoR 

Seven  o'clock,  *till  To-momv, 

a  quarter  bdoK 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
TInirsday,  23rd  July,  1874. 

SIINUTES.]  —  Remoutions    ix    Committib- 

Friuct?  lA-opold  Annuity  ;  Land   Titles  and 

Transfer  [Couipenbution^  *. 
litsulutioii  [July  •J2l  rr/A*»;7f//- Royal  Irish  Cun- 

st'ihulnry   and    Dnhlin    Metropolitan    Policr 

[Kxpcnsra]  *. 
PiiiLic    Bills  —  Ordered  —  Timt   Reeding  — 

I'ost  OlHi'c  SiJvinLrH  lijink  ♦  [227]. 
First  Jitmfiiiff — Vacciniition  Act,  1871,  Amend- 

niont  *  [22()1. 
Sero/id    Iteitdiag — Jjou^h     Comb    KavisatioD 

[218]. 
Committei — Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment 

[1»7]— K.r. 
CuiHHiiffrc — Jifpfirt — Registration  of  Births  and 

D«'aths  [80-224]. 
T/i't'tl  if<ffrf////7-  -Police  Force  Expenses*  [211] i 

Evidence  I-jiw  Amendment  (Scotland)  •[20^], 

and  pax.ifd. 
WUhdrnim — ]!ir(»rchant  Ships  (Measurement  of 

Tonnaije)  [rc'Comm.)  [2 13 J. 
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MERCHANT  SHIPS  (MEASUREMENT  OF 

TONNAGE)  (re^eommitted)  BILL. 
{/Sir  CKnrU9  AdderUy,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentimk^ 

Mn  Bourke.) 

[bill  213.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sib  CHAELES  ADDERLEY,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Order  for  the  re-committal  of 
the  Bill  be  read  and  discharged,  said,  the 
Sill  had  not  only  received  very  full  dis- 
oofiaion  and  evidence  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, but  also  had  incurred  alterations 
incapable  of  re-arrangement  at  that  late 
period  of  the  Session,  and  such  as  if  left 
iintonched  would  make  the  BUI  cease 
to  answer  either  its  home  or  interna- 
tional purpose.  Besides  that,  the  Report 
of  the  Hoyal  Commission  on  Unsoa- 
worthy  Ships,  just  out,  suggested  fur- 
ther legislation  on  the  subject,  especially 
on  the  treatment  of  cargoes  on  deck.  It 
would  be  most  undesirable  to  add  two 
Acts  to  the  existing  nimiber  on  Merchant 
Shipping,  when  one  might  more  perfectly 
deal  wi&  the  subject,  and  he  proposed  to 
introduce  one  with  this  view  next  cession. 
The  time  of  the  Select  Committee  had 
not  been  wasted,  but  most  usefully  em- 

eoyed  in  elucidating  the  requisite  legis- 
tion,  and  in  illustrating  the  difficulties 
of  making  any  system  of  deductions  from 
gross  tonnage  permanently  or  generally 
equitable  or  satisfiEkctory ;  and  mo  inter- 
national interests  involved  would  be  be- 
nefited by  the  interval  given  for  more 
completely  maturing  a  commercial  sys- 
tem which  might,  and  probably  would, 
be  adopted  by  all  maritime  nations. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  dieeharged. 

Bill  Withdrawn. 

CHANCERY  OFFICE  OF  THE  PAY- 

MASTER  GENERAL, 

QUESTION. 

Me.  GREGORY  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  promotion  of  the  Clerks 
in  the  Chancery  Office  of  the  Paymaster 
General  has  not  been  carried  out  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  twenty  third  section 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  Funds  Act, 
and  why  there  has  been  a  suspension  of 
sach  promotion  in  the  regular  course  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  the  promotion  of  the 
clerks  had  not  been  carried  out  in  ac- 


cordance with  the  Act ;  but  the  Treasury 
were  unwilling  to  make  any  change 
until  they  knew  what  the  requirements 
of  the  service  would  be  under  the  new 
system.  Permanent  alterations  had  been 
suspended  in  regard  to  those  offices  until 
the  Royal  Commission  which  had  been 
appointed  should  have  reported. 

ARMY  — ROYAL  MILITARY  COLLEGE, 
WOOLWICH— VACANCIFi5  FOR  CADET- 
SHIPS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  MITCHELI.  HENRY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  disappointment 
which  the  sudden  reduction  of  the  num- 
ber of  vacancies  for  Cadetships  at  Wool- 
wich from  forty  or  upwards  to  thirty 
must  occasion  to  many  youths  who  have 
been  for  the  last  one  or  two  years  pre- 
paring for  the  examination,  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  authorities  to  extend  the 
limit  of  age  from  eighteen  years  to 
eighteen  and  a  half,  or  nineteen  years  ? 

Mr.  GATnORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  no  pledge  had  been  given  by 
the  War  Department  that  40  cadets 
would  be  admitted  in  each  term;  nor 
had  tliey  said  anything  to  lead  to  that 
expectation.  At  present,  there  was  no 
probability  of  there  being  so  many  va- 
cancies in  the  Engineers  or  Artillery, 
and  therefore  it  was  very  undesirable 
that  cadets  who  had  qualified  should 
have  to  wait  so  long  for  their  commis- 
sions as  they  would  have  if  the  limit  of 
age  were  extended.  It  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  therefore  to 
extend  the  present  maximum  of  age 
beyond  18  years. 

ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD  ACT. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  henry  PEEK  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  wiU  state  what  steps  the 
Gx>vemment  is  prepared  to  take  in  order 
to  mitigate  the  hardships  which  may 
arise  from  prosecutions  under  the  Adul- 
teration of  Food  Act  before  an  opportu- 
nity has  been  afibrded  for  submitting  to 
Parliament  such  amendments  in  the  law 
as  have  been  suggested  by  the  Select 
Committee  who  have  recently  reported 
on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  Since  I 
had  the  honour  of  receiving  a  deputa- 
tion introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
by  the    hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
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London  (Mr.  Aldennan  Cotton),  which 
was  numeroufilj  and  influentially  at- 
tended, and  wliich  requested  that 
some  course  might  be  adopted  with  a 
view  of  limiting!  the  prosecutions  under 
the  Adulteration  Act,  I  have  consulted 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, who  agrees  in  the  opinion  I 
expressed,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Grovemment  to  take  any  steps 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  restrict- 
ing the  operation  of  the  law,  while  they 
would  not  feel  justified  in  introducing 
a  suspensory  Bill  on  the  subject.  I  trust, 
however,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
agrees  with  mo,  that  having  regard  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee,  with 
the  terms  of  which  the  public  are  gone- 
rally  familiar,  the  local  authorities  should 
bo  extremely  careful  in  instituting  pro- 
secutions, especially  on  the  subject  of 
tea  adulteration,  until  an  opportunity 
has  been  afforded  for  fresh  legislation. 
I  may  add  that  gi'oat  care  should  be 
taken  in  any  fresh  appointment  of 
analysts. 

AR^IY— PTTIK'IIASE  OFFICERS' 
MEMORIAL- KEPOKT  OF  THE  COM- 
MISSION.—QXJESTrOX. 

CoLoxEL  BAETTELOT  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  If  he  will  state 
to  the  House  the  course  ho  intends  to 
take  with  regard  to  the  Eeport  and  Re- 
oommendatioDS  of  tlio  Commissioners 
appointed  to  inquire  into  certain  jMe- 
morials  from  Oifioors  in  the  Army  in  re- 
ference to  tlie  Abolition  of  Purchase  ? 

Mr.  GATIIOENE  HAKDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Question  was  one  which  it 
would  bo  impossible  to  answer  within 
the  limits  of  a  reply  to  an  inteiTOgatorv, 
even  if  he  were  prepared  to  state  the 
course  wliicli  ho  intiaidod  to  pursue. 
The  Eeport  of  the  Commission  was  a 
vfTy  complicatrd  and  dillioult  one,  and 
embraced  considerations  far  beyond  the 
question  of  compensation — for  instance, 
the  ([uestion  of  promotion  in  the  Army. 
He  could  onlv  sav  tliat  he  was  sensible 
of  the  ver}-  great  difficulty  of  the  sub- 
ject and  its  groat  importance,  and  he 
was  giving  it  his  utmost  attention,  with 
the  view  of  bringing  it  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion. 

INDIA -ECCLESIASTK  AL  APPOIXT- 
MEXTS.-(irESTlOX. 

Mr.  holt  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether   Her 
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Majesty's  Goyemment  haa  yet  deddid 
upon  the  general  principle  by  which  w- 
clesiastical  appointments  in  India  an 
to  be  regulated ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  communicate  the  decision  of  tka 
Government  to  the  House  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  No 
question  of  principle  in  connection  witk 
ecclesiastical  appointments  in  India  lui 
been  raised.  The  Gt>yemment  of  Indii 
had  under  consideration  the  priiicipl« 
which  in  future  should  rec:ulate  the  ex- 
penditure incurred  on  behalf  of  eccle- 
siastical establishments  in  India,  and 
they  directed  certain  inquiries  to  be  made 
in  order  to  obtain  additional  informatioi 
upon  this  point.  In  the  last  Despatch 
wo  received  last  year  we  were  informed 
that  the  inquiry  was  still  incomplete. 

WAYS  AND  3I1-UXS— IMI»ORTATI0X  OP 
SUGAR.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  (for  Mr.  Forsyte) 
asked  ^Ir.  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  TaUe 
Copies  of  any  representations  which  havB 
been  recently  made  to  Her  Majesfj'i 
Government  by  the  Committise  of  West 
India  Planters  and  Merchants,  and  of 
any  Despatches  consequent  thereupon  on 
the  subject  of  the  injury  inflicted  upon 
the  British  sugar  producing  Colonies  bj 
the  continued  exportation  of  sugar  unda 
bounty  from  France  and  other  continental 
countries ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  seeing  the  disastrous  con- 
sequences likely  to  ensue  to  the  sugar 
trade  of  the  United  Kingdom  if  steps 
are  not  taken  to  place  sugar  imported 
into  this  Country  from  the  British  Colo- 
nies upon  an  equal  footing  with  that 
imported  from  the  Continent,  will  take 
measures  as  soon  as  possible  to  remedy 
the  grievances  complained  of? 

The  CHANCF^LLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
Ql^ER,  in  repl}',  said,  there  was,  of 
coui*se,  no  objection  to  produce  the  re- 
presentations that  had  been  made  to  the 
Frendi  and  other  Governments  on  the 
subject ;  but  that  was  a  matter  that 
more  concerned  the  Foreign  Office  than 
tlie  Treasury;  and  he  woidd  obserre 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamk'ts  (Mr.  liitcliie)  recently  ob- 
tained a  Return  on  this  subject  from  the 
Treasury ;  and  he  would  suggest  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Maiyle- 
bono  should  move  for  the  Paper  he 
wished  for,  and  that  it  should  be  added 
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to  the  Beturng^anted  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ter  for  the  iSwer  Hamlets.  The  se- 
oond  Question  was  one  of  an  important 
character,  and  one  to  which  it  was  not 
eaey  to  ^ve  a  thoroughly  satisfootory 
answer.  As  far  back  as  1864,  a  Treaty 
ms  concluded  between  Eng;land,  France, 
Eolland,  and  Belgium  upon  the  matter 
Inferred  to,  and  it  was  lioped  that  the 
provisions  of  that  Treaty  would  put  a 
atop  effectually  to  the  system  of  boimties, 
vhich  was  practicaUy  maintained  in 
Trance,  and,  perhaps,  also  in  other 
ooantries.  Altoougn  the  Treaty  had 
1>een  in  operation  for  10  years,  the  eifect 
irhiGh  had  been  given  to  its  stipulations 
1>7  France  especially,  had  not  been  such 
aa  to  realize  the  expectations  which  had 
teen  formed.  He  feared  there  would 
be  V^i?  little  use  in  continuing  to  press 
upon  France  the  desirability  of  giving 
due  effect  to  those  stipulations.  At  the 
■ante  time,  the  French  Assembly  had 
lately  adopted  a  law  with  the  object  of 
introducing  the  system  of  refining  in 
bond,  and  if  this  plan  was  carried  into 
effect,  the  grievance  complained  of 
m^ht  be  remedied.  He  trusted  the 
people  of  France  would  see  that  it  was 
ibrtbe  general  interest  of  the  French 
taxpayer  and  producer,  that  that  sys- 
tem should  be  adopted,  and  that  the  arti- 
ficial systom  of  bounties  for  the  benefit 
of  a  limited  class  ought  to  be  put  an  end 
to.  But  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  this  coun- 
try to  continue  to  press  this  subject 
more  than  they  had  hitlierto  done  ;  and 
although  they  would  always  endeavour 
to  keep  it  before  the  French  Govern- 
ment, thoy  could  not  promise  that  any 
special  steps  would  be  taken.  i 

TRANSIT  OF  ^'E^•US. 

QtrESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  AdmiralU,  If  any  of  the 
ahips  despatched  for  tlio  observation  of 
the  Transit  of  Venus  have  broken  down ; 
and,  whether  the  necessary  obaerva- 
tions  will  be  hindered  in  consequence  ? 

Mb.  HUNT,  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
true  that  one  of  the  ships  sent  out 
fbr  the  purpose  mentioned  had  broken 
down — namely,  the  Entounttr — in  con- 
aeqnenoe  of  an  accident  to  the  frame  of 
her  propeller ;  but  that  immediately  on 
tiie  circumstance  being  made  known, 
another  vessel — the   Volagt — ^had  been 


despatched  to  the  Cape  to  take  her  place, 
so  that  no  material  injury  would  be  done 
to  the  expedition. 

CUSTOMS— OUT-DOOR  OFFICEES'  ME- 
MORIAL—QUESTION. 

Mr.  EITOniE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  have  taken  into  their  conside- 
ration the  Memorial  of  the  Out-door 
Officers  (Customs)  of  the  Port  of  Lon- 
don ;  and  when  their  decision  is  likely 
to  be  made  known  1 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Memorial  had  been  referred  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Customs  for  their 
Beport,  and  that  Beport  had  not  yet 
been  received, 

ClilMIKAI,   LAW— ALLEGED  MAN  AND 
DOG  FIGIIT  AT  HANLEY. 

QUESTION. 

SiH  CHAELES  LEGABD  askod  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  recent  investigation 
into  the  alleged  fight  between  a  dwarf 
and  a  bull-dog  at  Hanley  has  led  to  any 
reliable  information  as  to  the  truth 
of  the  circumstances  so  reported;  or 
whether  such  a  fight  did  in  reality  take 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :    1  have 

heard.  Sir,  to-day  from  the  Chief  Con- 
fltable  at  Hanley,  and  he  assures  me 
that  the  whole  of  the  Hanley  force  and 
the  local  county  force  have  been  busily 
engaged  in  investigating  the  truth  of 
the  story  iu  quostion,  and  that  up  to  the 
present  time,  thoy  have  been  unable  to 
had  any  corroboration  of  the  story  which 
appeared  in  the  papers. 

Me.  MELLY:  In  reference  to  the 
answer  just  given  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, I  wish  to  ask  him  what  the  "  re- 
liable information  "  was  which  caused 
him  to  inform  the  House  on  a  previous 
occasion  that  he  had  reason  to  believe 
the  horrible  fight  had  really  taken  place 
—B.  statement  which,  being  made  on  the 
authori^ofthe  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  casting  a  great  stigma  on  the  local 
police  and  municipal  authorities,  gave 
more  offence  in  the  neighbourhood  than 
anything  which  appeared  in  the  papers. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  When 
the  story  first  appeared,  I  entered  into 
communication  with  the  Editor  of  the 
newspaper,  and  he  certainly  satisfied  me 
that  there  were  good  grounds  for  be- 
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ncss,  and,  I  may  also  say,  tho  onthu- 
siasm  with  which  it  is  made. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR:  I  have  felt  it  to 
bo  my  duty  on  several  previous  occa- 
sions, when  similar  Motions  have  been 
broup:ht  before  Parliament,  to  trouble 
the  House  of  Commons  with  a  statement 
of  the  reasons  which  have  compelled  mo, 
on  principle,  to  oppose  these  grants  to 
Members  of  the  Eoyal  Family.  The 
soundness  of  those  reasons  I  hold  with 
ever-increasing  strength.  They  have 
never  been  answered,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
they  are  unanswerable.  If  there  aro 
points  on  which  I  have  not  been  able  to 
make  my  position  good,  it  has  been  for 
want  of  better  information — the  blame 
of  which  docs  not  rest  with  me.  The 
late  Qtjvemment  refused — I  think  most 
unwisely  and  improperly — ^to  give  the 
information  asked  for  by  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  Dilke). 
He  asked  that  tho  House  and  the  coun- 
try should  have  information  whicli  would 
prove  that  the  Act  of  Parliament  on 
which  these  pix)ceedings  all  rest — the 
Civil  List  Act — had  been  carried  out 
and  worked  in  harmony  with  the  spirit 
and  the  letter  of  that  Act — a  fact  on 
which  grave  doubts  had  been  thrown. 
It  appears  to  me  that  a  Government — 
from  whichever  side  of  the  House  they 
may  come — should  not  only  not  desire 
to  keep  those  matters  back,  but  should 
take  every  opportunity  of  giving  the 
information  roquirod.  However  that 
may  be.  I — in  pursuance  of  those  reasons 
whicli  I  have  given  to  tlio  House  on 
several  occasions,  and  wliich  I  do  not 
intend  to  trouble  the  House  with  now — 
1  now,  on  my  own  b(^half,  and  on  behalf 
of  that  small  but  galhint  band  who  have 
previously  voted  with  me  against  an 
overwhelming  majority,  make  my  pro- 
test against  this  Vote.  We  are  not  alto- 
gether so  unimportant  as  our  mere  num- 
bers would  lead  the  House  to  suppose. 
On  the  last  occasion  there  voted  with 
me  the  Representatives  of  great  com- 
mercial, popular,  and  intelligent  com- 
munities, including  those  of  Kdinburgh, 
Glasgow,  Birmingham,  and  Manchester. 
The  22  Members,  including  Tellers,  who 
went  into  tho  Lobby  with  me  represented 
constituencies  amounting  in  the  aggre- 
gate to  3,000,000  inhabitants.  On  the 
grounds,  therefore,  which  I  have  for- 
merly istated,  and  which  I  will  not  now 
repeat,  I  beg  to  enter  my  protest  in  tho 
stroiigost  terms  against  this  Vote,  and 
having  done  so,  I  shall  not;  so  far  as  I 
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am  concerned,  trouble  the  Home  wiik 
further  discussion  on  the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

RcvfilvaU  yvminf  CoHtratUcentc^  That  th**  la- 
nual  HiiTii  of  €lo,000  be  grantetl  to  Her  Majntr. 
out  of  the  Oonsolidnted  l^ind  of  Git:Ht  Bntnt 
and  lr(>Lind,  the  said  Annuity  to  he  vVdtA 
on  His  Ivoyal  Highness  Prince  lieopt)ld  iytQip 
Duncan  AllH'ti;,  fur  his  life,  in  such  mannfr 
{IS  Hor  Majesty  shall  think  prop<'r«  and  to  com- 

!  mence  fn>in   tho  date    of  the   coining  of  ^^ 

!  of  IHh  Koyal  IlighnrdS. 

Besolution  to  bo  reported  To-morrw, 
at  Two  of  tho  clock. 

ENDOWKD  SCHOOLS  ACTS  A^IKNDMENT 

151 LL.— [Bill  1R7.] 

( I  'ittcoHHt  tSandofi^  Jfr,  AmhetoN  CroMt.) 

COMMITTEE.     ^Froffress  22nd  July.] 

Bill  comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Transfer  of  powers  of  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissioners  to  Charitr 
Commissioners). 

Amendment  again  proposed, 

In  i>a^o  1,  line  25,  to  k-av**  out  from  the  word 
**  Act"  to  the  ind  of  the  CLiiU9i%  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  wonld  **  eontinuo  in  force  for  a  period 
of  five  years  from  the  dato  of  tho  pn—i'wg  of  tUt 
Act." — {My.  Ahxander  Brown.) 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  Mr. 
— The  first  duty  that  I  have  to  perform 
is  one  not  essentially  relevant  to  the 
discussion — the  inmiediate  subject  of 
discussion  —  before  tho  Committee, 
perhaps ;  but  it  is  one  which,  I  am 
sure,  the  Committee  will  feel  it  is  in- 
cumbent on  mo  to  discharge,  inasmuch 
as  it  has  reference  to  a  statement  made 
with  perfect  propriety  in  tho  early  part 
of  tlie  debate  b3'tho  hon.  Member  for 
South-east  Lancashire  (Mr.  Hardcastle). 
That  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured  by 
means  of  the  telegraph  to  test  the  ac- 
curacy of  a  statement  I  had  made  on  a 
former  evening.  I  wish  now  to  state  to 
the  Committee  the  exact  condition  of 
tho  facts  in  regard  to  that  statement.  I 
had  said  that  in  the  ease  of  Manchester 
a  sum  of  £.50,000  had  been  contributed 
from  voluntary  sources  within  the  last 
live  rears,  and  I  had  founded  on  that 
statement  various  argiiments  to  which  I 
n(?ed  not  now  refer.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  South-east  Lancashire  made  a 
statement  yesterday  which  was  received 
with  considerable  emotion  of  a  favour- 
able kind  on  his  own  side  of  the  Hdme^ 
and  which  I  understood  to  be  to  the  id- 
lowing  effect : — J-  C 
taken  in  stating 
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flubscribed  during  the  five  years;  that 
the  subscription,  in  fact,  was  raised  in 
the  early  part  of  the  year  1868,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  was  entirely  unconnected 
with  the  Bill  introduced  in  the  Session 
of  1869.  Well,  to  a  very  limited  extent, 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  correctly  in- 
formed. The  statement  was  true  as  re- 
gards about  £10,000  out  of  the  £50,000. 
This  sum  of  £10,000  had  been  sub- 
scribed in  the  city  of  Manchester  in  the 
Spring  of  the  year  1868,  not,  however, 
out  of  connection  with  the  subject  of 
this  Bill,  because  it  was  subscribed 
principally  from  Nonconformist  sources, 
and  on  the  completion,  or  in  connection 
with  the  completion,  of  arrangements 
under  which  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
school  was  to  be  a  mixed  Governing 
Body.  However,  I  was  incorrect.  My 
informants  had  failed  to  draw  the  neces- 
sary distinction,  or  I  had  failed  to  ob- 
serve it  BO  far  as  the  precise  date  of  the 
subscription  of  £10,000  is  concerned; 
but  I  have  received  information  from  Man- 
chester, since  my  statement  was  made, 
that  as  regards  the  other  £40,000  out  of 
the  £50,000,  the  money  was  subscribed 
in  the  year  1 869,  and  consequently  after 
the  Bill  had  passed  through  this  House. 
My  statement,  then,  with  regard  to 
£40,000  remains  unshaken,  either  in 
form  or  substance,  according  to  the  latest 
and  best  information  it  was  in  my  power 
to  obtain ;  and  as  to  the  arguments  con- 
nected with  it,  they  are  arguments  to 
which  we  can  recur  on  a  future  occasion. 
Last  evening,  when  we  adjourned  the 
Committee,  we  had  arrived  at  a  state  of 
considerable  liveliness  of  feeling  in  the 
House.  I  will  not  at  all  attempt  to  re- 
vive that  condition  of  affairs.  On  the 
contrary,  in  what  I  have  to  say  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  it  clear  that  we  are 
very  serious  in  the  matter  which  we  have 
to  urge;  that  we  are  justified  in  the 
course  we  are  pursuing;  and,  in  fact, 
we  make  a  reasonable  challenge  to  the 
Government  to  give  us  an  explanation 
on  the  subject  of  the  abolition  of  these 
Commissioners,  such  as  they  have  not 
favoured  us  with  yet.  I  found  yester- 
day with  surprise  that  no  reply  was  to 
be  made  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
&r  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  I 
flioaght  I  saw  premonitory  symptoms — 
»H  as  are  observed  by  those  who  re- 
in the  neighbourhood  of  Vesuvius 
hia^  when  there  is  about  to  be  an 
ao--4hat  I  saw,  on  the  part  of  a 


very  distinguished  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, some  indications  of  an  inten- 
tion to  give  a  reply,  and,  consequently, 
my  regret  was  bitter  when  I  saw  that 
the  statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  not  considered  wortliy  of  notice. 
It  is  unnecessary  for  me  after  that  state- 
ment to  enter  at  any  length  into  the 
question  of  the  dismissal  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. But  I  will  claim  for  my  self 
liberty  of  speech,  and,  avoiding  all  vio- 
lence and  ill-temper,  I  will  endeavour  to 
state  what  we  think  the  grave  nature  of 
the  issue  that  is  now  before  us.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  with  the  greatest 
kindness — ^kinchiess  becomes  tlie  noble 
Lord  much  better  than  an  occasional 
harshness — complimented  us  on  this  side 
of  the  House  for  having  made  an  excel- 
lent defence  of  **  our  friends."  Now, 
it  is  part  of  our  complaint  that  the  noble 
Lord  continues  to  look  upon  these  gen- 
tlemen— the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners— as  our  Mends.  Our  contention 
is,  that  these  gentlemen,  who  are  ap- 
pointed under  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
discharge  certain  functions  without  fear 
or  favour,  against  whom  no  accusa- 
tion has  been  substantiated,  are  en- 
titled to  be  considered  as  placed  on  far 
higher  moral  and  political  grounds 
than  **  friends  "  of  any  party  whatever. 
We  are,  therefore,  obliged  to  resent  and 
repel  what  the  noble  Lord,  no  doubt, 
sincerely  meant  as  a  compliment  to  us. 
Let  me  endeavour  to  state  plainly  what 
we  think  the  gravamen  of  the  charge. 
The  Commissioners  are  to  be  diRcharged 
not  because  they  have  done  wrong,  but 
because  they  are  impopular.  They  are 
slain,  said  the  noble  Lord,  by  public 
opinion ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  still  more  distinctly 
pointed  the  nature  of  the  charge— he 
complained  not  that  the  Commissioners 
had  done  wrong,  but  that  there  was  a 
collision  between  the  trustees  and  Com- 
missioners— there  was  a  block  and  stop- 
page in  the  way  of  business,  and  the 
only  course  was  to  remove  the  Commis- 
sioners. In  the  first  place,  the  amount 
of  collision  between  the  Commissioners 
and  the  trustees  has  been  enormously 
exaggerated.  That  has  been  stated  as 
the  rule  which  was  strictly  the  exception. 
But,  supposing  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  unpopularity  attending  the 
operations  of  the  Commissioners,  to  what 
portion  of  their  operations  was  that  un- 
popularity attached  ?  I  divide  the  func- 
tions of  the  CommiBsioners  into  what  I 


563        Endowed  ScJiooh  Acts        [COMMONS] 


AmendmeiU  Bill. 


664 


may  call  tlioir  secular  duties  on  the  one 
side,  and  thoao  duties  wliicli  bear  on 
ecclesiastical  differences  on  the  other; 
and  my  contention  is,  that  the  unpopu- 
larity attadiing  to  their  proceedings  did 
not  grow  out  of  the  manner  in  which 
they  adj  usted  diileronces  Letwe(?n  Cliurch- 
mon  and  Noiiponformists,  but  from  tlio 
practicid  reforms  thoy  endeavoured  to 
carry  into  effect — their  efforts  to  put 
down  monopoly,  to  bring  in  tlio  elective 
principle,  to  displace  old  and  imperfect 
systt^ms,  and  possibly  in  some  particular 
instances  to  shift  the  locale  for  education. 
It  was  through  the  perftn'mance  of  these 
duties  that  the  Conmiissioners  became 
unpopular?  And,  now,  what  is  pro- 
posed by  the  Government?  Tliat  tlio 
Commissioners  are  to  be  deposed  for 
impopularity  in  tlie  discharge  of  certain 
duties,  with  respect  to  which  the  Chan- 
cellor (^f  the  Exchequer  tells  us  distinctly 
that  matters  are  to  go  on  hereafter  as 
lioretofore,  and  that  the  movements  of 
the  Commissioners  are  to  bo  on  the  same 
lines  and  directed  to  the  same  pui-poses. 
Therefore,  the  states  of  the  case  is  this — 
that  those  interested  adversely  in  the 
Commissionors  in  respect  to  the  ques- 
tions de2)ending  between  Chui'chmen  and 
Nonconformists  are  about  to  take  advan- 
tage of  unpopularity  not  originating  in 
questions  between  Churchmen  and  Non- 
conformists, but  in  endeavours  of  the 
Commissioners  to  give  effect  to  practical 
reforms — unpopularity  earned  from  one 
side  of  the  cas«.'  is  tu  bi?  a  good  reason 
whv  the  Commissioners  are  to  be  dis- 
placed;  the  real  r«'asons  why  thoy  are 
to  be  (iismisse<l  being  entirely  dillerent 
and  distinct  from  those  out  of  which 
their  un])opularity  gi-ew.  If  you  had 
said — "  We  think  the  Commissioners 
liave  dealt  very  violently  with  the  en- 
dowed schools,  and  we  are  going  to 
change  the  whole  system,"  that  would 
have  been  intelligible.  ]5ut  that  system 
is  n»>t  to  be  changed ;  it  is  to  be  affirmed 
by  the  Government,  as  it  was  by  the  last 
1  louse  of  (Commons ;  but  the  men  are  to 
be  dismiss<><l.  That  appears  to  us  a  case 
of  very  great  injustice.  Now,  I  come 
to  another  branch  of  this  case — tho  treat- 
ment of  tho  Commissioners  by  the  pro- 
sent  Gov(?rnment.  The  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  office  in  Febniary.  They 
found  there  men  of  character,  station, 
experience,  integrity,  and  devotion  to 
their  work.  Much  of  this  is  not  in  con- 
tost  between  us.    It  is  admitted  on  all 
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hands.  Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  examine  carefully  into  tlie 
relations  between  them  and  the  Com- 
missioners, and  between  the  Comini&- 
sioners  and  their  work — ^to  hear  vhat 
tho  Commissioners  had  to  say — to  have 
conferences  with  them ;  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  difficulties  they  had  to 
ovoi*come ;  to  reserve  to  themselves  pe^ 
feet  liberty  of  judgment,  and  of  dis- 
missing or  not  dismissing  them  ?  Wu 
it  not  a  vital,  elementary,  inevitable  ptzt 
of  thoir  duty  to  give  tho  Commissionen 
a  hearing  ?  I  contend  that  it  was  an 
obligation  in  point  of  honour  and  in 
point  of  precedent,  and  upon  eyexy  prin- 
ciple which  regulates  the  relations  be- 
tween all  those  engaged  in  the  public 
service  in  this  country,  to  endeavour  to 
arrange  what  is  called  in  diplomacy  a 
modm  Vivendi  with  the  Commissionen, 
and  to  give  them  a  fair  chance  and  a 
fair  trial,  and  only  on  arriving  at  the 
conclusion  that  they  were  impracticable 
to  dismiss  them.  How  different  has  been 
the  course  of  the  Government.  Ton 
will  see  that  it  is  utterly  impossible 
to  find  a  precedent  for  tho  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Government.  I  will  take 
an  analogous  case.  Our  contention  ie, 
that  all  theso  Commissioners,  who  are 
under  particular  Acts  of  Parliament, 
and  are  engaged  in  carrying  into  effect 
very  unpopular  duties  for  the  public 
good,  have  the  strongest  moral  title  to 
tlie  support  of  the  Executive  Oovetn- 
mont.  What  was  the  caso  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commission?  I  will  quote  that 
because  it  is  a  case  which  may  stand 
instead  of  a  himdred  cases.  That  Com- 
mission was  appointed  under  the  Act  of 
18154,  for  tho  purpose  of  giving  effect  to 
the  provisions  of  the  new  Poor  Law. 
No  Commission  ever  discharged  duties 
imder  any  Act  of  Parliament  that  passed 
through  such  a  prolonged  tempest  and 
hurncano  of  unpopularity  as  beset  the 
Poor  Law  Commission.  They  were, 
however,  supported  by  tho  Executive, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  political 
capital  might  have  been  made  out  of  any 
action  taken  contrary  to  them  between 
tho  years  1835  and  1841.  When  Sir 
Eobert  Peel  came  into  office  in  1841 
what  course  did  he  take  ?  He  was  sup- 
ported by  a  larger  majority  than  even 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite^  but 
did  he  decline  to  have  any  communica- 
tion with  those  Commissioners ;  did  he 
take  advantage  of  their  unpopularityi 
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which  was  a  hundred-fold  greater  than 
the  unpopularity  of  the  Endowed  School 
Commissioners?    Did    lie  say,    as   the 
noble  Lord  said  of  those  Commissioners, 
they  are  slain  by  public  opinion  ?    No ; 
but  the  Government  entered  into  free 
and   confidential   communications  with 
the  Commissioners,  and,  upon  obtaining 
an  afidrmatiye  result,  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  done  in  this  in- 
Btance,  gave  them  a  manful  and  a  hearty 
support.     I  do  not  say  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  give  a  manful  and 
a  hearty  support  to  this  Commission; 
but  it  was  their  duty  to  place  themselves 
in  confidential  communication  with  them; 
to  examine  fairly  and  without  prejudice 
the  question   whether  the  Commission 
ought  or  ought  not  to   be   continued, 
instead    of   allowing    them  to   remain 
neelected   for    two    or    three    months, 
and  then  at  the  close  of  the   Session 
bringing  in   a   Bill   to   put  an  end  to 
them,  without  having  given  the  Com- 
mission the  slightest  chance  of  making 
good  their  case  in  the  hearing  and  view 
of  the  Gt)vemment.     This  appears  to  us 
to  be  a  very  grave  question  indeed.     It 
has  not  been  discussed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment,  nor  by  the  noble  Lord,  nor  by  any 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  spoken 
on  behalf  of  the  Government.   And  now. 
Sir,  I  have  to  address  a  few  remarks  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmimds 
(Mr.  Greene),  who  stated  last  evening 
that,   in  his  opinion,  the  occupants  of 
this  bench  had  been  guilty  of  offering  a 
factious  opposition  to  the  Bill.    I  decline 
entering  upon  the  sort  of  contest  which 
would  place  us  in  the  condition  we  were 
in  at  a  quarter  to  6  yesterday.     I  will 
speak  with  calmness,   and  reserve  my 
warmth  for  argument  rather  than  re- 
proach ;  but  the  hon.  Member  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  aware  of  the  meaning 
of    the  words  he  uses,   and  does  not 
appear  to  be  aware  that  the  forms  of  the 
House  are  supplied  for  the  very  purpose 
of  granting  a  minority  protection  in  a 
special  case.    I  said  yesterday  we  had 
one  of  these  special  provocations.    The 
speech  of  my  right  hon.    Friend   the 
Member  for  Bradford  was  in  great  part 
new,  and  it  made  it  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
Temment  to  enter  into  full  explanations. 
The  Government  refused  to  do  so,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  a  regular  ParHamentary 
proceeding,  in  the  strongest  sense,  that, 
under    these    circumstances,    Progress 


should  be  moved.  And  however  severe 
we  may  feel  the  censure  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds,  I  am 
afraid  we  must  put  up  with  it  as  well  as 
we  can.  We  have  considered  the  matter, 
and  have  endeavoured  to  make  it  plain 
that  we  had  a  substantial  case,  and,  such 
being  so,  I  contend  that  the  proceeding 
was  not  a  factious  one.  Now,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  abolish  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners,  and  transfer  their  duties 
to  the  Charity  Commission,  and  two  ar- 
guments have  been  used  to  justify  that 
course.  One  was  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  produced  a  volume  of  about 
500  closely-printed  pages,  and  though 
he  did  not  actually  state  that  he  had 
read  through  the  whole  of  it,  he  con- 
veyed as  much  to  the  House.  [Mr. 
Wheelhouse  :  No,  no.]  I  bog  the 
hon.  and    learned  Member  for  Leeds' 

pardon,   because    he    spoke [Mr. 

WiiEELHOUSE  :    No,    no.  J 1  beg  the 

hon.   and  learned  Member  for  Leeds' 
pardon,  again  then,  because  he  spoke 
with  the  warmest  eulogy  of  the  whole 
contents    of   the    volume,    and   recom- 
mended them  to  the  careful  study  of  the 
rest    of   the    House.      My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford,  how- 
ever, showed  that  the  informant  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  misled  him  in 
the  quotation  he  had  furnished  him  with 
from  the  volume  in  question,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Liquiry  Commission  had 
recommended  the  transfer  to  the  Charity 
Commission,   instead  of  which,   as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  showed,  there  was  no 
foundation  for    the  statement.      Well, 
then.  Sir,  we  are  told  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  were  themselves  agree- 
able to  the  transfer  being  made;  but  the 
Charity  Commissioners  have  never  stated 
that  the  functions  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners    could   be    satisfactorily 
performed  by  themselves.    It  was  quite 
evident  that  no  reference  had  been  made 
to  the  Charity  Commissioners,  for  no 
opinion  of  theirs  was  forthcoming ;  but 
after  a  certain  time,  a  letter  was  pro- 
duced which  it  was  said  expressed  their 
readiness  to  imdertake  the  duties.     I 
have  read  that  letter  carefully,  and  I  can 
only  say  it  does  not  fill  up  the  gap  which 
previously  existed.     It  only  points  out 
that    certain    executive    difficulties    of 
detail  have  affected  individuals  out-of- 
doors  in  consequence  of  their  inability 
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to  understand  to  wliicli  Department  to 
apply ;  but  I  cannot  find  that  tho  Cliarity 
CouiDiissioners  liave  said  that  their  body 
was  a  better  body  for  the  discharge  of 
these  duties  tlian  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  and  therefore  both  the 
arguments  of  the  Government  in  favour  of 
ihe  change  havebeen  cut  from  under  their 
feet.  The  Charity  Commissioners  have 
not  recommended  this  cliange,  and  the 
Schools  Tn(|uiry  Commission  did  not  re- 
conmiend  it.  Tlie  experience  which  has 
been  gained  is  entirely  in  tlie  hands  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners.  If 
the  noble  Lord  insists  upon  describing 
tho  Endowed  Schools  Conmiissi oners  as 
the  friends  of  a  particular  paii;y  in  this 
House,  ho  will  weaken  the  authority  of 
his  own  Commissioners;  because  tho 
obvious  inference  wiU.  be  that  they  are 
the  fnends  of  some  other  party,  and, 
instead  of  acting  witli  the  moral  autho- 
rity wliich  they  ought  to  caiTy  with  them 
iis  the  representatives  of  the  Crown  and 
Legislature,  they  will  only  have  tlieautho- 
rity  of  persons  who  liold  certain  views 
and  opinions.  1  am  very  sorry  to  think 
of  the  eltoct  this  change  is  likely  to  liave 
upon  tlie  performance  of  the  duties  of  the 
Commission.  Tlie  reproach  which  more 
than  any  other  attaches  to  the  working 
of  our  institutions  is  that  they  give  far 
too  much  scope  for  the  action  of  local 
pr(»judic<'  and  sellish  interest  as  against 
the  pubUc  welfar(\  It  is  the  duty  of 
Parliament  and  ()f  the  Cfovernment  to 
labour  to  rais(^  to  the  uttermost  both  the 
energy  and  tJK^  authority  of  those  bodies 
that  are  i-alU.'d  iii)on  to  defend  the  public 
interests  against  the  seliisli  interests  of 
classes  and  localities.  You  are  now  to 
transfer  this  duty  to  a  Commission,  most 
respectable  fr)r  its  purpose,  and  acting 
most  properly  and  b«jneficially,  but  ap- 
pointed for  a  puri)ose  i)ei'feetly  distinct. 
No  one  would  draw  an  invidious  distinc- 
tion between  tho  two  (^nnmissions  ;  but 
tho  gentlemen  who  are  to  bo  appointed 
to  discharge  these  dilh<ult  duties,  with- 
out the  higher  experience  accunudated 
by  the  Endowe<l  Schools  Commissioners, 
will  tiud  tlu.'mselves  wt^akened  and  almost 
intimidated  bv  the  knowledjire  that  thev 
are  api)ointed  to  succeed  others,  not 
because  they  went  wrong  or  fiuled,  but 
because  they  met  with  opposition  in  the 
country;  and  consequently  the  lesson  too 
likely  to  be  drawn  will  be  that  what 
they  have  to  do  is  not  to  act  fearlessly  and 
boldly  in  the  public  interest,  but  to  avoid 
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that  opposition  which  is  stated  by  the 
IVime  Minister,  as  the  main  reason  vbr 
the  Endowed  Schools  CommiBuonen 
should  be  displaced.  Sir,  I  think  the 
House  will  feel  that  we  have  made  oat 
a  fair  claim  for  asking  tho  Ooyemmeot 
for  a  full  explanation  of  their  policy,  and 
I  hope  that  some  such  oxr^lanation  vill 
be  given  by  ono  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers. 

Mr.  GEEENE  wished  to  say  a  fer 
words  in  explanation,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  tho  right  hon.  Oentlemtn 
who  had  just  sat  down.  When  he  yes- 
terday stated  that  hon.  Members  on  the 
front  benches  opposite  had  joined  in  a 
factious  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  stated 
what  he  believed  to  be  perfectly  true. 
He  did  not  complain  of  the  oppoaitioii  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Fawcett) — it  was  nothing  more  than  was 
to  be  expected  from  the  views  he  wu 
known  to  hold ;  but  when  tho  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fon- 
ter)  repeated  over  and  over  again  am- 
ments  they  had  all  heard,  they  had  a 
right  to  believe  his  intention  was  to  delay 
the  Bill.  As  to  his  statement  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  front  bench  on 
that  side  did  not  join  some  of  them  when 
they  wero  actuated  by  a  deep  interest  in 
tho  welfare  of  tlio  country,  he  well  re- 
coUected  one  particular  occasion,  when 
they  ])rotested  against  tho  Ballot  being 
introduced  into  tho  Education  Act,  and 
his  friends  on  the  front  bench,  as  soon 
as  they  saw  the  op])osition  was  becoming 
warm,  left  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  on  that  occasion  called 
him  to  task  for  continuing  his  opposition 
after  his  Leaders  had  left  the  House,  but 
as  an  independent  Mcmbor,  he  thought 
he  was  justified  in  pursuing  the  course 
which  he  then  took.  After  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  concilia- 
tory speech,  and  matters  ended  very 
pleasantly.  As  to  what  he  had  said 
before,  he  would  merely  observe  that  he 
felt  it  to  be  true,  and  ho  was  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  denial.  It 
would  be  diificult  for  him  and  those  who 
suppoiled  him  on  the  other  side  to  say 
anything  more  on  tho  subject;  but  whe- 
ther it  was  or  not,  he  could  tell  them 
that  he  and  those  with  whom  he  acted 
were  nothing  willing  that  Parliament 
sliould  be  prorogued  before  passing  a 
measure  which  they  entirely  appzoYed. 
He  did  hope  that  the  Bill  might  now  be 
allowed  to  proceed. 
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Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  :  I  hope 
that  nothing  which  I  may  say  will  give 
oause  for  any  of  that  excitement  which 
was  yesterday  so  prevalent.  When  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Glad- 
atone)  referred  to  me  as  being  prepared  to 
reply  to  the  speech  of^the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  he 
spoke  quite  correctly.  I  did  intend  to 
reply  to  the  speech,  nntU  I  perceived 
what  an  extraordinary  course  he  was 
taking.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  after 
going  into  the  subject  at  great  length 
addressed  to  the  Government  a  series  of 
interrogations  of  a  most  minute  charac- 
ter, not  only  with  respect  to  the  question 
before  us,  but  with  regard  to  our  con- 
duct generally  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
He  accompanied  these  interrogations 
with  those  looks  at  the  clock  which 
are  not  unfroquent  as  the  hour  of  6  is 
approaching  on  Wednesdays.  It  was 
tnen  left  to  me  to  reply  at  a  moment 
when  I  might  be  the  means  of  talking 
out  the  Bill  when  we  wished  for  a  Di- 
▼ifiion,  and  I  was  determined  not  to  fall 
into  the  snare.  It  was  not,  therefore, 
from  any  disrespect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  nor  oecause  I  shrank  from 
the  responsibility  of  the  view  we  take 
with  respect  to  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  that  I  declined  to  prolong 
the  discussion.  As  to  myself,  I  think  as 
was  shown  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  yesterday,  I 
have  been  entirely  consistent  in  my  op- 
position to  the  Commission.  It  is  said 
that  the  Government  have  been  wanting 
in  courtesy  to  the  members  of  it — a  re- 
mark which  is,  of  course,  meant  for  the 
Department  with  which  they  are  brought 
into  contact.  I  am  not  aware,  however, 
that  the  Commissioners  have  sought  any 
conferences  with  that  Department.  I 
believe  that  although  on  many  occasions 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  said  he  had  conferences 
with  them,  that,  as  a  general  rule,  their 
schemes  were  prepared  in  their  own  of- 
fice. [Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  :  I  was  in 
constant  communication  with  them.]  I 
am  not  aware,  so  far  as  my  noble  Friend 
near  me  can  inform  me,  that  on  any 
occasion  any  personal  conference  on  any 
one  of  the  schemes  of  the  Commissioners 
has  been  demanded.  I  would  further 
remind  the  House  that  this  Commission 
is  not  a  permanent  body.      It  was  ap- 

E)inted  only  for  a  limited  time,  and  the 
te  Government  last  year  evidently  felt 


that  its  proceedinffs  needed  careful  in- 
quiry, for  they  memselves  suggested 
a  Committee.  And  why?  Partly  be- 
cause the  Act  did  not  work  well,  and 
partly  because  it  was  desirable  to  ascer- 
tain not  only  what  were  its  proceedings, 
but  what  had  been  the  motive  for  those 
proceedings.  That  Committee  held  a 
long  investigation,  and  in  my  opinion 
some  of  the  language  which  has  been 
used  with  regard  to  their  inquiry  is  not 
altogether  Parliamentary.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  has  spoken  of  the 
Committee  as  having  pursued  a  line  of 
conduct  which  was  absolutely  dishonour- 
able. [Mr.  Fawcett  :  I  beg  to  deny 
having  made  use  of  such  language.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  with  great 
warmth,  and  he  said  that  the  questions 
which  had  been  put  to  some  of  the  Com- 
missioners with  the  view  of  discovering 
their  opinions — wliich,  he  contended, 
had  no  beariDg  on  the  subject — were 
absolutely  dishonourable.  If,  liowovor, 
any  one  looks  at  the  proceedings  of  that 
Committee  they  will  see  that  tlioy  were 
conducted  amicably,  notwithstanding 
any  differences  of  opinion ;  and  there  was 
no  such  charge  made  against  any  one  of 
us  in  pursuing  those  inquiries.  But  it 
was  most  material  that  those  opinions 
should  bo  elicited  for  many  reasons,  and 
for  one  in  particular — namely,  that  the 
Commissioners  had  given  the  Governing 
Bodies  powers  which  were  above  all 
preceding  law.  They  threw  into  the 
hands  of  the  new  Governing  Bodies  the 
power  to  make  any  changes  they  thought 
fit — either  to  purely  secularize,  or  to  adopt 
any  kind  of  religious  instruction.  Mr. 
Roby  was  asked,  in  order  not  to  bring 
Cluistian  denominations  into  conflict,  a 
question  to  test  the  principle — '*  Then,  in 
your  opinion,  if  there  were  a  majority  of 
Mahommedans  on  the  Board,  you  would 
give  them  power  to  appoint  a  Mahom- 
medan  teacher  ?  "  And  Mr.  Eoby  said, 
**  Yes,  he  would."  It  therefore  became 
very  material.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford,  being  in  the  Chair,  was 
not  called  upon  to  vote  ;  but  the  follow- 
ing passage  of  the  Beport  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to : — 

**  Tho  pul)li8hed  opinions  of  some  of  the  Com- 
missioners on  tho  sulyoct  of  endowment  have 
cau8(?d  alarm,  and  have  in  some  cases  seriously 
impeded  the  harmonious  action  which  might 
otherwise  have  been  secured  bc^tween  them  and 
the  Governing  Bodies  of  the  charities  with  which 
they  have  had  to  deal." 

The  next  part  of  it  was  voted  for  by  the 
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right  hon.  G-entlemaii  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
riayfair)  and  by  a  large  majority  of 
the   Committee,   and  is   as   follows: — 

"Their  own  cxpcrii-nco,  uh  thoy  state,  in  at- 
tempting to  work  the  Act  has  romanced  them 
that  the  coiintr}'  was  hardly  proparod  for  its  ro- 
c<'ption,  and  it  is  to  ho  n'grotted  thatsomoof  the 
chiiiig(»s  proposed  hy  them,  esixH-'ially  in  the  cases 
of  certain  good  scliooU,  should  have  been  such 
Hd  to  hinder  the  hearty  co-operation  of  those 
who  had  heretofore  worked  to  render  them 
eflicient." 

The  charge  to  which  the  Committee  gave 
it.s  sanction  is  this — that  the  Commission 
(lid  not  work  in  haniiony  with  the  trus- 
tees who  were  making  a  school  good,  on 
account  of  the  vi<*ws  whicli  they  held  as 
tf)  the  necessity  of  interfering  with  every 
Croverning  Body,  liowevor  excellent  it 
might  be  in  itself.      Wlien,  therefore, 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlio  Iklcmber 
for  Greenwich  says  wo  had  displaced  a 
Commission  which  was  doing  its  duty, 
my  answer  is,  that  tlie  Commissioners 
displaced  over  and  over  again  Governing 
Bodies  who  were  doing  their  duty,  be- 
cause they  wanted  to  establish  the  theory 
tliat  there  should  be  an  idective  prin- 
ri])le,  thus  in  many  cases  disturbing  ex- 
cellent arrangements.   The  Commission- 
ers introduced   a    now  element  which 
might  do  good,  but  which  at  all  events 
did  this  harm — that  however  well  a  Go- 
verning Body   might    liave    conducted 
their  business,  there    was  no   security 
against  their  being  deposed.     The  part 
of  the  Report  to  wliich  I  have  referred 
was  put  as  mildly  as  it  could  be,  because 
we  did  not  wish  to  speak  too  liarshly  of 
tlie  Commission,  and  who,  I  would  now 
ask,  is  asking  us  to  continue  it  ?    Is  it 
the  Commissioners  themselves  ?    Are  we 
to  suppose  that  they  wish  to  force  them- 
s«>lvcs  on  a  reluctant  Government  ?    Is 
it  hon.  Giiutlenien  opposite  who  tliink 
thereby  to  advaiico  the  position  of  the 
(.\)mmission<.'rs  ?     Is  it  not,  I  would  ask, 
far  bettor  that  wc  should  take  a  body 
which  is  indei)endent,  which  is  compara- 
tively permanent— of   which  we    have 
had  experience,  and  which  is  perfoctly 
willing  to  undertake  tho  duties  we  de- 
sire to  iniposo  upon  it  ?     Nay,  more,  it 
is  the  body  und(T  tlie  Endowed  Schools 
Act  itself  wliich  has  visitorial  powers 
and  which  is  to  take  tho  future  charge 
of  these  schools.     If  such  a  body  be 
([ualilied  to  take  charge  of  the  future,  it 
is  qualified  to  take  charge  of  the  pre- 
sent, and  1o  bring  those  schools  into  a 
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perfect  condition.    I  remember  a  time 
when  the  Charity  Commisnonen  wen 
spoken  of  as  having  done  much  to  im- 
prove these  schools,  and  of  having  in 
many  cases  brought  them  up  to  a  higher 
standard,  and  they  are  prepared  to  do  it 
now.     My  reasons  for   supporting  the 
Bill,  therefore,  are  clear  and  distinct. 
The  published  opinions  and  the  action  of 
tho    Endowed    Schools    Commissionen 
have  not  only  sot  the  trustees  of  the 
country  against  them — ^they  have  given 
rise  to  suspicion,  which  creates  a  relnct- 
anco  to  act  with  them ;  and  why,  under 
these  circumstances,  should  we  prolonf^ 
their  existence  ?    The  schemes  prepared 
will  have  at  last  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Gt)vemment,  and  Government  will  hare 
an  opportunity  of  revising  or  putting  a 
stop  to  them.     But  suppose  Gk)vemment 
accepts  them,  they  will  still  have  to  be 
laid  on  the  Tablo  of  tho  Houite,  and 
thei*eforo  no  purpose  could  bo  served  by 
appointing    Commissioners   who  would 
act  as  corrupt  tools  of  the  Government. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  chai]ge 
of  harlxmring  such  a  design  is  most  un- 
fair.  We  want  an  independent  tribunal, 
and  we  think  we  havo   got  it  in  the 
Cliarity  Commissioners.     It  is  not  as  if 
the  Charity  Commissioners  had  asked  to 
be  appointed,  because  they  could  do  the 
work  better — as  the  right  hon.  G^tle- 
man   said,   they  havo  too   much  good 
taste — but  we  went  to  them  as  an  inde- 
pendent body,  and  asked  them  to  under- 
take a  duty  which  they  are  willing  to 
undertake,  and  in  a  condition  to  under- 
take with  effect.      I   must    decline  to 
follow  hon.  Members  into  topics  which 
relate  to  subsequent  parts  of  the  Bill. 
There  is  no  part  of  it  on  which  we  are 
not  prepared  to  afford  the  fullest  infor- 
mation— no  part  on  which  we  wish  for 
any  concealment — but  we  are  at  present 
dealing  with  only  ono  part.     When  we 
com(>  to  deal  with  the  other  clauses  we 
shall  be  p(;rfectly  frank  in  our  explana- 
tions.    We  say  it  has  been  proved  to 
our  satisfaction  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  during  their  tenure  of 
office — it  might  be  through  no  blame  of 
theirs — have  alienate<l  many  large  bodies 
of  the  friends  of  education  throughout 
the  countiy;    and  on  that  account  we 
consider  that  their  duties  will  be  much 
more  fitly  executed  by  the  independent 
Charity  Commission. 

Mu.  W.  E.  FORSTER  denied  that 
ho  had  had  any  desire  on  the  preroma 
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day  to  ''  talk  out "  the  measure.  It  was 
true  he  had  looked  at  the  clock,  but  this 
lie  had  done  in  order  to  allow  time  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  a  reply, 
and  there  had  been  time  enough  after 
lie  sat  down  for  both  the  reply  and  a 
division.  He  had  felt  it  incumbent  on 
llim  to  go  over  the  arguments  which  had 
l)e6n  u»Bd,  and  to  show  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  reasons  given  for 
the  dismissal  of  the  Commission,  and, 
moreover,  that  the  reasons  were  in  them- 
selves  contradictory.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  speech  he  had  just 
delivered,  asserted  that  the  Commission- 
eiTB  had  appointed  too  many  elective 
Governors,  and  that  appeared  to  be  the 
sole  ground  of  his  opposition  to  thom. 
[Mr.  Gathorxe  Hardy:  What  I  com- 
plained'of  was  the  imnecessary  inter- 
ference with  good  working  bodies.]  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  had  relied 
mainly  upon  the  opposition  of  some 
Dissenting  Members  to  the  Commission- 
ers ;  and  if  he  (Mr.  Forster)  had  been 
at  flJl  warm  in  his  remarks  on  the  pre- 
vious day,  it  was  the  recollection  of  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  on  this  point 
that  had  made  him  so.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  noble  Lord  must  have  been 
very  hard  driven  indeed  for  a  reason  for 

getting  rid  of  the  Commissioners  when 
e  felt  obliged  to  give  that  one.  Thoy 
had  now  got  from  the  Government  the 
statement,  however,  that  the  mreat 
ground  for  their  condemnation  of  the 
Uonunissioners  was  their  want  of  co- 
operation with  trustees.  In  that  case, 
he  would  repeat  the  question  asked  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ghreenwich — namely,  why  the  Education 
Department  themselves  had  not  sought 
to  ascertain  by  communication  with  the 
Commissioners,  as  well  as  by  other 
means,  whether  it  was  true  tliat  thoy 
had  disagreed  with  many  bodies  of  trus- 
tees; and,  if  so,  whether  it  was  the 
trustees  or  the  Commissioners  who  were 
to  blame  for  the  disagreement  ? 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  declared  that,  op- 
posed as  he  was  to  some  of  the  subse- 
quent provisions  of  the  BUI,  he,  for  one, 
would  vote  for  that  clause,  as  it  would 
be  voting  for  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  present  Commis- 
mon.  He  had  no  personal  motive  in 
doing  80,  for  he  was  not  acquainted  with 
either  of  the  three  Commissioners. 
'Whether  the  Commission  had  acted 
ill  ff  or  ]iot|  it  had  certainly  not 


acted  euaviter  tn  mode ;  and  that  was,  at 
all  events,  one,  if  not  the  main  reason  of 
its  unpopularity.  Above  all,  that  remark 
applied  to  the  President  of  the  Commis- 
sion (Lord  Lyttelton).  He  was  ready  to 
admit  the  great  learning  and  knowledge 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  believed  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  with  that  truthful- 
ness which  was  said  to  be  one  of  the 
most  remarkable  points  in  his  character, 
woidd  himself  acknowledge  that  he  did 
not  possess  the  qualities  which  were  de- 
scribed by  the  words  suaviter  in  modo. 
It  would  be  said  that  that  was  merely 
prejudice ;  but  he  had  been  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  public  feeling  on 
this  subject  had  foundation  by  various 
circumstances,  and  infer  alia  by  a  most 
remarkable  correspondence  which  he  had 
seen .  He  was  not  a  *  *  Skinner,  *  *  but  living 
close  by,  he  know  something  about  Tun- 
bridffe  School.  That  school  was  at  present 
regulated  in  a  way  which  he,  for  one, 
could  not  entirely  approve,  and  tlie  in- 
habitants of  the  neighbourhood  and  the 
Skinners*  Company  were  most  anxious 
that  a  reform  should  be  carried  out. 
Two  years  ago,  a  scheme  was  submitted 
by  that  Company,  and  a  readiness  was 
expressed  to  bow  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commission.  An  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner was  sent  down  to  make  inquiries, 
but  from  that  day  to  this  nothing  further 
had  been  done  with  the  exception  that  a 
correspondence  had  passed  which  proved 
conclusively  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
possess  the  qualities  to  which  he  had 
just  referred.  If  any  other  proof  was 
wanted,  it  could  be  found  in  the  words 
of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  where  he  said 
in  liis  published  opinions  that  **  All  those 
who  have  opposed  me  on  these  schemes 
are  shallow  sciolists ' ' — whateverhe  might 
thereby  mean.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr. 
Goldsmid)  would  go  far  beyond  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  in  liis  desire  to 
liberalize  the  schools.  He  did  not  think 
that  they  wore  yet  liberalized  half 
enough.  But  the  Commissioners,  in 
their  attempts  in  this  direction  did  not 
pay  sufficient  heed  to  public  opinion, 
and  the  result  had  been  pecularly  un- 
fortunate. They  had  set  people  against 
them,  who  had  been  and  would  have 
remained  their  warm  supporters.  Nay, 
more  than  that,  he  did  not  think  the 
Commissioners  had  done  what  work  they 
had  accomplislied  in  a  sufficiently  short 
space  of  time.  They  had  passed  only  74 
schemes  in  five  years,  and  if  that  were 
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to  continue  to  be  their  rate  of  progress, 
at  least  50  years  would  be  needed  to  get 
through  the  whole  of  the  endowed 
schools.  He  desired  to  see  more  rapid 
progress  made.  lie  thought  one  of  the 
great  reasons  why  the  progress  had  not 
been  rapid  was  the  opposition  that  had 
been  raised  to  the  Commissioners,  be- 
cause they  wore  men  to  whom  the  phrase 
Huaviter  in  modo  could  not  bo  applied  as 
far  as  concerned  their  proceedings  imder 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act.  He  knew 
that  Mr.  Eoby  and  Canon  Eobinson  had 
worked  very  hard ;  but  tliat  was  not  a 
reason  for  continuing  them  permanently 
on  a  Commission  whose  rate  of  progress 
had  been  so  slow.  He  was  of  opinion, 
therefore,  that  tlie  work  might  be  con- 
ducted much  more  liberally,  and  that 
it  ought  to  have  been  done  much  more 
quickly.  Ho  believed,  also,  that  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  find  men 
who  wore  capable  of  doing  the  work 
much  more  rapidly  than  the  present 
Commissioners.  He  did  not  say  that  he 
entirely  approved  the  body  to  whom  it 
was  proposed  to  transfer  the  work.  He 
would  rather  see  men  fresh  to  the  work 
appointed.  Lut  still,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  vote  to  keep  the  present 
Commissioners  in  office;  and  ho  must 
say  ho  did  not  se<j  why  Gentlomon  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
should  object  to  the  employment  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  because, 
if  lie  was  correctly  informed,  most  of 
those  gontl onion  were  appointed  by  the 
right  lion.  Geiitlcni(>n  who  sat  on  that 
side.  In  conclusion,  lie  would  tlu'ow  out 
a  suggestion  to  tlio  Government.  Would 
not  tlie  difficulty  in  connection  with  the 
Bill  be  got  over  if  the  Government  were 
to  cont(»nt  themsolvos  with  passing  the 
tirist  throo  clauses,  and  were  to  abandon 
the  Itli,  otli,  and  Gtli,  to  which  lie 
(^Ir.  Goldsniid),  in  common  with  a  large 
number  of  hoii.  INrembers,  would  offer 
his  most  dotrnninod  opposition?  Tie 
thought  that  tliis  plan  would  facilitate 
the  course  of  Public  Business,  and  would 
meet  with  the  acceptance  of  both  sides 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  IlAllDCASTLE  said,  the  ques- 
tion bctwooii  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Groenwich  and  himself 
was  this — that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  argued 
that  the  list  of  subscriptions  for  the  re- 
building of  the  Manchester  Grammar 
School  was  the  result  of  the  legislation 
of  1869,  whereas  he  (AFr.  Hardcastle) 

Mr.  O'liltlfiniii/ 


ventured  to  saj  that  the  list  waa  notii- 
fluenced  in  any  degree  by  that  Act  Tbi 
position  of  the  Manchester  Orammit 
School  was  this —  In  1849  a  decree  yh 
made  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  thi 
re-organization  of  that  school.    By  tbit 
decree,  the  masters,  who  were  aUowed 
to  take  boarders  into  their  houses,  T€n 
prohibited  from  so  doing ;  and  the  Board 
of  Trustees,  who  had   previously  con- 
sisted of  seven  gentlemen,  most  of  tlum 
noblemen  and  large  landed  propriefaai 
of  the  county,    wore    ordered   for  Hbt 
future  to  consist  of  12  gentlemen  takes 
^m    Manchester    and    the  immediate 
vicinity.    The    first    12    trustees   wen 
named  in  the  decree.     Some  of  them 
were  Nonconformists.     The  decree  did 
not  contain  any  directions  on  the  subject; 
but  the  practice  had  been  to  appoint  u 
equal  number  of  ChurchniGn  and  Non- 
conformists.   The  result  of  the  prohibi- 
tion against  the  masters  taking  boarden 
had  been  to  materially  reduce  their  in- 
come.   In  1866  a  scheme  was  propoeed 
for  taking  into  the  school  boys  in  addi- 
tion to  the  free  boys  upon  payment  of  12 
guineas  a-year.     The  number  of  free 
boys  was  fixed  at  250,  and  it  was  sup- 
posed, as  the  result  had  proved,  that  a 
veiy  large  addition  would  be  made  to 
the  income  of  tho  masters  by  the  per- 
mission to  take  in  boys  on  the  payment 
of  12  guineas  a-year.     That  scheme  waa 
san(^tioned  })y  the  Lords  Justices  in  1867. 
and  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  laige 
increase  of  scholars  that    thereby  re- 
sulted, that  subscriptions  were  opened  in 
1808  for  tho  purpose  of  extending  the 
buildings  so  as  to  provide  adequate  ac- 
commodation.   Tie  understood  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  upon 
information  which  had  reached  him  that 
£  1 0, 000  only  of  the  lai-ge  sum  of  £50,000 
which  had   been  subscribed  was  sob- 
scribed  in  1868  prior  to  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  and  the  right  hon.  Uentleman 
inferred  that  the  subscription  of  £40,000 
was  the  result  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act.     The  subscription  was  begun  in 
1868,  and  he  (Mr.  Hardcastle)  did  wt 
think    that    because    the    subscriptkn 
was  continued  in  1869,  the  right  boo. 
G(^ntlenian  was  entitled  to  say  that  the 
subscription  was  influenced  by  the  Act 
of  1869.    Mr.  Lang  worthy,  whose  name 
had  been  mentioned,  and  always  vidi 
grciat  honour,  commenced  the  subsciw- 
tion  by  giving  £5,000  in  1868;  and  he 
subsequently  gave,  including  legadei, 
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i  .  lesB  than  £15.000  out  of  tlie  remaiQ- 
:,'  £40,000.     If  tliat  gentleman  gave 

■-  .,000  in  1868,  before  the  passing  of 
L-  Act  of  1889,  it  was  only  fair  to  say 
lilt  he  was  unin^uenced  as  to  the  Bub- 
riptions  which  he  subsequently  gave 

.;.    the  Act  of   I8C9.     Moreover,  in   a 

■  ;ti>r  writlon  on  the  aubiert  the  solicitor 

■  I  thd  Erhoola  said  that  the  subscriptions 
.'.  ire  not  pushed  in  186B,  bocaiLse  a  sub- 

'  riplion  list  was  before  the  public  that 

-itua  year   from  Owene   College;    and 

that  the  authorities  did  not  regard  the 

Act  of  IDSOas  beneficial,  but  the  reverse. 

H*»   appealed    therefore    to  the  House 

'1  Iiother  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 

-  Lzht  in  saying  tliat  the  Act  referred  to 

.   I'l  been  the  chief  cause  of  the  subacrip- 

iiis    being    raised.     He  believed  the 

'  I  iiacheet«r  Grainraar  School  would  not 

I  ■  influenced  by  the  Bill  now  before  the 

I  '^use ;  and  if  tho  right  hon.  Qentleman 

iiJd  only  use  his  legitimate  iniluence 

■   ith  the  party  which  he  led,  so  as  to 

i[i-.w  tho  Coromitooe  to  reach  Clause  4, 

-  |Mr.  Hardcastle)  believed  he  should 

I'  iibt<i  to  show  that  that  was  the  case. 

Ma.  FAWCETT  said,  the  right  hon. 

flitulleiuan  the  Secretary  of  State    for 

War  was  mistaken  in  supposing  him  to 

bnvi?  said  that  tlie  Committee  appointed 

<j[i  the  subject  had  acted  dishonourably. 

lie  would  not  presume  to  apeak  so  dis- 

respeotfally    of    a    Committee   of   that 

House.     The  Commissioner  to  whom  he 

lliid^id  was  asked  two  distinct  seta  of 

,iji.i9itions,  line  relating  to  his  own  opi- 

Midofthe  Act  he  was  called  upon  to 

I'lminister,  and  another  set  of  questions 

\  liich  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 

'  I !  tu  as  a  Commissioner  or  administrator, 

iiiU  related  to  his  opinions  as  a  private 

iudividual.  This Commisfiiouer  expressly 

stated  to  the  Committee  that  he  thought 

he  was  bound  to  apply  these  opinions 

an  a  Commissionpr,  yet  when  he  was 

ssked    his  private    opinions,   he    with 

great  frankness  gave  expression  to  his 

opinions.      Now,  what  had  been  done 

iraB,  tiiat  these  private  opinions  of  this 

Hpoouuiaaioner  had   been    industriously 

^MMolated    in    order    to    prejudice   the 

^^oblio  against  him,    and   in   order  to 

make  that  House  and  the  public  believe 

')i!it  these  were  the  opinions  that  actu- 

ii.id  him  in  carrying  out  the  Act,    That 

<  iiTiduct  he  characterized,  as  he  did  still. 

U  dishonourable,     Tlie  Committee  were 

1  the  least  responsible  for  it,  but 

I  thought  tho  Secretary  of  State  for 

{Tfiuu)  seaiBS.] 


War  knew  who  was.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  question  they  were  called  upon  again 
to  discuss,  they  were  placed  in  a  great 
difficulty,  because  they  never  got  fium 
the  Government  from  day  to  day  tho 
same  opinions.  What  was  the  final 
decision  of  the  Government  on  this  sub- 
ject ?  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
distinctly  stated  in  his  first  speech,  that 
no  responsible  Minister  would  maintain 
that  those  endowed  schools  were  national 
schools,  but  that  they  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  Church ;  and  his  charge  against 
tho  Commissioners  was,  that  they  did  not 
administer  those  endowments  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Church,  but  in  the  interest 
of  the  nation,  Then  the  Home  Secre- 
tary said  tho  Commissioners  had  ad- 
ministered the  Act  in  an  undenomina- 
tional spii'it.  They  had  heard  nothing 
of  denoniiuationallani  or  nndenomina- 
tionalism  that  evening,  and  on  Tuesday 
the  Prime  Minister  did  not  say  tho 
Commissioners  had  interfered  witli 
schools  they  ought  not  to  have  inter- 
fered  with,  but  that  they  had  incurred 
unpopularity  with  the  trustees;  and  now 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  came 
forward  with  a  new  charge — that  they 
had  interfered  with  schools  they  ought 
not  to  have  interfered  with.  He  en- 
treated the  House  to  consider  whether 
the  Commissioners  were  not  bound  to 
do  what  they  had  done  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament?  Were  they,  then,  going 
to  dismiss  them  for  doing  what  they 
were  compelled  to  do  ?  They  were 
bound  to  administer  the  Act,  and  they 
had  done  nothing  but  what  they  wore 
bound  tfl  do.  If  any  charge  could  be 
prefeiTed  against  them,  it  was  that  they 
had  not  carried  out  the  Act  so  strin-> 
gently  as  they  ought  to  have  done,  and 
hod,  in  fact,  left  too  much  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  trustees.  If  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  so  dismissed,  all  he 
could  say  was,  that  should  that  be  the 
future  policy  of  the  Government,  they 
would  cease  to  be  considered  the  Con- 
stitutional party,  for  they  would  strike 
one  of  the  most  deadly  blows  at  the 
continuance  of  constitutional  govern- 
ment. The  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil had  been  injudicious  enough  to  in- 
sinuate that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
were  not  influenced  by  regard  for  the 
education  of  the  people,  but  from  regard 
for  the  Commissioners.  The  fact  was, 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  held  it  to  be 
absolutely  fatal  to  the  pennanence  of 
IT 
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constitutional  government  in  this  coun- 
try that  a  Commission  should  be  dis- 
missed because  they  had  faithfully  car- 
ried out  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  said  the 
Commissioners  had  not  asked  that  their 
powers  should  be  continued. 

Me,  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Pardon 
me — I  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  expressed  his  regret 
at  having  in  the  least  degree  misrepre- 
sented the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  but 
his  words  certainly  conveyed  that  mean- 
ing to  his  ears,  and  to  those,  he  believed, 
of  several  hon.  Members  near  him. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  What 
I  did  say  was — Are  wo  to  suppose  that 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  would 
wish  to  force  themselves  on  a  reluctant 
Government  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  contended  that  that 
was  his  point.  By  observing  that  policy 
the  Government  might  get  rid  of  any 
Commission.  It  was  only  necessary  for 
tlio  Government  to  express  its  reluctance 
— to  make  a  few  intemperate  speeches, 
and  then  one  of  its  Members  could  say 
— '*  Are  we  to  suppose  that  the  Commis- 
sion would  like  to  serve  under  a  reluc- 
tant Government  ?  The  Vice  President 
said  the  Act  of  1860  was  allowed  to  pass 
because  the  Conservative  party  were 
dnzed  and  confused;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  although  about  200 
schemes  were  subsequently  proposed  by 
the  Commissioners,  only  one  was  chal- 
lenged in  that  House.  Not  one  Member 
of  thepresont  Govoi-nment  spoke  against, 
and  two  ^[embers  of  the  Government 
supported,  the  conduct  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Could  tlie  Government  give  a 
stronger  proof  of  their  inconsistency 
than  tliis — that  this  Commission  against 
whom  they  now  brought  so  many  distinct 
and  varied  charges,  and  42  of  whose 
schemes  they  had  passed  since  coming 
into  oifice,  had  not  had  (me  of  its  s( themes 
objected  to  by  the  Government?  The 
Government  had  utterly  failed  to  prove 
tliat  this  Commission  had  neglected  its 
duty  or  failed  to  carry  out  the  Act 
which  they  were  appointed  to  administer; 
and,  in  liis  opinion,  the  Commissioners 
had  faithfully  done  their  duty.  They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  if  these 
Commissioners  were  dismissed,  thecoun- 
try  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Government  had  done  an  unwise 
and  imjust  act. 

J/r.  Fiiwcett 


Mr.  LYON  PLAYPAIE:  The  ckw 
which  is  now  before  us  is  the  fbund^ 
tion  of  the  whole  Bill,  and  requires  op- 
haustive  discussion.     The  opposite  nd» 
think  that  we  are  talking  aninst  tnu, 
but  we  are  reaUy  fighting  the  prdimi- 
nary   and    fandamental  clause  of  tki 
whole  Bill.     It  proposes  to  extingiuk 
the  existing  Endowed  School  Gommu- 
sion,  and  to  substitute  it  by  the  Chirity 
Commission.    Surely  we  have   a  rigiit 
to    examine    this    proposal    in    all  xti 
bearings.    Now,  what  is  the  first  effMt 
of  the  proposed  change?     To  transfa 
the  administration  from  a  body  of  laige 
experience  to  a  new  body  with  no  ex|w^ 
rience  at  all.    The  present  CommisBioi 
has  a  wealth  of  experience.     Take  the 
case  of  one  of  its  members — Mr.  Bobr. 
That  gentleman   acted  as  Secretaiy  to 
the    Schools    Inquiry    Commission  fat 
three  years,  and  so  obtained  a  knor- 
ledge  of  the  defects  and  the  merits  d 
all  the  endowed  schools  of  the  countiy. 
After  years  of  toil  in  this  inqniiy,  after 
again  acting  as   Secretary   of  the  En- 
dowed   Schools    Commission,    he   wai 
placed  upon  it  as  a  Commissioner.    Sab- 
jected  for  days  to  the  severest  ezami* 
nation  upstairs  as  to  the  objects,  natnrBi 
and   position  of   endowed    schools,  he 
left  the   Select  Committee,  of  which  I 
was  a  Member,   with  surprise  and  ad- 
miration of  his  inexhaustible  knowledge 
of  the  subject.      This  man,    with   hu 
abundant  wealth  of  knowled^  and  ex- 
perience, you  are  about  to  dismiss,  so 
far  at  least  as  we  know,  and  may  re- 
place liim  by  an   absolutely  new  man 
without  experience  of  any  kind.    And 
this  is  true  also,  in  a  less  degree,  with 
the    other    Commissioners.      The    first 
point,  then,  to  which  I  take  exception 
is  tliis — that  you  transfer  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Acts  to    a  CommisBion 
having  no  equivalent  of  knowledge  or 
experience,  and  having  no  skill  or  apti- 
tude in  administering  Acts  already  diffi- 
cult  and   complex,  but  which  will  be 
Hindered  of  infinitely  greater  difficulty 
and  complexity  by  the  obscure  clanses 
which  you  heap  upon  these  Acts  by  the 
Bill  before  us.     I  say  that  this  is  a  pe^ 
nicious  error  in  the  principles  of  aomi- 
nistration.      Tlie  BiU   admits   that  the 
Charity  Commission  is  unfit  for  the  new 
duties  which  you  propose  to  give  to  it, 
because  it  provides  that  even  after  nev 
Commissioners  are  appointed,  technical 
knowledge  shall  be  given  to  them  by  the 
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|DiutiDBnt  of  Asfiistaut  CoimniBsiDners 
I,  io  as  to  remedy  their  defi- 
etas    in    administratiTe    knoifledge. 
r,  it  is  the  first  principle  of  adminta- 
lon  that  it  should  be  transparent  and 
I,  real  and  ostensible.     Thia  is  vio- 
d  by  the  Bill,  for  the  Charity  Com- 
■ion  knows  nothing  of  its  work,  and 
k  be  propped  up  by  persons  that  do. 
(that    the    real  working  men     are 
[tbe  responeible  men,  and  the  people 
Riowledg'e  are  not  the  admiuistra- 
But  I  go  further,   and  I  assort 
f  fhn  Charity  Commission  ought  not 
B  the  administrative  Imdy.     It  pos- 
1  by  the  Acts  of  1869  and  1873, 
krate  and  di^tiuot  judicial  functions 
jard  to  endowments,  and  these  will 
hbsurdly  coufusod  with  administrn- 
■  duties  tiy  this  Bill,     Owing  to  these 
taaX  fiuctiuus,  it  ouglit  to  be  kept 
'y    se^iarate    from    the    EnJowud 
a  Comaiisaion.     Clause  24  of  the 
I  of  1669,  and  Clause   3  of  that  of 
8  make  the  Charity  Commission  the 
'judge  and  arbiter  of  the  doings  of 
Endowed    Schoola    Oommis!«iouera, 
Bui  InttRT  lay  their  hands  on  charities 
'i  ought  not  to  be  appropriated  to 
ition ;  if  they  declare  tliat  cortaiu 
hitols  ehoidd  belong  to  them,  or  should 
irannfi'Tred  fo  the  Education  Uepart- 
>  ut,  the   Cliarity  C-ommisaion  ia  the 
'I'lge  in  the  last  resort  between  these 
iilies — tho  trustees  and  the  public — 
id  its  judgment  ia  final-     But  now,  by 
lis   BiU,    the  Charity  Commission    is 
i    iih  defendant  and  judge  in  the  same 
111.    Does  this  not  show  what  inextri- 
ihle  cfnifusion  this  Bill   will  produce 
.    the    administration    of    the    Acts  ? 
\  LToin,  why  should  you  add  to  tho  con- 
i-ion  by  keeping  all  endowments  bolow 
'.  h  lO  under  the  Ldueation  Dejiartment  ? 
! '  that  body,  which  in  fact    is  respon- 
se for  this  BiU,  believes  in  tliecom- 
.    ii'ucy  of   the   Charity    Cotamission, 
i;^ht  it  not  to  transfer  all  educational 
<  ri'.l'iwmenta  to  it?     But  here  again  you 
i?stabli«h   utter  confusion    between  ad- 
ntioistrators  and  judicial  functions.    The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  is  a  Mem- 
b<ir  of  the  Charity  Commission,  which 
i~   to  ailuiinister    tho    Acts.      But   the 
\  H'o  President  is  also  the  judge  against 
■■; I- schemes  framed  by  that  body.    So 
:  bat   here    again    you    constitute    the 
same  person  defendant  and  judge  in  the 
nina    cause.     Was  there    ever  a    Bill 
biou^t  in  containing  ench   extraordi- 


nary confusion  in  administrative  ond 
judicial  fimctions  ?  1  do  not  again  re- 
peat the  arguments  which  I  adduced  on 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill — that 
the  Education  Department  ought  to 
have  been  made  me  sole  responsible 
ailministrative  body,  if  changes  were  to 
be  made.  Eor  the  one  great  object  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  is  to  connect 
the  secondary  with  the  elementary 
schools  of  the  country,  and  to  make 
them  both  subserve  ihe  purposes  of 
promoting  education  among  the  great 
body  of  the  people.  But  eveu  if  tho 
Government  ifisapprove  of  a  single  ro- 
sponaibie  Minister  of  Education,  the 
arguments  are  very  strong  for  at  least 
keeping  separate  the  endowed  scboola 
and  tho  Charity  Commission.  The  origi- 
nal construction  of  the  Acts  vbs  based 
upon  the  separation,  and  di'fiued  their 
separate  judicial  and  administrative 
duties,  and  I  have  shown  that  the  Bill 
has  failed  to  reconcile  them.  But  fur- 
ther, as  the  Endowed  (Schools  Acts  deal 
with  mixed  educational  and  charitable 
uses  of  endowments,  there  was  a  clear 
advantage  in  carrying  out  the  policy  of 
Parliament  in  converting  pernicious  and 
pauperizing  oharitieB  into  productive 
educational  uses,  through  tho  agency^  of 
a  Commission  which  had  education 
as  its  main  object  in  view.  But  now 
you  are  to  mix  it  up  with  the  objects  of  the 
Charity  Commission,  which  dcnis  with 
these  purposes  in  a  purely  legal  and  not 
economical  sense.  So  that  pernicious 
charities  are  likely  to  be  perpetuated, 
and  may  not  be  converted  into  profitable 
educational  use.  What  then  is  the 
argument  of  the  Qoremment  for  the 
change  of  administration  from  the  old 
Commission  to  the  Charity  C-onunission  ? 
Only  one  answer  has  been  given  to  this 
question,  either  by  the  Vice  President 
or  by  the  ChaucoUor  of  tho  Exchequer — 
namely,  that  there  is  to  bo  a  change  of 
policy  in  the  administration.  That,  then, 
is  tho  fundamental  subject  under  con- 
tention. What  is  this  changed  policy 
to  be  ?  We  quite  well  know  the  polin? 
of  the  Acts  of  18G9  and  187S.  It  is 
given  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Acts  "  to 
bring  a  liberal  education  within  rea«h  of 
tho  children  of  all  classes."  But  this 
policy  is  to  be  changed.  ["No !  No  !  "^ 
Hon.  Gentlemen  cry  ["  No !  No !"] — ia  it 
then  to  be  preserved  f  If  it  is,  what 
reason  is  there  for  changing  the  Com- 
missioners ?  No  one  has  ulegod  that 
V  2 
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they  have  failed  to  carry  out  that  policy. 
What  then  is  to  be  the  new  policy? 
If  it  be  not  the  policy  of  the  Acts,  it 
must  be  the  policy  of  the  Bill,  You, 
Mr.  Kail<6H  h'^ve  told  us  that  %re  ought 
not  to  diacuas  the  policy  of  the  eubae- 
quent  clauses  at  this  stage,  and  I  bow 
to  your  decision.  But  it  is  dif&cnit  to 
discuss  this  clause,  when  we  are  told  by 
the  Government  that  the  necessity  for  it 
is  their  change  of  policy,  without  trying 
to  extract  this  policy  fi'om  the  clauses 
of  the  BUI,  as  QoTemment  does  not  ex- 
plain it  in  debate.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  made  early  in  the  debate 
two  irreconcilable  statements — first,  that 
a  new  and  changed  policy  was  to  be 
inaugurated;  and  second,  that  it  was 
to  be  the  old  policy  proceeding  on  the 
lines  of  the  existing  Acts.  Speakers 
from  this  side  have  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  this  contradictory  state- 
ment ;  but  Ministers  remain  silent,  and 
leave  the  debato  to  be  carried  on  by  us. 
If  we  can  find  out  no  explanation  in 
speech,  we  certainly  cannot  extrEict  it 
out  of  silence.  But  after  your  decision 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  discuss  the  policy 
of  the  Bill  as  betrayed  in  its  subsequent 
clauses,  but  try  to  extract  it  &om  the 
early  and  scant  Ministerial  speeches 
with  which  we  have  been  favoured.  If  it 
were  true  that  the  pohcy  is  in  future  to 
be  upon  the  same  lines  as  the  Acts,  why 
change  the  Commissioners  ?  Ifitbenew 
policy,  unfitted  for  the  old  Commission- 
ers, who  have  carried  out  the  Acts  in  a 
{ait  and  honest  spirit,  surely  we  ought 
clearly  to  understand  what  this  poGcy 
ia  before  we  entrust  it  to  a  new  and 
untried  Commission.  Now  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent has  told  us  more  than  once  that  his 
Department  are  keeping  back  32  schemes 
of  the  Endowed  School  Commissioners,  in 
order  to  modify  them  by  the  future  now 
pohcy  of  tho  Government.  Perhaps,  by 
taking  two  of  these  cases,  and  conaider- 
ing  what  these  now  are,  and  how  they 
may  be  altered,  it  will  be  possible  to 
understand  the  changed  policy,  which  as 
yet  is  the  only  alleged  justification  given 
to  us  for  destroying  a  Commission  of 
experience  and  passing  over  its  duties  to 
a  Commission  of  inexperience.  The  two 
cases  which  I  select  are  Portsmouth  and 
Exeter.  In  Portsmouth  there  is  a  Church 
of  England  endowed  school  managed 
by  an  absent  body — the  Dean  and 
SeniorSeholarsof  Christ  Church.  These 
managers  have  paid  small  attention  to 
Ifr.  Lyon  Phyfair 
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the  school,     In   fact,    for    mum  ^ 

there  have  been  no  scholars  at  i 

the  school,  though  the  i 

joyed  the    salary.     It   ^ 

unfit  managing  body,  for  tlus  r 

its  management  was  a  school  \ 

scholars,  and  a  teacher  without « 

to  teach.     The  Commission  era  hn 

pared  a   scheme    for    it«    reform,  t 

Christ  Church  consented  to  thr  iotio.  1 

duction  of  the  ITtb  clause,  whii^  popt 

larizes  the  icianagement  uf  thcr  n^oal  I 

In   fact,    in  a  burgh  like  PortOBMA,  I 

where  political  parties    are    Icmb  nl  | 

nearly    balanced,    this    waa 

Well,    everything  appen?^^! 

ranged,  and  Portsmouth   In-' 

pect  of  an  efficient  school.  ■' 

upsets  everything.       IjBVi  ;■ 

side  tell  us  that,  even  under  U. .   ■. . , 

sident's  Amendment,    tbii    ITUi   duw  J 
could  not  be  applied  to  thia  maiMIi  1 
Church  school,  and  lawyers  on  the  oftc 
side    are    conspicuous — as,    indeed,  ■    ' 
these  occasions  Ministers  gcneralhr  nt 
— by  their  silence.     In  all   this  duMta 
with  the   most    obscure    and     ('irapl>i 
clauses  before  ua,  the  Attoii- 
has  not  spoken  once,  au-I 
General   did  not  enlightvj! 
epeechby  any  legal  knowk'<lL-< 
extolled  the  intentions  of  pioun  fAtinJin 
Well,   then,    the    case    of    Poruaonfb 
would  seem  to   indicate   that  tho  Bff* 
policy  of  the  Government  is  mh^iiIt  '.i 
go  hack  to  the  original  Chii' 
ment,    which  having  nt>    • 
the   town,    has    allowed    tlr 
decay  so  completely  that  i:   l..^-^  ..,-  - 
single  scholar.      Now   let    uh    uirh  u> 
Exeter,    which    I    select    because   mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  f'hancellor  of  to* 
Exchequer     (Sir     Stafford     Northcuto) 
knows  the  ease  well,  and  is.  I   belio**, 
one  of  the  existing  trustees.     In  Eister 
there  are  various  endowmontu,   ih'IhIi't 
a  grammar  school,  a  blur- 
and  an    endowment   by    ]j 
who,    I  rather  think,  wn.-  . 
wealth  man.     The  new  sl.'l 
priates  £600  a-year  for  th..-  • 
orphans  and  poor  person^ 
tablishes  a  grammar  scho^)!    :    . 
high    Bcho(d   for  girls,    a    n 
boys'  school,  and  an  elementarj  blIii^L 
This  scheme  was  hkely  to  prove  of  is- 
calculable  benefit  to  the  city  of  Eie(«r. 
and  was  on  the  point  of  being  occocUd 
when  this  Bill  comes  in  the  way.     at 
extreme     Church    party    are    now  «■ 
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red  by  it  to  peraiat  in  their  exolu- 
clainis,  and  tho  new  policy  of  the 
■Tomnient   will    probably   encourage 
I  in  it.     The  high  echool  for  girts 
doubt,  drop,  for  it  is  one  of  the 
f  the  old  CTonimisBion  that  they 
e  the  trick  of  converting  eiiperfluouB 
)o1b    for  boys  into  much    required 
kIs  for  girls.      But  as  pioua  found- 

■  fbrgot  girls  in  their  Hch«<Tnos.  or  cus- 
I  hu  excluded  them,  bo  the  new 
Icy  of  veneratiou  for  the  Church,  and 
urKtlon  for  the  founders,  is  likely  to 
jak  np  altogether  this  well-considered 
Tme   for  ^etcr.      At  all  events,    I 

)  the  Govemment  an  opportunity  of 

tooting  to  us  by   these    esamples 

I  their  new  policy  is.      Until  they 

1  ihoy  have  no  right  to  expect  that 
i  will  give  up  our  opposition  to  the 
'ransfereuce  of  the  powers  of  the  En- 
■ :  i  I  wed  Schools  Commission  to  the  Charity 
'  'inmisaioD,  because  wo  have  hoard  no 
■  (lierintelligibleai^mentforthetranB- 

■  r,  except  that  it  is  necessary  to  carry 
lit  a  changed  policy  iu  admmistratioii. 

liiis  is  surely  not  fair  treatment  to  the 
House.     You  think  us  obstinate  in  our 

■  i  iposition  to  this  clause,  but  you  refuse 
'  tcU  us  why  it  is  nocosBary.    If  we  are 

■  believe  one-half  of  your  speeches, 
.' lii>n  tbcy  tell  us  that  the  Government 

-    not  to   make    violent  changes,    but 

lilt  they  will  proceed  on  the  old  lines, 
:'ip.'o  wh  are  right  in  contending  that 
ihere  is  no  justiGcatton  for  the  violent 
change  which  you  do  propose  to  make 
ill  transforming  an  experienced  into  an 
in-'Sporionced  body  of  Commiaaionera. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  are  to  believe 
till)  other  half  of  the  speeches,  which 
firtoud  a  great  change  in  policy,  then 

iirelyit  is  not  obstinacy  on  our  part, 
I  lit  a  just  regard  for  the  privileges  of 

''<'■  House,  that  wo  should  not  grant 
1  "11  the  clause  till  you  fully  explain  the 
>ilicy  which  necessitates  it.     But  you 

ilie  refuge  in  silence,  conscious  of  the 
:■  TLO  of  a  great  voting  power,  which 
-iirely  in  its  exercise  ought  to  be  go- 
%''?med  by  the  inteUigence  which  you 
refuse  to  give  either  to  your  owu  side 
or  to  ours,  If  the  changed  policy  which 
ri^quirca  the  destruction  of  an  existing 
Cummiaaion  be  concentration  of  school 
property  in  the  Church,  recollect  that 
your  claims   for  the   Church  and  our 

'  'ms  for  the  nation  are  both  based  on 
roadening  basis  of  religious  thought. 
I  claim  the  pre-Beformation  schools 
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for  the  National  Church  because  the 
nation  in  the  16th  century  accepted  the 
broader  basis  of  the  Reformed  religion. 
We,  on  this  side,  claim  them  for  the  na- 
tion, because,  since  the  16th  century,  re- 
ligious thought  has  widened  itself  still 
more,  and  is  expressed  not  by  one,  but 
by  many  Churches.  The  origin  of  our 
contention  is  the  same,  and  you  ought 
not  to  be  surprised  at  the  persistence  of 
our  opposition. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  admitted 
that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
had,  in  some  cases,  acted  with  a  high 
hand,  and  in  a  sledge-hammer  manner  ; 
looking  upon  themselves,  to  use  a  vulgar 
phrase,  as  "oocka  of  the  walk."  In  a 
certain  sense  they  were  impopular ;  but 
then  it  should  be  borne  in  miud  that  the 
work  they  had  to  do — namely,  the  cor- 
rection of  abuses — was  unpopular  work. 
The  question  was  this — could  theOovem- 
ment  put  their  tinger  upon  a  single  case 
in  which  the  Commissiouers  had  acted 
ultra  vt'rn,  or  deviated  from  their  duties  ? 
Ho  contended  that  the  Government  could 
not  have  picked  out  a  more  unfit  tri- 
bunal for  this  purpose  than  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  who  were  a  judidal 
body.  Tho  duties  of  the  Commissioners 
might  as  well  have  been  transferred  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  itself.  The  result 
would  be  that  the  whole  matter  would 
come  to  a  deadlock.  If  this  work  wag 
— as  he  maintained  it  would  be — brought 
to  a  standstill,  there  would  be,  when  the 
Conservative  re-action  was  superseded 
by  the  Liberal  reaurreetion — when  that 
time  came,  if  it  ever  eame  at  all — there 
would  be  such  an  outcry  at  what  the 
Government  had  done  that  the  country 
would  not  be  satisfied  until  the  "  pious 
founders"  and  endowments  were  con- 
signed to — ho  would  not  say  where. 

Ma.  FAWOETT  said,  he  had  already 
stated  his  opinion  that  it  was  absolutely 
essential,  before  coming  to  a  decision  on 
the  Amendment,  that  certain  questions 
should  be  answered  by  the  Government, 
He  should  repeat  those  questions,  and  if 
they  were  not  answered  at  onoe,  he 
should  move  that  the  Chairman  report 
Progress.  In  the  first  place,  did  tho 
Government  repeat  the  charge  made 
against  the  Commissioners,  that  they  had 
administered  these  Acts  of  Parliament 
in  a  too  undenominational  spirit,  and 
had  devoted  endowments  to  the  na' 
which  the  Government  wished  to 
and  intended,  ibr  the  Church  ?  Second! ' 
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wero  the  Commissioners  going  to  be  dis- 
missed, because  tliey  had  carried  out  the 
Act  in  too  undenominational  a  spirit; 
and  did  the  Government  wish  or  not 
that  the  future  Commissioners,  if  any 
were  appointed,  should  act  in  more  un- 
denominational a  spirit?  Thirdly,  did 
the  Government  bring  against  the  Com- 
missioners, the  charge  that  they  had  ex- 
ceeded their  powers  by  introducing  the 
elective  principle  into  schools  where  that 
principle  ouglit  not  to  be  introduced ; 
and,  if  so,  in  what  instances  ?  Fourthly, 
was  there  any  foundation  whatever  for 
any  one  of  these  charges  which  had  been 
brought  by  the  Government  against 
those  Commissioners ;  and  did  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  justify  their  dismissal 
simply  on  personal  grounds,  such  as 
those  mentioned  by  his  lion.  Friend  the 
Alember  for  Rochester  (Mr.  Goldsmid)  ? 
Fifthly,  did  the  Government  wish  the 
House  to  conclude  that,  in  any  single 
respect,  these  Commissioners  failed  to 
administer  the  Act  which  they  were  ap- 
pointed to  carry  out  ? 

Mu.  DISBAELI  said:  Mr.  Raikos, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  rather  misconceives  the  genius 
of  Parliamentary  debate.  Our  habit  is 
to  have  discussion,  ample  and  even  ad- 
journed discussion ;  and  during  those 
discussions  we  avail  ourselves  of  every 
opportunity  to  elicit  and  obtain  the  opi- 
nicms  of  our  opponents  on  either  side  of 
tlio  House.  But  it  has  not  yet  been  a 
fpaturo  in  Parliamentary  debate  that, 
when  the  discussion  has  closed  and  the 
division  is  about  to  be  taken,  either  the 
(fovorumont  or  the  Opposition  should  be 
cat  oohiscd.  Such  a  practice  woidd  rather 
remind  us  of  that  inconvenient  rubric 
which  has  been  referred  to  recently  in 
our  debates,  in  wliich  the  Catechism  is 
insisted  upon  after  the  Second  Lesson.  I 
trust  that  neither  side  of  the  House  will 
sanction  the  introduction  of  such  a  Par- 
liamcntaiy  rubric ;  therefore  I  hope  that 
we  sliall  at  once  proceed  to  the  division 
which  has  been  called  for. 

Mu.  FAWCETT  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  appreciated  as  nuich  as  any 
one  the  jokes  of  tlic  Prime  Minister. 
['*  Divide,  divide."]  As  the  House  re- 
fused to  listen  to  liim,  he  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  negatived, 
21)\  Fawcett 


Mb.  A.  BROWN  said,  he  i]ioiu|kt 
that,  after  the  long  diacnasion  & 
had  taken  place,  the  divisioii  should  be 
taken  at  once.  He  would  only  say  thiL 
as  it  appeared  to  be  admitted  that  tk 
Endowed  Schools  CommiasioneTB  hid 
done  good  service  to  the  country,  tlub 
services  should  be  retained  in  some  fbm 
or  otlier. 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  said,  his  sole  ob. 
ject  in  rising  was  to  make  a  peraoui 
explanation.  Yesterday,  in  the  heat 
and  confusion  of  the  last  few  miimtei 
of  the  debate,  he  liad  used  an  obsem-  | 
tion  with  regard  to  an  hon.  Member 
which,  upon  reflection,  he  regretted 
having  uttered.  He  thought  it  hia  duly 
spontaneously  to  withdraw  that  obaer- 
vation;  because  he  should  indeed  be 
sorry  if  the  debates  of  that  House  were 
not  conducted  with  dignity  and  good- 
humour.  He  trusted,  therofore,  that, 
even  if  they  sliould  have  to  sit  in  that 
House  until  October,  the  hon.  Member 
for  J^xvry  St.  Edmunds  (Mr.  (}ree&e'. 
would  find  some  turnips  for  his  recrea- 
tion and  for  the  sake  of  his  health.  Ai 
the  Prime  Minister  had  referred  to  him 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  he  begged 
to  suggest,  as  a  means  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  battle  on  this  subject,  that, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
sufHcient  confidence  in  tho  present 
Commission,  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission and  the  Charity  Commission 
should  be  amalgamated.  If  the  rif^t 
hon.  Gentleman  would  assent  to  that 
proposition,  as  he  might  with  a  good 
grace,  the  educational  interests  of  the 
('ommimity  would  not  suffer,  as  they  un- 
doubtedly would  if  this  clause  were 
passed. 

Question  put,  "That  tho  words  "be 
transfen*ed  to  and  imposed  on  the 
Charity  Commissioners'  stand  part  of 
tho  Clause." 

The  Committee  dicidtd: — Ayes  218; 
Noes  133  :  Majority  85. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2   (Power  to  add  to  Charity 

Commissioners) . 

Mr.  WHITWELL  moved,  in  page 
2,  line  11,  to  leave  out  from  "  appoint" 
to  ''  salaries,"  in  line  16,  and  insert — 

"  !i  person  to  be  a  dintrict  Educational  Cod- 
mirisioner,  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  for  eich  uf 
the  Ivcgistrar  Geuerars  districts  of  England  ind 
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Wales,  who  shall  hold  office  during  Her  Ma- 
Jetty's  pleasure,  and  who  shall  prepare  schemes 

sor  educational  endowments,  and  submit  them 
for  the  approval  or  rejection  of  the  Charity 
Oommiasioners." 

He  contended  that  it  was  desirable  to 
wpoint  local  officers,  in  order  to  enlist 
we  interest  and  sympathies  of  the  differ- 
ent localities  in  the  operation  of  the 
Act.  The  appointment,  for  each  district, 
of  a  special  Commissioner  who  would 
be  associated  with  the  central  authority, 
irould  be  much  more  advantageous  in 
the  way  of  enlisting  local  feeling  in 
laTOur  of  the  measure,  than  it  would  be 
to  add  to  the  central  authority  itself. 
The  words  of  the  Amendment  he  had 
taken  from  the  recommendations  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Inquiry  Commission. 
Viscount  SANDON  said,  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view 
oommended  itself  very  much  to  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  It  was, 
no  doubt,  a  very  important  thing  that 
local  feeling  should  be  enlisted  in  favour 
of  the  public  schools ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment was  of  opinion  that  that  object 
would  practically  be  met  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  additional  assistcmt  Com- 
missioners, which  would  probably  be 
found  necessary,  who  would  not  be  al- 
ways resident  in  London,  and  who 
would  put  themselves  into  communica- 
tion with  the  leading  people  in  the 
districts  with  which  they  were  connected. 
He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdratcn. 

Mr.  KAY  -  SHUTTLEWOETH 
moved,  in  page  2,  line  25,  after  "  such," 
to  insert  **  number  of." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  Clause,  as 
amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Salaries  of  Charity  Com- 
missioners and  their  Officers)  agreed  to. 

Amendment  of  Law. 

Clause  4  (Construction  of  "express 
terms  "  and  **  original  instrument"). 

Me.  a.  BEOWN  moved  to  amend 
the  first  part  of  the  clause,  which 
Bays — 

<*  In  this  Act  and  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts 
the  expression  *  express  terms  of  the  original 
instrument  of  foundation,'  shall  be  held  to  in- 
clude any  provision  in  the  original  instrument 
of  foundation  which  enjoins  the  attendance  of 
the  scholars  at  the  rehgious  worship  of  any 
particular  church,  sect,  or  denomination." 


He  proposed  to  omit  the  words,  ''the 
attendance  of  the  scholars  at  the  reli- 
gious worship  of  any  particular  church." 
Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  before 
he  referred  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wenlock  (Mr.  A. 
Brown),  it  might  be  convenient  that  he 
should  state  what  Amendments  in  this 
clause  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
be  prepared  to  assent  to.  In  the  first 
speech  he  made  on  this  subject  he  used 
these  words — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  propose 
any  more  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site rMr.  Forster)  that  members  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  should  necessarily  be  of  a  particular 
creed,  or  that  the  masters  of  schools  should  be 
in  Holy  Orders." 

He  thought  those  words  would  have 
put  the  matter  beyond  the  possibi- 
lity of  doubt,  and  would  have  served 
as  a  sufficient  indication  of  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  would  ad- 
minister the  Act.  But  a  misapprehen- 
sion having  arisen  on  the  subject, 
thoy  had  carefully  considered  what 
Amendments  might  be  made,  so  as 
to  remove  all  possibility  of  misapprehen- 
sion. The  first  fruits  of  their  conside- 
ration was  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
gave  Notice  a  few  days  ago ;  but  they 
were  informed  that  an  Amendment, 
which  had  been  put  on  the  Paper  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  East 
Devon  (Sir  John  Kennaway)  was  much 
more  acceptable  to  ,the  leading  members 
of  the  Nonconformist  Churches.  As  he 
had  already  stated,  his  object  was  not 
only  to  let  Nonconformists  in,  but  to  get 
them  in,  where  suitable,  as  members  of 
the  Governing  Bodies,  and  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  were  quite  prepared  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  That 
Amendment  was  in  these  words  : — In 
Clause  4,  line  18,  at  the  end,  to  add — 

"Provided  always,  That  in  every  scheme 
within  the  proWsions  of  section  nineteen  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  as  amended  by  this 
Act  for  an  endowed  school  under  this  Act  and 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  or  any  of  them,  the 
provisions  contained  in  section  seventeen  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  shall  be  inserted 
and  made  applicable  to  one>-third  at  the  least  of 
the  members  of  the  Governing  Body,  unless 
there  be  in  the  original  instrument  of  founda- 
tion, any  provision  directing  that  the  whole  of 
the  Governing  Body  shall  be  members  of  a 
particular  Church  or  denomination." 

The  question  that  masters  of  schools 
shoula  not  necessarily  be  in  Holy  Orders 
would  arise  under  a  later  clause.    There 
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ment  had  given  Notice,  it  would  bo 
botter  to  re-construct  Clauses  4,  5,  and  6. 
3ilR.  JACKSON  said,  lie  tbouglit 
that  some  of  the  questions  of  principle 
wliich  had  been  raised  could  be  more 
conveniently  discussed  wlien  the  Com- 
mittee were  made  aware  how,  if  at  all, 
tlio  clause  was  to  be  amended,  and  on 
tlie  question  whether  the  clause,  as 
ultimately  amended,  would  stand  part 
of  the  BiU.  For  his  paii;,  lie  objected 
to  the  clause  altogether,  because  it 
further  extended  what  he  regarded  as 
a  dangerous  exemption  which  was  cre- 
ated by  the  Act  of  1869,  and  received 
further  development  in  the  Act  of 
1873.  The  general  enactment  stated 
that  all  those  endowed  scliools  were  not 
to  be  denominational,  but  national ;  that 
the  nation  would  respect  the  founder's 
M  ill  as  fur  as  education  was  concerned, 
but  would  disregard  it  bo  far  as  he 
directed  tlie  particular  manner  in  wluch 
his  boimty  should  be  applied.  Tliat 
l)rinciple  was  departed  from  in  1869  and 
again  in  1873,  and,  inasmuch  as  he  ob- 
jected to  tlio  exceptions  made  by  the 
Acts  of  those  years,  he  also  objected, 
and  strongly,  to  their  fui-ther  extension 
bv  the  present  Bill. 

*^TiiE  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
that  the  earlier  part  of  tlie  clause  was 
really  an  interpretation  of  the  mean- 
ing to  be  given  to  the  words,  '*ex- 
j)ress  terms  of  the  original  instrument 
of  foundation."  It  was  intended  that 
Clause  10  of  the  Act  of  1809,  which 
rofi'rred  to  any  educational  endowment 
which  required  the  scholars  to  be  in- 
Mructed  in  any  particular  formularies, 
}<hould  have  a  larger  interpretation  than 
had  been  given  to  it  by  the  Endowed 
Schools  Conimissi(mers.  In  1873  a  step 
was  made  in  that  direction,  and  now  the 
qui'stion  was,  whether  the  intei'pretation 
sought  to  be  given  by  Clause  4  was  such 
as  the  Committee  coidd  accept.  If  it 
were  found  that  by  the  original  deed  of 
foundation  the  children  were  required  to 
attend  church,  and  that  since  that  time 
they  had  done  so  and  been  instructed  in 
Cluu'ch  principles,  could  it  be  said  that  the 
words  of  the  proposed  clause  gave  a  more 
extended  intor^jretation  than  was  con- 
templated by  the  Act  of  1869  ?  When 
it  was  found  that  thcTo  had  been  a  uni- 
form obseiTance  of  the  original  founda- 
tion it  was  not  asking  too  much  that  the 
interpretation  adopted  should  be  that 
given  by  the  present  Bill. 

JTr,  Gregory 


Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVSE  pointed  out 
that  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commisskm 
recommended  that  the  policy  now  befon 
the  House  should  not  be  adopted.  It 
was  clearly  intended  by  this  Bill  that  a 
number  of  schools  should  be  treated  a& 
Church  schools  which  were  not  to  be  8<) 
regarded  by  the  Act  of  1869.  Many  of 
these,  too,  were  pre-Beformation  foan- 
dations.  Now,  he  begged  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  observe  that  formerly  it  was  the 
law  of  the  land  that  all  children  shoold 
be  compelled  to  go  to  church,  and  it  was 
not  necessary  for  a  founder  to  insert  a 
clause  in  his  will  enjoining  children  tu 
attend  church  in  order  to  make  it  a 
Cliurch  school.  All  that  founders  really 
did  was,  not  to  declare  that  the  children 
should  attend  church,  but  that  ther 
should  attend  church  in  a  particular 
way,  such  as  altogether,  or  upon  par- 
ticular days,  such  as  saints'  days.  If 
the  clause  as  it  stood  passed  into  law, 
the  effect  would  be  to  convert  many 
scliools  into  purely  Church  schools,  which 
would  othemdse  have  been  denomina- 
tional schools. 

Mr.  WATKIN  AVILLIAMS  said,  he 
thought  that  the  explanation  given  by 
the  Attorney  General  presented  this 
clause  in  a  still  more  objectionable  form, 
and  it  would  be  a  real  disg^raco  to  their 
legislation  to  pass  such  a  Bill.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  was  desired  by  the 
Government  to  do  violence  in  an  impre- 
cedented  way  to  the  words  "exprees 
terms  of  the  original  instrument  of  foon- 
dation."  Of  course,  it  was  possible  by 
legislation  to  make  **  yes  "  mean  **  no ;" 
but  he  thdught  it  was  extremely  inadvisa- 
ble to  introduce  language  of  so  strange  a 
nature  into  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  ALFRED  MARTEN  said,  the 
clause  did  no  more  than  give  a  definite 
meaning  to  the  words  ''  express  terms" 
in  their  relation  to  the  original  instru- 
ment of  foundation.  The  proposed  in- 
terpretation proceeded  on  a  principle 
which  had  already  been  recognized  or 
the  Court  of  Chancery  and  the  Legisla- 
ture. In  his  opinion  the  Committee 
might  therefore  fairly  adopt  the  words. 

Dk.  lush  said,  he  demedthat  found- 
ers, however  estimable  may  have  been 
the  spirit  in  which  they  acted  in  their 
own  time,  had  any  right  to  stereotype 
their  views  on  succeeding  g^erations. 
The  late  Earl  of  Bridgwater  left  a  laige 
sum  of  money  to  be  applied  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  men  of  science  and 
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learning  to  write  essays  showing  the 
power,  wisdom,  and  goodness  of  God  in 
the  several  acts  of  creation  and  provi- 
dence. That  was  a  most  proper  and  ad- 
mirable act  at  the  time,  and  resulted  in 
producing  some  very  excellent  treatises 
which  fairly  reflected  the  state  of  science 
at  the  time.  Since  then,  however,  sci- 
ence had  made  immense  progress,  and 
those  books  were  left  far  in  the  back- 
ground and  were  virtually  obsolete.  But 
if  the  Earl  of  Bridgwater  had  founded  a 
professorship  or  endowed  a  college  and 
provided  that  only  certain  theories 
should  be  taught,  he  would  have  been 
the  means  of  perpetuating  an  immense 
deal  of  harm  instead  of  doing  good.  For 
founders  to  claim  a  right  to  stamp  their 
ideas  on  future  generations  was  to  as- 
sume a  right  to  which  they  were  not 
entitled;  and  holding  those  views  and 
believing  that  founders'  rights  ought 
not  to  be  respected  to  the  extent  to  which 
the  Bill  recognized  them,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

Mb.  law  said,  he  desired  to  raise 
the  broad  and  distinct  issue  which  this 
clause  challenged.  He  denied  that  a 
direction  that  a  child  should  attend  a 
particular  church  was  equivalent  to  a 
direction  that  it  should  be  instructed 
according  to  the  doctrines  and  formu- 
laries of  that  church.  The  whole  history 
of  the  Church  of  England  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  contrary  supposition ;  and 
the  fact  alone  that  2,000  clorgjnoien  were 
expelled  from  the  Church  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity  was 
sufficient  in  itself  to  establish  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  ground  ho  took.  He  should 
be  glad  to  have  an  explanation  as  to  what 
was  meant  by  the  proposal  to  admit 
fresh  evidence  with  reference  to  these 
foundations. 

Mr.  HEEMON  said,  he  could  have 
wished  that  the  clauses  had  not  been 
inserted  in  the  BiU,  and  should  be  glad 
if  the  Government  could  come  to  the 
conclusion  to  withdraw  them.  Their 
passing  would  give  to  the  Church  of 
England  something  which  she  was  not 
entitled  to  claim,  and  might  be  the 
means  of  her  losing  something  which  she 
was  fairly  justified  in  possessing.  The 
Government,  with  a  large  majority  at  its 
back,  could  afford  to  be  generous ;  and 
therefore  he  hoped  they  would  give  up 
those  clauses,  and  so  enable  the  House 
to  proceed  with  really  important  busi- 
ness. 


Mb.  DILLWYN  commented  on  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill,  which  he  considered 
exceedingly  imperfect,  and  remarked 
that  the  House  was  being  detained  at 
that  late  period  of  the  year  to  pass  an 
ill-drawn  and  obscure  measure,  merely 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  Govern- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  question  im- 
mediately at  issue,  he  pointed  out  that 
in  regard  to  the  majority  of  foundations 
the  intentions  of  the  founders  were  not 
shown  by  express  terms  with  regard  to 
religious  instruction,  their  primary  ob- 
ject being  to  give  education.  The  great 
objection  in  former  years  was  to  the  at- 
tempt to  give  effect  to  the  express  terms 
of  the  will  of  the  founder  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  Dissenters,  and  that  was  the 
objectionable  object  aimed  at  in  this 
Bill.     He  was  opposed  to  the  clause. 

Mb.  BERESFOED  HOPE  trusted 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  not  listen  to  the  appeal  that 
had  just  been  made  to  him.  The  clause 
on  which  the  Committee  was  now  en- 
gaged was  the  substance  of  this  Bill. 
He  admitted  that  the  wording  of  the 
clause  might  be  improved ;  but  he  con- 
tended for  a  clear  recognition  of  the  ex- 
press intention  of  the  founder  in  substi- 
tution for  the  entangling  technicalities 
of  the  existing  Acts.  The  Members  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  1869  were  sur- 
prised at  the  narrow  and  technical  in- 
terpretation given  to  the  words  which 
they  had  agreed  to,  because  they  thought 
that  these  sufficiently  defined  the  foun- 
ders' intentions.  Since  then  a  thick 
haze  seemed  to  have  gathered  round  the 
matter.  The  question  as  to  the  intention 
of  the  founder  was  a  question  of  right 
and  of  law,  and  which  had  to  be  ascer- 
tained by  history  and  evidence.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  seemed  to  be  to  apply  funds 
which  had  been  bequeathed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  promoting  religion  and  education 
to  simply  secular  objects.  Hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had 
argued  as  if  there  was  no  such  thing  as 
a  Conscience  Clause,  and  as  if  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  would  drive  Noncon- 
formists to  schools  where  a  kind  of  re- 
ligious education  might  be  given  that 
was  repulsive  to  their  convictions.  So 
long  as  there  was  a  Conscience  Clause  he 
did  not  think  that  any  injustice  would  be 
done  to  any  child,  whatever  his  religion 
might  be,  by  adhering  to  the  religious 
formularies,  whether  of  the  Church  or 
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of  Dissent,  which  embodied  the  histori- 
cal origin  of  the  school.  Either  there 
must  be  religion  in  some  form  or  else 
secularism,  and  ho  knew  no  better  way 
of  reaching  that  form  than  to  follow  the 
one  with  which  the  school  was  iden- 
tified. If  the  Government  gave  way 
on  this  clause  they  would  cause  discon- 
tent among  many  of  tlieir  warmest  sup- 
porters, and  all  over  the  country. 

Sir  FEANCIS  GOLDSMII)  remarked 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  (!Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  had 
said  that  in  the  Committee  to  which  he 
had  referred  a  considerable  degree  of 
haziness  had  prevailed,  and  he  (Sir 
Francis  Goldsmid)  thought  that  those 
who  had  listened  with  attention  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member,  would 
be  of  opinion  that  the  mist  had  not  yet 
entirely  cleared  away.  He  (Sir  Francis 
Goldsmid)  trusted  that  the  Government, 
when  they  finally  decided  on  their  course 
respecting  this  }^ill,  would  listen  to  the 
clear  and  sensible  advice  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hermon)  rather 
than  to  the  cloudy  counsels  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  University.  On 
the  wording  of  the  clause  under  discus- 
sion ho  (Sir  Francis  Goldsmid)  had  but 
a  few  words  to  say,  because  it  was  diffi- 
cult for  any  observations  to  mako  plainer 
its  intrinsic  absurdity.  It  was  proposed 
to  declare  by  Act  of  Parliament  that 
**  express  terms  "  should  mean  what  was 
not  express,  but  consisted  of  a  number 
of  inferences,  more  or  less  weak,  one  of 
them  so  feeble  that  it  had  ah'eady  been 
very  properly  abandoned  by  iXm  Govern- 
ment in  deference  to  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  other  Member 
for  th(j  Univorsit}'  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Spencer  Walpolc?).  But  tlie  proposal 
became  more  amusing  still  when  it  was 
remembered  that  the  reason  given  for  it 
was  the  difficulty  felt  by  tlie  Commis- 
sioners in  discovering  the  meaning  of 
the  plu*ase  **  express  terms."  He  (Sir 
Francis  Goldsmid)  would  mention  a 
course  of  proceeding  which  would  be 
strictly  analogous  to  this.  Lot  them  sup- 
pose that  two  owners  of  adjoining  estates 
or  fields  had  been  for  some  time  puzzled 
to  ascertain  their  exact  boundaries,  and 
had  been  painfully  endeavouring  to  trace 
the  line  of  some  old  wall  or  hedge.  In 
the  middle  of  the  oi)eration  one  of  the 
proprietors  might  say  to  tlie  other — 
**This  is  a  very  troublesome  business, 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  after  all  it  will 

Mr.  Jicnsford  Ho^i} 


not  leave  me  without  some  nice  little 
bits  of  land  for  which  I  have  a  particu- 
lar fancy.  I  have  a  proposal  to  make  to 
you.  Give  me  your  field.  The  arrange- 
ment will  be  quite  satisfactory  to  me, 
and  you  will  be  saved  the  trouble  of 
completing  this  wearisome  tracing  out 
of  boundaries,  and  also  that  of  managing 
your  land  in  future."  Before  sitting  dovn 
he  would  suggest  what  might  perhaps  be 
the  answer  to  the  question  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  as  to  the  utility  of 
the  concluding  direction  of  the  clause— 
that  '' admissible"  evidence  should  be 
'*  receivable."  This  sounded  certainly 
like  an  enactment  that  white  should  be 
white ;  but  probably  the  framers  of  the 
clause  meant  that  although  for  the  future 
**  express  "  was  to  moan  *'  inferential," 
yet  tnere  were  still  some  words  in  the 
English  language  which  were  to  hare 
the  privilege  of  retaining  their  ordinary 
meaning,  even  when  applied  to  endowed 
schools. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  looked  uiwn  the 
clause  as  a  perfectly  reasonable  one. 
Undoubtedly  the  intention  of  these 
founders  when  they  directed  the  children 
to  go  to  church  was  that  they  should  he 
educated  in  the  religion  of  the  Church 
of  England.  The  real  value  of  this 
clause  was,  that  it  would  enable  the  Com- 
missioners to  interpret  tlie  meaning  of 
the  founders  with  regard  to  reli^on.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  Noncon- 
formists could  only  agree  among  them- 
selves as  to  tlie  definition  of  the  tenu 
religion  the  difficulty  in  their  case  might 
bo  met ;  but  as  that  agreement  did  not 
exist,  he  thought  at  least  the  majority 
of  Nonconformists  might  be  induced  to 
accept  the  religion  of  the  Church  of 
England,  properly  understood,  as  a 
basis,  since  the  Church  of  England  was 
the  Church  of  the  majority  of  the  nation. 
There  should  be  established  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Conscience  Clause  in  such  a 
sense  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
violence  to  be  done  to  parental  rights. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  was 
glad  that  the  Prime  Minister  was  now 
present,  and  he  was  sorry  he  was  not 
present  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Plres- 
ton  (Mr.  Hermon)  said  that  as  they  had 
now  decided  the  substance  of  the  Bill. 
they  should  not  fight  over  the  shadow. 
He  very  much  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  although  not  upon  the  same 
grounds.    He  thought  that   the  prin- 
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ciples  oontended  for  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  were 
not  to  be  described  as  a  '^  shadow,"  but 
they  were  very  substcmtial  principles  in« 
deed.  This  clause  was  to  extend  the 
19th  section  of  the  present  Act.  He  un- 
derstood that  the  Government  had  given 
•way  with  regard  to  the  schools  before  the 
Toleration  Act.  Were  the  Noncon- 
formists to  admit  that  they  were  not  so 
much  the  heirs  of  Protestantism  before 
the  time  of  Queen  Elizabeth  as  the 
Church  of  England  was?  They  were 
bringing  up  the  whole  question  of  the 
Catholic  schools  before  the  Beformation, 
and  several  hon.  Members  had  very 
strong  feelings  in  the  matter.  It  seemed 
to  him,  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  San- 
don)  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  could 
hardly  be  aware  that  he  was  bringing 
up  these  important  questions.  The 
Liberal  Party  could  not  accept  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  Church  of  England  was 
necessarily  the  heir  of  the  Protestantism 
which  existed  previous  to  the  origin  of 
Dissent;  and  Uiey  would  certainly  be 
doing  so,  if  they  admitted  that  the  mere 
accident  of  the  founder  having  said  that 
the  children  were  to  go  to  church  was 
to  be  interpreted  as  meaning  that  they 
should  attend  the  Church  of  England  as 
it  existed  at  the  present  day.  He  trusted 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  would  be  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  (JOIDNEY  maintained  that  there 
was  no  new  principle  laid  down  by  this 
clause,  and  that  this  was  a  mere  change 
of  words  for  the  purpose  of  giving  clear- 
ness to  what  the  Commissioners  wished 
to  convey.  The  sole  effect  of  the  clause 
was,  that  instead  of  leaving  the  matter 
simply  to  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, they  were  to  receive  evidence. 
There  was  no  religious  principle  involved 
beyond  what  was  contained  in  Clause  19 
in  the  original  Act,  and  therefore  all  the 
alarm  excited  by  this  clause  ought  to 
have  been  excited  when  the  Act  of  1869 
was  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MORLEY  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  urge  on  the  Government,  in  common 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston,  to 
save  the  House  from  the  humiliating 
position  in  which  they  were  placed  at 
that  moment.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  real  meaning  of 
this  clause,  and  he  was  unable  to  arrive 
at  any  other  conclusion  than  that  its  ob- 
ject wfts  to  give  power  to  the  Commis- 


sioners to  rescue  certain  schools  for  the 
Church  of  England.  That  had  not  been 
avowed,  but  it  was  as  clear  as  daylight. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire seemed  to  forget  that  many  of 
these  schools  were  founded  when  it  was 
illegal  to  be  a  Dissenter,  and  when  it 
was  impossible  to  create  endowments  for 
the  establishment  of  a  school  which 
should  include  Dissenters  who  did  not 
exist.  The  working  men  had  a  great 
interest  in  putting  a  liberal  construction 
upon  the  existing  state  of  things,  and 
there  was  not  a  workmen's  club  in  the 
country  which  would  not  be  the  scene  of 
agitation  on  this  question.  He  believed 
that  if  two  or  three  hon.  Members  from 
both  sides  of  the  House  were  to  go  into 
an  adjoining  room  they  would  have  no 
difficidty  in  settling  this  question  in  a 
way  which  would  satisfy  all  but  ex- 
treme parties  on  either  side.  Though  a 
Nonconformist,  he  had  been  indisposed 
to  enter  into  the  ordinary'  conflicts  on  the 
subject  of  disestablishment ;  but  if  the 
clauses  were  pressed  he  and  many  others 
would  be  driven  to  take  a  more  decisive 
course. 

Mr.  EDWARD  STANHOPE  said, 
though  the  precise  wording  of  the  clause 
might  be  somewhat  obscure,  there  W8is 
really  no  diflB.culty  in  arriving  at  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
this  clause.  Its  object  was  to  introduce 
a  more  precise  definition  of  the  express 
terms  of  the  original  instrument.  He 
was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  in  a  cer- 
tain number  of  schools,  with  regard  to 
which  there  was  at  present  considerable 
doubt,  the  religious  teaching  would  in 
future  be  according  to  the  principles  of 
the  Church  of  England.  He  did  not  see 
in  what  way  that  would  injure  Dissen- 
ters. They  were  going  to  put  Noncon- 
formists upon  the  management  of  a  vast 
number  of  these  schools,  and  the  Boards 
of  Management  would  very  often  be 
turned  into  battle  fields  of  religious 
sects,  and,  perhaps,  no  religious  educa- 
tion at  all  would  be  given.  Their  object 
was  that  there  should  be  a  religious  edu- 
cation, and  seeing  that  the  children  of 
Nonconformists  would  be  admitted  to 
all  the  benefits  of  these  endowments, 
and  protected  by  a  liberal  Conscience 
Clause,  he  hoped  they  would  accept  the 
compromise  now  offered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Government 
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would  not  accede  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  said,  everybody 
had  agreed  that  the  terms  as  they  stood 
here  would  not  do.  That  being  so,  and 
as,  according  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, there  was  no  principle  involved, 
why  should  the  Government  insist  upon 
the  clause?  Ho  hoped  the  wise  and 
conciliatory  policy  advocated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  would  be 
adojitod. 

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  he 
had  all  along  hitherto  voted  with  the 
Government  for  this  Bill,  but  ho  could 
not  do  so  on  this  occasion.  It  must 
not  be  supposed  that  in  voting  for 
tho  omission  of  these  words  he  was 
voting  against  religious  education.  He 
was  not  going  to  discuss  tho  ques- 
tion as  a  lawyer,  because  it  seemed  to 
him  not  to  be  a  question  for  a  lawyer. 
They  were  asked  by  the  particular  words 
of  the  clause  to  strain  tho  intentions  of  the 
founders  of  those  institutions ;  and  look- 
ing at  the  Amendment,  ho  was  forced  to 
say  he  should  feel  bound  to  vote  for  it. 
There  were  to  his  knowledge  many 
Members  on  tho  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  who  would  feel  great  relief  if 
some  arrangement  were  made  by  which 
tliev  would  not  be  called  upon  to  vote. 

Sir  THOMAS  AOLAND  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if  the  Government 
withdrew  the  Bill,  and  entered  into 
friendly  commimioation  with  the  Com- 
missioners, they  might  next  year  submit 
to  tho  House  another  measure  which 
would  give  satisfaction  to  the  coimtry. 
He  thought  it  was  unwise  to  go  on  with 
tliis  entangling  legislation,  which  could 
not  possibly  be  understood  by  coimtry 
g(^ntloinon  or  farmers,  and  urged  the 
I^rime  ^Minister,  if  he  were  not  controlled 
by  some  Members  of  the  Cabinet,  to 
give  way  to  tho  suggestions  which  had 
come  from  his  own  bide. 

IVfR.  J.  G.  TALBOT  observed  that  the 
1  Dth  clause  of  the  Act  of  1 869  caused 
considerable  discussion  in  the  original 
Committee,  and  also  in  the  Committee 
of  last  year,  and  an  Amendment  was 
proposed  by  tho  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  which  was  negatived  by  the  cast- 
ing vote  of  the  Chairman  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  IMember  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) — the  numbers 
being  9  for  and  9  against  it.  It  was  not 
at  all  unreasonable,  seeing  that  the  pre- 
sent Gt)vernment  had  such  a  large  ma- 

Lord  lidmlo^j^h  Churchill 


jority,  that  they  should  attempt  to  mo- 
dify that  clause  in  the  sense  in  which 
the  minority  of  the  Committee  last  year 
had  sought  to  modify  it.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  quoted  the  opinion  of  CanoQ 
Eobinson,  one  of  the  ^dowed  Schools 
Commissioners,  in  favour  of  a  modifica- 
tion of  Section  19  of  the  existing  Act. 
which  the  Commissioners  had  beenmfive 
years  trying  to  construe  to  their  own 
satisfaction,  but  without  success,  and 
urged  that  the  words  of  the  present 
clause  which  it  was  proposed  to  omit- 
namely,  "  which  enjoins  the  attendance 
of  the  scholars  at  the  religious  worship 
of  any  particular  Church,  soct,  or  deno- 
mination," were  words  which,  if  any- 
thing could  do  so,  stamped  on  any 
foundation  a  particular  religious  charac- 
ter. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not 
like  the  idea  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land should  be  the  gainer  by  that  change 
of  the  law ;  but  he  would  remind  Non- 
conformists that  they  could  not  leave 
that  Church  and  at  the  same  time  enjoy 
all  the  advantages  of  belonging  to  it. 
They  could  not  eat  their  cake  and  hare 
it  too.  Having  gone  out  of  the  Chnrcfa 
for  conscience'  sake,  they  now  wanted  to 
be  precisely  on  the  same  footing  in  all 
respects  as  its  members,  and  thoy  would 
not  even  allow  her  clergy  to  teach  her 
own  doctrines  to  her  own  children. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  remarked 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Talbot) 
had  brought  them  back  to  the  common- 
sense  reading  of  the  passage  which  thoy 
were  discussing.  If  they  took  this 
clause  in  a  broad,  catholic  manner,  it 
would  include  particular  sections. 
Churches,  and  denominations.  Let  them 
take  the  case  of  tho  Rochester  school — 
a  post-Eeformation  school  of  1541.  The 
statutes  of  that  school,  which  were  not 
repealed,  provided  that  "  on  holydays 
the  grammar  boys  be  present  in  the 
church  ....  every  day  when  the  holy 
mysteries  are  celebrated,  and  at  the  ele- 
vation of  the  host  at  High  Mass,"  and 
that  the  boys  **  by  twos  and  twos  "  were 
to  say  the  psalm  Miserere  Mei.  What 
right,  then,  had  the  Church  of  England 
to  say  that  those  words,  which  were  the 
words  of  the  founder,  were  to  mean 
afterwards  that  the  boys  were  not  to 
take  any  part  in  the  liturgy  of  the 
Church  of  Home  ?  It  would  be  taking 
the  words  in  a  non-natural  sense  to  say 
that  the  Church  of  England  was  always 
the  Church  intended.    It  would  be  a 
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mookexy  to  tlie  founders  to  put  such  a 
meaning  on  the  Church  of  England  as 
the  National  Church,  to  identify  it  with 
the  National  Church  of  that  period. 
The  localities  should  severally  have  the 
benefit  of  the  intention  of  the  founders. 
The  Church  of  England  of  the  present 
day  was  totally  diflterent  from  the  Church 
of  England  of  that  period. 

Mb.  NEVILLE  -  GEENVILLE  re- 
marked that  similar  squabbles  took 
Tdace  30  years  ago  amongst  Dissenting 
Bodies  as  to  what  were  the  desires  of 
their  founders.  From  those  squabbles, 
opening  many  most  vexatious  law  suits, 
the  Tory  Lord  Chancellor  of  the  day 
brought  in  the  Dissenters'  Charities 
Act,  which  allowed  continuity  to  reli- 
gious congregations,  and  which  provided 
that  congregations  which  had  worship- 
ped for  25  years  in  the  same  chapel, 
^uld  enjoy  the  rights  and  privilege; 
of  those  chapels.  Could  not  a  similar 
principle  be  adopted  now?  It  would 
save  a  great  many  speeches  and  heart- 
burnings if  that  common-sense  view  of 
the  matter  were  taken. 

Mr.  MTJNTZ  said  that,  not  approving 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Commissioners,  he 
had  voted  with  the  Qt)vemment  to  re- 
place them  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  when  he  came  to  this  4th  and 
following  clauses,  he  confessed  he  did  not 
understand  them.  He  was  not  devoid 
of  forensic  capacity,  and  he  had  read  the 
clauses  over  and  over  again,  and  just 
when  his  doubts  were  partially  removed, 
they  were  renewed  by  the  speeches 
which  he  heard  from  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Did  they  mean 
anything,  or  did  they  mean  nothing? 
If  they  meant  nothing,  what,  he  would 
ask,  was  the  use  of  pressing  them  on  ? 
If  they  had  any  *neaning,  he  wished  to 
know  what  that  meaning  was.  If  the  Bill 
were  intended  as  a  reactionary  measure, 
nothing  could  bo  more  dangerous,  as  it 
was  sure  to  give  rise  to  reprisals.  It 
would  be  an  attempt  to  repeal  recent 
enactments,  in  defiance  of  a  large  mi- 
nority in  this  House  and  a  larger  ma- 
jority outside,  and  when  the  tables  were 
turned  there  would  be  reprisals,  and 
he  need  not  remind  the  House  that  the 
result  of  future  elections  would  be  very 
uncertain.  He  considered  that  the  4th, 
5th,  and  6th  clauses  ought  never  to  have 
been  inserted  in  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  appealed  to  the  Government  not  to 
press  tiiem, 


Mr.  MAEK  STEWART  said,  that 
with  the  exception  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair), 
no  hon.  Member  north  of  the  Tweed 
had  addressed  the  Committee  on  this 
clause,  and  he  claimed  to  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words  on  this  question.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hermon) 
had  very  manfully  told  the  Government 
what  his  opinion  was,  and  he  (Mr. 
Stewart)  must  say  that  that  opinion  was 
shared  by  the  people  north  of  the 
Tweed.  There  was  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing in  Scotland  upon  questions  affecting 
Nonconformists,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  opinion  there  was,  that  it  would 
be  most  advisable  if  the  Government, 
after  the  decisive  victory  which  thoy 
achieved  earlier  in  the  evening,  could 
see  their  way  to  yield  to  the  suggestion 
made  to  them  to  withdraw  this  clause 
from  the  Bill.  The  argument  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr. 
Morley)  was  entitled  to  great  weight, 
and  if  the  Government  would  look  fairly 
and  dispassionately  into  this  matter, 
they  could  not  avoid  seeing  that  it  was 
not  an  unreasonable  request  that  was 
being  made  to  them.  The  great  diffi- 
culty which  he  had  in  giving  a  vote  on 
this  occasion  was  that  he  could  see  that 
if  the  founders'  wills  were  not  to  be  re- 
spected they  would  be  in  groat  danger 
of  drifting  into  a  system  of  secular  edu- 
cation, and  there  was  no  Gentleman  in 
that  House  who  deprecated  more 
strongly  than  he  did  the  establishment  of 
any  such  system.  This  was  not  a  ques- 
tion which  he  had  approached  for  the 
first  time,  and  he  should  use  all  his 
efforts,  if  necessary,  to  avert  such  a 
catastrophe  happening.  If  they  were  to 
disregard  tlie  wills  of  founders  who  years 
ago  left  private  property  to  private  insti- 
tutions, thoy  would  strike  a  most  fatal 
blow  at  the  security  of  property  in  this 
country;  but  the  19th  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1869  had  met  with  a  verv  fair  re- 
spouse  amongst  all  classes  in  the  country 
and  if  they  attempted  to  enlarge  its 
scope  he  believed  that  it  would  give 
rise  to  bitter  agitation  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  it  most  difficult  to 
allay.  At  the  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion at  which  they  had  arrived,  it  was 
not  too  much  to  ask  the  Government 
to  reconsider  their  decision  in  regard 
to  this  question. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  was  delighted  to 
hear  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
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who  had  just  sat  down,  and  he  thought 
it  represented  the  feeling  of  Scotland  on 
the  question.  The  hon.  Member  was 
the  latest  Representative  sent  to  the 
House  from  Scotland,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  who  earlier  in 
tlie  evening  had  carried  a  very  im- 
portant clause,  would  listen  to  the  ener- 
getic remarks  wliich  had  fallen  from 
liim  (Mr.  Stewart).  No  man  was  more 
aware  of  the  feeling  of  Scotland  on  the 
subject  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Piime  IMinistor ;  and  the  sound  prin- 
ciples which  he  had  enunciated,  and  to 
which  he  (IMr.  Kinnaird)  had  listened 
with  so  much  pleasure  on  another  Church 
Bill,  had  earned  for  him  an  amount  of 
support  from  Scotland  whicli  he  (Mr. 
Kiimaird)  could  tell  him  would  render 
him  good  service.  lie  trusted,  there- 
fore, tliat  lie  woidd  accede  to  the  request 
wliich  had  been  made. 

Mr.  WATKIN  WILLL\MS  said,  the 
House  had  a  right  to  an  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  the  Attorney  General,  as 
to  the  meaning  of  certain  words  in  this 
clause — namely — 

'*  Any  ovidenc«;  ndiniRsiblo  by  law  shnll  bo 
r(H.*eivablo  as  i.'vidt»no(i  of  tlie  eont<*ntH  of  the 
oiiginal  instnimont  of  foundation,  and  of  sta- 
tutfa  and  ri'^ulationa  niado  by  th{»  foiindcir  or 
under  his  authoiitv." 

The  effect  of  the  clause  seemed  to  be 
this — that  where  the  deed  of  foundation 
required  that  the  scholars  should  go  to 
cliurch,  it  should  be  held  to  mean  that 
certain  particular  tenets  of  religion 
should  be  taught.  But  what  he  wanted 
to  know  was,  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  provision  that  where  the  original 
deed  of  foundation  was  not  forthcoming, 
evidence  might  be  receivable  to  show  its 
contents  ? 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  ob- 
served, that  the  words  refeiTcd  to  had 
been  introduced  into  the  clause  **  out  of 
abundant  caution."  The  Commissioners, 
if  directed  to  obsen^o  the  will  of  the 
founder,  might  have  been  in  some  diffi- 
cult v  if  the  deed  of  foundation  were  not 
forthcoming ;  and  it  was  to  meet  this 
difficultv  that  the  words  had  been  intro- 
duced,  that  they  might  proceed  accord- 
ing to  the  ordinary  law  of  evidence  to 
receive  proof  of  the  contents  of  that 
document. 

Mr.  WHITAVELL  objected  to  the 
clause  as  endangering  some  of  the  most 
sacred  principles  which  they  wished  to 
recognize  in  this  Bill.     They  were  deal- 
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ing  by  an  «r  poii  facto  interprotatkn 
clause  with  the  will  of  the  fonnden. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GUENEY  admitted 
that  there  was  considerable  difficulty  in 
coming  to  a  dear  understanding  as  to 
the  meaning  of  a  nemtlYe  clause  like 
Clause  19,  which  had  been  so  much  re- 
ferred to.  The  words  of  Clause  4,  pro- 
viding that — 

'*  It  shall  bo  held  to  include  any  proviaon  il 
th(3  original  instrument  of  foimdation  which 
enjoins  the  attendance  of  the  scholars  at  ^ 
religious  worship  of  any  particular  church,  sect, 

or  denomination." 

were  exceedingly  reasonable,  supposing 
they  applied  only  to  times  when  theie 
were  dmerent  Churches ;  but  that  vu 
already  provided  by  the  Act  of  1873. 
In  the  case  of  schools  founded  before 
the  Toleration  Act,  when  there  was  but 
one  Church,  the  requirement  to  go  to 
church  simply  meant  that  the  children 
should  attend  public  worship,  and  it 
coidd  not  bo  necessarily  inferred  that  it 
was  intended  that  all  future  scholsn 
should  be  taught  the  doctrines  of  the 
only  Church  then  existing.  Unless  that 
difficulty  was  removed,  he  did  not  see 
how  he  could  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. The  clause  was  by  no  means  as 
easy  one,  and  he,  for  one,  could  not  see 
what  was  to  be  gained  by  passing  it 
He  therefore  thought  it  would  be  a 
mucli  more  advisable  course  that  this 
clause  should  be  omitted. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  seve- 
ral  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  asked  the  Gt)vemment  not 
to  proceed  ^^th  this  clause.  It  was 
usual  when  there  were  appeals  from  the 
supporters  of  the  Government — and  ee- 
pecially  from  important  and  influential 
supporters  —  for  the  Government  to  in- 
form the  House  whether  they  conn- 
dered  these  appeals  had  any  weight. 
[''  Divide."]  He  thought  they  could 
hardly  come  to  a  division  without  that 
information.  

ISlii.  CHARLES  LEWIS  moved  that 
the  Chairman  should  report  Progress. 

Mu.  DISRAELI  said :  I  think  that 
at  tliis  time  of  the  night,  and  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  Motion 
is  not  an  unrea.sonablo  one. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  To-morroiOy  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
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REGISTRATION  OF  BIRTHS  AND 

DEATHS  BILL~[BiLL  80.] 

{Mr.  Sclater-Boothf  Mr,  Clare  Bead, 
Mr.  Atshetoti  Cross.) 

COMMITTEE. 

BOl  eoH9id&red  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  9,  inolusive,  agr$ed  to. 

Clause  10  (Information  concerning 
death,  where  deceased  dies  in  a  house). 

Dr.  lush  moved  to  report  Progress, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Bill  had  come 
upon  them  by  surprise. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  opposed  the 
ICotion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  11  to  19,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Eegistration,  where  no 
medical  certificate  of  cause  of  death) 
struck  out. 

Clause  21  (Alteration  of  Eegistrars' 
districts). 

^  Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  moved,  in 
line  40,  after  ''  districts  of,"  to  insert — 

**  Supenntendont  Registrars  (and  this  not- 
withatanding  such  districts  have  oeen  heretofore 
temporary  districts),  and  also  the  districts  of." 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  objected  to 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Glauses  21  to  28,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Certificate  of  birth  having 
been  registered). 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  moved  to 
leave  out  the  clause,  on  the  &;round  that 
it  would  considerably  diminish  the  scanty 
remuneration  of  the  Registrars,  by  allow- 
ing a  certificate  to  be  obtainable  for  a  fee 
of  Sd.f  whereas  the  present  fee  was  2«.  6d. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  regarded  the 
clause  as  a  very  valuable  one  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  at  large,  and  pro- 
mised that  if  it  injuriously  affected  the 
remuneration  of  the  Registrars  he  would 
consider  how  it  could  be  remedied. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  30  to  36,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  (Register  when  not  evi- 
dence). 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  moved,  in 
page  15,  line  31,  to  leave  out  ''three 
months,"  and  insert  **  forty-two  days." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
VOL.  CCXXI.    [third  series.] 


Clause  88  (Penalty  for  not  giving  in- 
formation, complying  with  requisition, 
&c.). 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  moved,  in 
page  16,  line  12,  after  ''body,"  to  insert 
"  or  who  fails  to  give  the  same,  or  " 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  thought  a 
compulsory  registration  in  the  case  of 
deatn  unnecessary,  as  it  was  substan- 
tially so  at  present. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  supported  the 
Amendment,  so  as  to  guard  against  the 
surreptitious  burial  of  those  living  in 
convents  and  monasteries. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  verbally  amended ,  and  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed,     [Bill  224.] 

LOUGH  CORRIB  NAVIGATION  BILL. 
{Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach^  Mr,  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland.) 
[bill  218.]      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Michael  Micks-Beach.) 

Caitain  NOLAN  complained  of  the 
maimer  in  which  the  Bill  was  being 
hurried  forward,  and  moved  that  the 
second  reading  should  be  postponed  until 
his  constituents  had  an  opportunity  of 
considering  its  provisions. 

Sir  ARTHUR  GUINNESS  hoped 
the  Bill  would  be  at  once  proceeded 
with,  as  the  works — commenced  during 
the  time  of  the  Famine  and  then  aban- 
doned— had  since  remained  a  nuisance 
to  the  neighbourhood. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  64 ;  Noes 
31  :  Majority  83. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  for  Monday  next. 

TICHBORNE  PROSECUTION. 
MOTION  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  WHALLEY,  in  moving  for  Re- 
turns of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
said,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had 
already  stated  that  the  expenses  of  the 
prosecution  amounted  to  £50,000;  but 
the  Return  was  entirely  fictitious — ["  Oh, 
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oh ! "]  He  wished  to  be  as  temperate 
as  possible  in  his  observations ;  but  there 
had  never  been  a  more  gross  mal- 
administration of  justice  in  the  history  of 
this  country.  It  had  created  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  throughout  the 
country,  and  public  meetings  were  being 
eveiy  day  held  in  reprobation  of  it,  and 
spreading  the  dissatisfaction.  They 
heard  nothing  of  those  meetings,  be- 
cause they  were  not  reported  in  the 
newspapers. 
Mr.  DODDS  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  there  "bo  laid  before  this  House,  further 
Returns  of  the  Expenditure  on  the  I'ichbomo 
Prosecution,  specifyiup;  the  sums  paid  to  wit- 
neHses  called  who  gave  evidence,  and  also  to 
Huo.h  persons  as  wfjro  subpenatd  or  brought  to 
London,  but  were  not  called  ujwn  to  give 
e\ddence : 

**And  of  the  sums  paid  to  offioors  of  the 
Detective  Police  Force  or  othcirs  who  were 
employed  to  obtain  evidence,  in  this  Countrj*  or 
elwiwhcns  in  8upiK)rt  of  the  Prosecution." — 
{Mr.  Whalley) 

IklR.  W.  n.  SMITH  declined  to  go 
into  the  question  of  the  trial.  The  Mo- 
tion was,  for  the  most  part,  unprece- 
dented, and  therefore  he  could  not  agree 
to  it.  The  accounts,  however,  would 
undergo  the  strictest  audit. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  4  ;  Noes 
45 :  Majority  41. 

POST   OFFICE   SAVINGS   BANK   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Hf.xuy  Smith, 
Bill  to  amend  th«j  I^aw  relating  to  the  payment 
and  repayment,  by  the  (Commissioners  for  the 
RtnluctKm  of  the  National  l)(bt,  of  moneys 
received  in  and  to  the  accounts  relating  to  the 
Post  ()lfi«(i  Suvincrs  IJank,  unhnd  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  William  Hemiv  Smith  and  Lord 
John  Mannkus. 

mWprtsthtiily  and  r(;ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  227.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Friday,  2Ath  July,  1874. 

MlXUTKS.]-PuBLif  Bills— /^/V*/  Beading— 
E^-idence  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)*  (198); 
Police  Force  Expenses*  (191)). 

Committee — Rtpori — Kevising  Bairistei-s  (Pay- 
ment) »  (175) ;  Mersey  Channels  *  (182). 

Mr,  Whalley 


Third  Heading— lEiBLiing*  (168);  CoBntr  ci 
Hertford  and  Libwty  of  St.  Alhan*  (167; 
Customs  (Islo  of  Man)  *  (166)  ;  Indofbrulnd 
Reformatory  Schools*  (180),  and  jMiaitf. 


SPAIN— THE     CIVIL     WAR— ALLEGED 
AID  BY  THE  FKEXCH.— QUE8TI0XSL 

Earl  EUSSELL :  My  IiOrd»— Befon 
I  x)ut  the  Questions   of  which  I  hn% 
given.  Notice,   I  trust  your  Loidshxpi 
will  allow  me  to  preface  them  with  torn 
observations.    My  Lords,    at  the  ood- 
mencement  of  this  century,  Mr.  Pitt,  ia 
the  great  speech  he  made  in  prapoiiiig 
a  warlike  Motion,   spoke  of  a  countzy 
consecrated    by  heroism,    and    by  thf 
blood  shed  in   its  wars.     I  can  saju 
much  with  respect  of  the  land  of  Spain. 
It  has  been  hallowed  by  the  grave  of 
Moore ;  it  has  been  illustrated — I  may 
say  immortalized — by  the  victories  woa 
on  its  soil.    It  is  impossible  to  travel  a 
day's  joiuney  fi'om  Badajoz  to  Pampe- 
luna  and  not  pass  some  place  that  has 
been  made  illustrious  by  tlie  victories  of 
the    immortal  Wellins^n.     These   are 
reasons  why  we  should  take  an  intemt 
in  Spain — I  do  not  say  to  the  extent  of 
interfering  in  her  civu  wars,  althongii 
something  might  bo  said   in   favour  of 
that  course.     In  the  3'ear  1 834  a  Treaty 
was  signed,  in  the  month  of  April,  and 
was  afterwards  confirmed  and  extended 
in  August,  by  which  England,  France, 
Spain,  and  Portugal  bound   themselves 
in  a  cordial  alliance  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  drive  Don  Carlos  out  of  Spain. 
That  Treaty  was  signed  by  two  men  who 
are  no  longer  living — Prince  de  Talley- 
rand and  Ijord  Palmerston,  and  these 
men    wore    no    novices    in    diplomatiG 
affairs.     In  consequence  of  that  Treaty. 
Don  Carlos  was    pursued   by  warlike 
o2)crations  and  driven  out  of  Spain.    I 
am  not  going  to  ask  3'our  Lordships  to 
imdortakc  a  similar  treaty   or  similar 
operations ;  but  what  I  do  ask  is  that 
Spain  shall  be  treated  with  the  common 
courtesy  that  is  duo  to  a  civilized  nation; 
and  that,  having  a  President  and  an 
Executive  Government — in  short,  exactly 
tliQ  same  sort  of  Government  that  now 
prevails  in  France — there   should  not 
bo  any  unnecessary  delay  in  recognizing 
her  as  one  of  the  Powers  of  Europe.    1 
do  not  ask  any  Question  on  this  subject, 
because,  of  course,  that  must  remain  in 
tlio  discretion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern" 
ment — I  mean  the  determination  as  to 
when  the  time  shall  have  come,  when 
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rriod  ahnn  be  amvod,  when  that 
piittnn  tfta  be  properly  given.     I  do 
1  t»  mti?rffre  at  all  with  the  dia- 
1  or  judgment  of  Her  Majesty's 
ment  upon  that  eubject.     I  con- 
— and  I  am  entitled  to  conclude — 
when  that  time  has  come  the  nobte 
■the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
8  will  no  longer  delay  that  reoog- 
At  present,  it  is  the  great  mis- 
e  of  Spain  that  she  haa  no  recog- 
P  (iovemment,  and  that  the  Minister 
I  she  has  sent  here — a  most  able 
It  Minister — to  represent  her  in  this 
,  has    not  been  received.     But, 
1,  what  I  refer  to  especially  are 
hiuotirs  that  have  lately  prevailed, 
bhich  go  to  show  that  the  French 
mont  has  not  only  refused  to  re- 
I  the  Government  of  Spain — has 
aly  abstained    fWtm   any  Iriendly 
n  towards  it — but  has  iutorl'ei-ed  in 
iner  contrary  to  all  Ddendly  rela- 
L  contrary  to  the  Law  of  Nations, 
these  matters    have    been 
ibed  in  3^  Timat  and  in  all  the 
_i  newspapers,    and    being  pub- 
t  in  them,  I  may  say  that  they  are 
n  to  all  Europe.    It  is  stated  that 
e  frontier  of  France,  instead  of  the 
s  who  hnd  crossed  it  being  sent — 
f  wonld  have  been  sent  during  the 
ing  French  Qovemment,  or  during 
loreniinents  of  Louie  Philippe  or 
8  Government,  into  the  inte- 
If  and    not   allowed    to    recross    the 
it  is  alleged  that  such  persons 
TOgaged   in   armed  rebellion 
■iL'Tiinst  the  Government  of  Spain,  hare 
li  furnished  —  are  now  furnished^- 
ii    passports,  not  as  subjects  of  the 
,1  numraont  of  Spain,    but   as  persons 
having    authority  from  Don  Carlos  or 
the  Chiefs  of   his    army.      That  is  an 
offence    which   is    against  the    Law  of 
Kations,  and  gainst  all  friendly  rela- 
tions bfttween  iVanco  and  Spain.    An- 
othar  allegation  Is  that  an  officer  holding 
Mink  lU)   n  General  has  been  admitted 
■ '^Liu  the  French  frontier  andallowed 
I'.issErumBnyonne  to  Perpignan  and 
■ii    Perpignan  to  Catalonia,  in  order 
I  Airy  on  armed  rebellion  agmnst  the 
(tiivtiramont    of  Spain.      My  Lords,  1 
cannot  but  think  that  if  this  is  true,  it 
is  a  most  scondalons  act,  and  at  variance 
with  all  the  relations  that  should  prevail 
between  friendly  Governments.     When 
W*  found  it  necessary  to  go  to  war  with 
'      ~ '  V  it  WB8  alleged  by  Mr.  Gibbon 


that  the  French  and  Spaniardfl  had  al- 
lowed arms  to  be  provided  for  the  rebels 
against  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Great 
Brittun ;  and  General  Washington  al- 
lowed to  Lord  Gronville  and  Mr,  Ham- 
mond— whose  son  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
sitting  in  this  House*- that  if  ships  hail 
been  fitted  out  to  prey  upon  tho  commerce 
of  Great  Britain,  that  was  an  injury  to  a 
friendly  nation,  and  that  compensation 
should  be  made  for  that  injury:  and 
compensation  was  accordingly  made.  I 
believe  there  is  no  country  that  profosaos 
friendship  to  another  coimtry  and  is  with 
it  on  the  usual  terms  of  amity,  that 
would  not  agree  that  the  furnishing  of 
arms  and  the  allowing  of  armed  officers 
and  soldiers  to  traverse  its  territory  with 
the  view  of  invading  that  other  country 
is  a  violation  of  the  Law  of  Nations,  I 
have  therefore  to  ask  the  Sccri'tnry  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aifnirs,  Whether  any 
inquiry  lias  been  made  as  to  the  alleged 
assistajice  allowed  to  be  given  to  the 
Carlists  of  Spain  by  French  authorities ; 
and  whether  any  rcmouatrances  have 
been  addressed  to  the  Government  of 
France  by  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ?  As  I  men- 
tioned at  the  beginning  of  my  remarks, 
I  say  that  although  wo  give  no  armed 
assistance  to  the  cstabhshed  Government 
of  Spain,  yet  we  ought  to  feel  a  sympathy 
with  a  nation  which  during  the  war 
from  1808  to  181-1  showed  friendly  sym- 
pathy with  us,  and  which  gave  us  eveiy 
assistance  that  they  were  able  to  give — 
not  by  providing  troops  of  great  value, 
not  by  fighting  our  battles,  but  in  sup- 
plying us  with  stores  and  all  other  as- 
sistance that  they  could  possiblv  afford. 
Tira  Eakl  of  DEEBT  ;— My  Lords, 
I  wish  to  give  the  best  answers  I  can  to 
the  very  proper  Questions  of  the  noble 
'EatI.  I  have,  then,  to  say  in  the  first 
place,  that  since  I  have  held  the  ofBce  I 
now  fill,  no  remonetmnce  or  complaint, 
or  appeal  of  any  sort,  has  been  ad- 
dressed to  Her  Majesty's  Goveniment 
by  the  Government  of  Spain  on  the  sub- 
ject of  that  assistance  which  is  alleged 
to  have  been  given  by  French  authorities 
or  by  French  citizens  to  the  Carlist 
party.  I  believe  certain  communicntions 
have  passed  upon  that  subject  between 
the  Governments  of  France  and  Spain, 
but  I  have  not  seen  those  communica- 
tions; I  have  not  been  consulted  or 
appealed  to  in  reference  to  them,  and  I 
liave  no  knowledge  of  Ihuil  Drcciae 
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purport.  And  inasmucli  as  the  Spanish 
authorities,  who  undoubtedly  are  the 
persons  primarily  concerned,  have  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  ask  for  English 
inteiference,  and  inasmuch  as  the  matter 
is  one  in  which  it  is  not  alleged  that  any 
British  subject  has  taken  a  part,  I  have 
not  thought  it  my  duty  to  volunteer  such 
interference.  I  believe  that  if  we  had 
offered  it  without  being  called  on,  that 
would  have  been  an  officious  interference, 
not  only  in  the  diplomatic,  but  in  the 
popular  sense  of  the  word,  and  that  in 
all  probability  it  would  have  done  more 
harm  than  good.  I  have  not  the  means 
of  judging  whether  any  of  the  state- 
ments which  we  have  hoard  of  assist- 
ance being  given  to  the  Carlists  con- 
tr&ry  to  tlio  Law  of  Nations  are  well 
founded,  and  I  think  it  is  probable  that 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  ad- 
dressed aiiv  remonstrance  to  the  French 
Govornnient,  imasked  by  tliose  pri- 
marily interested,  the  answer  would 
have  been,  "What  have  you  to  com- 
plain of?  You  have  not  been  hurt!" 
And  I  own  that  would  have  been  a  reply 
tc^  which  I  should  liavo  found  it  difficult 
to  make  a  rejoinder.  When  the  noble 
Earl  asks  me  to  what  extent  I  believe  in 
these  reports  of  assistance  given  from  the 
other  side  of  tlie  French  border,  I  am 
compelled  to  approach  the  question  with 
very  groat  doubt  and  great  reserve — 
because  it  is  not  a  subject  with  which  I 
have  had  to  deal,  or  on  which  I  have 
official  information.  I  take  it,  however, 
that  there  can  bo  no  doubt  that  a  certain 
quantity  of  anus  and  supplies  of  various 
kinds  have  passed  out  of  France  across 
the  frontier :  but  how  far  that  may  be 
duo  to  any  connivance  or  laches  on  the 
part  of  subordinate  officials  or  to  the 
active  co-operation  of  the  local  popula- 
tion, or  how  far  it  may  be  due  merely  to 
the  impossibility  of  guarding  such  a  line 
of  frontier  as  that  of  the  P\Tenees,  is  a 
question  on  wliich  I  am  not  able  to  form 
an  opinion.  XInduubtodly,  my  Lords,  if 
it  be  time — as  the  noble  Earl  has  said  it 
is — that  armed  forces  have  been  allowed 
to  enter  and  take  refuge  in  the  French 
tonitory,  and  then  to  rccross  the  frontier 
and  resume  military  operations  in  Spain, 
1  apprehend  that  would  be  a  breach  of 
international  law ;  but  I  have  no  know- 
ledge that  anything  of  the  kind  has 
occuiTed.  And,  with  the  greatest  respect 
for  your  Ijordships,  I  think  these  are 
matters  of  which  it  would  be  hardly 

The  Earl  of  Derby 


wise  or  proper  of  iia  to  take  oogmiaci 
— ^first,  in  the  absence  of  any  ootn 
information  as  to  whether  the  alkgii 
circumstance  ever  occurred,  and,  lui^ 
in  the  absence  of  any  complaint  or  o* 
pression  of  feeling  from  the  pardes  vk 
are  primarily  interested.  My  Lords,  Mti 
what  the  noble  Earl  says  in  respect  d 
the  sympathy  we  ought  to  feel  for  Ai 
Spanish  nation,  under  the  great  difiLnl- 
ties  in  which  it  is  at  present  involved,  I 
most  cordially  concur.  We  cannot  fonik 
the  great  part  Spain  has  played  in  tti 
history  of  Europe,  and  we  cannot  te 
hope  that  slie  may  hold  as  prominent  a 
place  in  the  future  as  in  the  past    Bit 
where  it  is  a  question  of  local  feuds  ni 
civil  war,  I  am  not  sure  that  the  bol 
way  of  showing  sympathy  with  any  oobi* 
try  situated  as  Spain  is,  is  not  to  ik 
stain  from  all  unnecessary  interfexenMi 
With  regard  to  the  subject  of  reoofni- 
tion,  I  observe  that  the  noble  Earllw 
very  wisely  refrained  from  putting  i^ 
Question  as  to  the  precise  moment  it 
which  the  Spanish  Government  ougbtti 
be  recognized.     I  need   not  enter  iaii 
the  circumstances  which  have  led  Ha 
^lajesty's  Grovomment  to  think  that  tfci 
time  has  not  come  for  recognition — tktt 
it   would  be  premature.      I  need  not 
allude  to  the  utterly  unsettled  conditian 
of  the  country — it  is  enough  to  indinte 
what  I  think  your  Lordships  well  nndw- 
stand — that  whenever  that  recognition  ii 
made,  it  would  be  much  better  that  it 
should  be  the  Act  of  the  great  Poven 
of  Europe  than  that  of  one  Power  alone. 
There  are  other    circumstances  as  re- 
gards  the  relations  between  onreelw 
and  Spain.    The   Spanish  GovemmeHt 
has  been  a  little  tardy  and  has  slunni 
some  reluctance  in  doing  justice  in  ctM 
where  we  had  a  right  to  expect  jnstioe. 
These    are   circumstances   to   be  tabi 
into  consideration ;  but  of  one  thing  I 
am  sure,  and  that  is,  that  the  qaeetki 
of  the  recognition  of  the   Spanish  or 
of   any  Government  ought    not  to  be 
made  a  question  of  political  Bympa%. 
You  ought  to  recognize  a  Gk>veinineDt 
as    provisional    when    it    is   provisioB- 
ally  established ;    you  ought  to  reooy- 
nize  a  Government  as  permanent  whfli 
it  is  permanently  established.    Whetber 
the  Government  in  question  be  a  Be- 
public  or  a  Monarchy,  it  is  entitled  to 
exactly  the  same  treatment  at  our  handi. 
The  question  of  recognition  is  one  to  be 
decided  by  the  consideration  whedur 
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ibeUere  a  permanent  and  settled  form 

goremment  has  been  established  in 

country.    I  cannot  give  any  further 

to  the  Questions  of  the  noble 

rl. 

Eahl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords, 
ig  preceded  the  noble  Earl  in  the 
Office,  and  as  I  was  there  when 
civil  war  broke  out,  I  may  be  allowed 
add  a  few  words  to  what  has  been  said 
jtti  the  subject.  It  is  evident  that  in 
[tiringing  the  subject  before  your  Lord- 
fillips,  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Eussell) 
been  moved  to  it  not  only  by  the 
_  that  so  fine  a  country  and  a  noble 
f^lftoe  should  be  thrown  into  anarchy,  but 
'Ubo  by  the  recollections  of  his  youth 
iBid  of  his  mature  age.  As  I  understand 
ill  the  answer  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
XktI  of  Derby)  amounts  to  this — that  it 
is  exceedingly  difficult  to  deal  with  this 
aort  of  allegations,  made  on  one  side  and 
fhe  other,  without  the  Government  of 
flufl  oounlxy  having  any  means  whatever 
of  knowing  what  is  the  true  state  of  the 
case.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  the  noble 
Eari,  and  hold  that  one  friendly  Grovem- 
snent  is  on  all  occasions  precluded  from 
making  communications  to  another  upon 
such  a  subject,  without  being  called 
upon  by  the  parties  primarily  concerned, 
because  I  thmk  that  where  two  friendly 
eonntries  have  been  following  the  same 
policy  of  neutrality  towards  a  third,  sup- 
pose one  of  these  countries  were  guilty 
of  an  overt  act  tending  to  the  violation  of 
that  neutrality,  it  would  not  bo  inconsis- 
tent with  dignity  or  necessarily  harm- 
ful, if  the  other  should  communicate 
with  it  in  respect  to  the  course  it  was 
pursuing.  When  I  had  the  honour  of 
holding  the  Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
no  official  communication  was  made  to 
me  on  this  subject ;  but  undoubtedly  I 
had  private  and  unofficial  commimication 
with  the  Eepresentatives  of  Spain,  who 
did  complain  that  this  assistance  was 
given  by  France.  I  was  also  in  like 
communication  with  the  Eepresentatives 
of  France,  and,  as  is  usual  in  official 
csommunications,  very  different  state- 
ments were  made  as  to  the  facts  by  the 
different  sides.  The  Spanish  Eepresen- 
tatives  asserted,  and  the  French  denied. 
It  was  stated  on  the  part  of  the  French 
that  the  instructions  to  their  agents  were 
positive  not  to  give  any  such  assistance, 
and  that  if  those  instructions  had  not 
always  been  obeyed,  it  was  due  to  the 
diffioolty  arising  from  the  character  of 
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the  country — from  the  extent  of  territory 
— and  to  the  great  sympathy  of  some  of 
the  inhabitants  of  France  with  the  Car- 
lists.  As  to  any  official  communication 
on  the  subject,  there  was  none ;  and  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  that 
under  the  circumstances,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary, nor  would  it  be  right,  to  make  any 
communication  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  it. 

Earl  EUSSELL  asked  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the 
British  Consuls  on  the  frontier  to  fur- 
nish information  on  these  subjects  to 
our  Government,  and  whether  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  give  them  instructions  to 
do  so? 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY  replied  that 
it  was  a  part  of  the  duty  of  any  Consul, 
where  local  circumstances  rendered  it 
important,  to  give  the  Foreign  Office  in- 
formation as  to  what  was  going  on.  To 
a  certain  extent  that  had  been  done.  If 
the  war  went  on  and  assumed  a  more 
serious  character,  there  would  be  good 
reason  for  exhorting  our  Consuls  to  be 
diligent  in  the  matter ;  but  he  could  not 
say  that  at  present  there  was  any  reason 
to  find  fault  with  the  way  in  which  the 
duty  had  been  discharged. 

DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE— CONSULSHir 
AT  SAIGON.— QUESTION. 

Lord  STANLEY  OF  ALDEELEY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intend  to  fill  up  the  post  of 
British  Consul  at  Saigon,  wluch  is 
now  vacant  ? 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY  said,  there  wan 
no  information  at  the  Foreign  Office  of 
the  existence,  or  even  the  probability,  of 
the  vacancy  assumed  in  the  Question  of 
his  noble  Friend.  The  Consul  was  ab- 
sent on  leave,  obtained  in  the  early  part 
of  this  year.  In  his  absence,  the  Consul 
left  as  his  deputy  a  gentleman  who  was 
a  partner  in  a  firm  at  Saigon.  He  was 
not  aware  whether  that  gentleman  was 
a  British  subject;  but  he  believed  he 
was  very  well  fitted  to  discharge  the 
duties  in  the  temporary  absence  of  the 
Consul.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  reason  for  avoiding  a  new  appoint- 
ment in  the  case  of  a  vacancy. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Six  o^cIock,  to  Monday  next  a 
quarter  before  Five  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Fridat/,  2AthJuhj,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— New  Whit  rssuEi>— i^o;-  Kiddcr- 
luiiistcr,  V.  Albert  Ciruut,  omiuiro,  void  Elt'C- 
lion. 

Srpi'LY — constdired  in  Committee — Committee — 
ii.p. 

Pi'HLiu  BiLr*s  —  liinolution  [July  23]  V«/wr^erf — 
Ordered — rrinco  IjO»i)old  Annuity  *. 

Ordt-rtd — First  llvading — Oi)cn  Spaces  (Metro- 
polis) ♦  [-230]. 

Second  Readintf^'RoyvX  (lato  Indum)  Ordnance 
Corps  Compensation  [219]. 

Committee — ciurch  ratronago  (Scotland)  [169] 
— 11.1'. 

Committee  —  Report  —  FInduWKl  Schools  Acts 
Amendment  [187-228]  ;  IVamways  Provi- 
sioniil  Ordoi-8  ronfirmjition  {re-eomm.)  [220]  ; 
lioimdaries  of  Arohdtuicunries  and  Kuitil 
Duuneries  (;r-ro«i;w.)  •  [2121. 

Report — Pier  and  J  larbuur  Orders  Confirmation  * 
[169-229]. 

The  Houso  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

IKISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIES  COM- 
MISSION—AUDIT  OF  ACCOUNTS. 

QUESTION". 

Mr;  EDWAED  JENKINS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  referring  to 
the  lloi>ort  of  the  Auditor  General  upon 
the  Account  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Cliurch  Temporalities  in  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  reason  therein  given  for  not 
presenting  the  Report  up  to  December 
:Jlst,  1872,  until  June  Ist,  1874,  is  satis- 
factory to  the  Government ;  why,  in  ac- 
cordance with  sec.  37  of  the  Irish  Church 
Act,  tlie  Accounts  of  the  Commissioners 
up  to  December  31st,  1873,  have  not  yet 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  with  the 
lieport  of  the  Auditor  General;  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  appears 
that  the  Solicitor  to  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalities  Commissioners,  is  stated 
to  have  * '  received  moneys  on  behalf  of 
the  Commissioners,  the  orders  being 
payable  to  him,  and  lodged  them  in  his 
own  bank  in  his  own  name,"  retaining 
them  tht*re  instead  of  paying  tliem  into 
tlie  Bank  of  Irehind  to  tlie  proper  ac- 
count ;  that  it  also  appears  that  altliough 
on  the  18th  Si'pteiubia*  1873,  tlie  Lords 
Cummissioners  of  tlie  Treasury  "  in- 
formed tlie  Irish  Church  Commissioners 
that  they  considered  that  the  arrears 
rt'covered  by  the  Solicitor  should  be  paid 
direct  to  their  account  in  gross  instead 
of  to  himself  personally,"  yet,  on  the 
24th  November,    1873,    Mr.    Treheme 
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wrote  to  the  Treasnzy  Teporting  thU 
''  notwithstanding  the  instmctioni  eoi. 
tained  in  Mr.  Stronge's  letter,  the  SoG- 
citor  still    continues    to    receive  thai 
arrears  of  rent,  and  rotains  them  fv 
varying    periods,"    as    by  a  Schedak 
tlierowith  enclosed,  printed  in  tbeBi^ 
port ;  and,  further,  that  it  appeazi  tlMt 
on  May  2 Ist,  1874,  Mr.  Treheme  agu 
called  the  attention  of  the  Irish  Chnitk 
Temporalities  CommissioneTB  to  the  £ki 
that  the  Commissioners  had  not  foUowil 
the  course  directed  with  regard  to  Ai 
said  payments  into  the  Bamc,  the  Go- 
vernment will  state  if   the  Solidtor  h 
still  to  be  continued  in  ojfficey  and  vkl 
steps  they  propose  to  take  to  punish  iDi 
restrain  such  irregularities ;  whether,  b 
view  of  the  fact  that  a  discrepaacj  d 
opinion  relating  to  considerable  mum  of 
money  as  to  limitations  of  the  andit  of 
accounts  by  the  Controller  and  Anditoi 
General,  appears  by  letter  on  p.  13,  to 
have  arisen  with  the  Coxnmiasionen  of 
Church  Temporalities  in  Ireland,  invoh- 
ing  an  objection  to  produce  vonclunk 
and  also  involving  the  right  of  inspac- 
tion  of  commutation  claims,  the  Guru* 
ment  intends  to  take  any  steps  to  enfim 
the  Law  if  existing,  or  to  correct  it  i{ 
defective ;    and,   whether    the  Betuu 
promised  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tres- 
sury  of  the  payments  made  under  tlie 
process  of  commuting  and  compounding 
in  the  Irish  Church,  and  of  the  names^ 
livings,  and  residences  of  the  Clergymen 
who  have  commuted  and  compounded, 
are  in  course  of  preparation,  and  when 
they  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ?    The 
hon.  Member  said  he  had  put  the  Qnsi- 
tion  in  the  shape  it  appeared,  in  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mu.    DISRAELI:    Sir,    I   have  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  sincere  ii 
his  desire  to  save  the  time  of  the  Houm 
by  asking  this  series  of  Questions;  but  he 
must  know  that  they  necessarily  reqnin 
rather  long  Answers.     With  reference 
to  the  first  point  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  believe  there  is  no  donbt 
that  the  terms  of  the  Irish  Church  Act 
with  regard  to  the  presentation  of  the 
account    of   the  Church  Temporalitiee 
Commissioners  and  the  Beport  of  the 
Controller  and  Auditor  Genmd  have  not 
been  strictly  complied  with.    It  mvefii 
how.ever,  bo  borne  in  mind  that  the  •^ 
count  is  a  complicated  one,  and  thnt  is 
has  given  rise  to  considerable  oont- 
spondenco  between  the  CommianoiMn 
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B  thn  Controller  aad  Auditor  Gonerol, 
leh  tixl  to  delay  in  thu  presentation  of 
I  T{i!|K)rt,  With  rpforenDB  to  the  ee- 
■i  part  of  tlie  titiestion,  the  accounts  for 
■  yearlS73  were  ready  on  July  15th, 
1,  and  the  delay  in  rendering  them, 
n  informed,  aroe©  from  the  magni- 
b  and  details  of  thntrausactious.  Ifeol 
fcri-d  the  Ivisli  Church  Temporalities 
pmisfliouerit  will  uae  every  effort  to 
ipiy  with  the  directions  of  the  Act  of 
aiment,  nnd  thnt  the  accounts  will 
htuTO  bn  completed  within  the  time 
fcaficd.  In  reply  to  the  third  part  of 
I  Question,  I  may  say  that  Mr.  Ball 
I  been  acting  as  solicitor  under  the 
Tority  of  the  Commiasionere,  who  ex- 
H  their  confidence  in  him.  It  is 
I,  however,  that  the  Treasury  differ 
■  ^^OTn  tho  Ommiasioncrs  as  to  the  regu- 
liitians  tmdor  which  the  moneys  col- 
It-ctwlliyMr.  Ball  are  brought  to  account. 
'Ilie  Hulijwt  is  still  in  disiiusaion,  and  I 
'rii«t  that  meana  will  be  found  for 
'rinmng  about  nn  agreement  between 
111'  Tn'osury  and  tlio  CommisaionerB. 
1 1'  it  Mioiild  not  be  tlie  caao,  the  accounts 
>i  ill  he  laid  befure  Parliament,  nnd  it  is 
iiways  in  tho  power  of  the  Houee  of 
I'linmona  to  refer  disputed  points  of 
ii'^comit  to  their  own  Committee  on 
I'liblia  Aecounta.  It  io  a  delieate  ques- 
tion np  to  what  point  the  orders  of  the 
'''nmntii'sionors  nro  a  final  authority,  be- 
I  iiid  wliii'h  it  is  not  nrtcssnry  thnt  tho 
\iiilit  Ofiice  ehould  go.  The  flovem- 
ii'>nt  are  in  favour  of  giving  all  infor- 
latiou  to  th*  Controller  and  Auditor 

<  ii'neral.  in  order  to  enable  Mm  to  dis- 

■  Imrgo  his  duty  fully  «ad  freely;  but 

■  iin-stiotiii  of  this  kind  will  from  time  to 
:imo  arise  which  should  be  decided  on 
principles  of  common  sense.  If  a  solu- 
tion ebould  not  be  found,  it  will  be  in 
thb  power  of  the  House  to  examine  the 

^^^Kpute  by  meana  of  its  own  Committee. 
^^E  to  tho  last  part  of  the  question  of  the 
^^^B.  Uember — namely — 

^^tu-WTnUiBT  Uiij  lU'tiuTui  promised  by  the  First 
l.iitd  of  Ihu  'l>eii»ury  of  the  pBymontji  made 

<  I  ndur  Ibu  pruoia  trt  cmtunutins  uid  campound- 
'  '^  in  Iho  Innh  Church,  nod  oS  the  mitnui, 
liv!0(!i,  and  rwidcaiwfl  of  tho  Clcxftymcn  who 

^^Bharenunliou,  and  when  thsy  will  liu  luiit 
^^Eitbii  TabluF" 

^^^an  only  reply  that  I  did  not  promise 
the  Betums.  What  I  said  was.  that  I 
saw  no  objection  myself  to  the  produc- 
tion of  them  ;  but  that  till  I  made  in- 
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quiry,  it  would  bo  impossible  for  me  to 
say  whether  they  co»ild  be  produced.  I 
have  now  made  that  inquiry,  and  find  I 
have  no  power  in  the  matter.  The  Re- 
turns would  have  to  be  compiled,  not 
by  the  Commissioners,  but  by  the  Irish 
Oiurch  Eepresentative  Body.  It  would 
be  a  very  long  and  eipensiv©  affair. 
They  are  an  independent  body,  and  it 
would  not  be  witbin  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  control  them. 

Mb.  EDWARD  JENIONS  gave 
Notice  that  on  Monday  he  would  more 
for  the  Returns  for  which  be  bad  asked. 


POST  OFFICE  TELEGEAPUS. 
qtrssTiOR. 

Ma.  M'LAEEN  asked  Mr.  Chancel- 
lor of  tho  Exchequer,  Whether  hia  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  capital  eum  expended  in  the  pur- 
chase and  formation  of  the  Post  Ofiice 
Telegraphs,  amounting  at  the  Stat  of 
December  1878,  to  £9,465,107,  has 
yielded  a  Hot  revenue  of  only  £95,956 
(Pari.  Paper,  No.  iGG),  or  about  one 
per  cent  on  the  outlay ;  whether  the 
Treasury  have  taken  any  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  expenditure  of  additional  capi- 
tal (or  unremunerative  works,  or  any 
steps  for  reducing  the  espenaes  of  ma- 
nagement, with  the  view  of  obtaining  a 
bettor  return  for  tbo  capital  invested ; 
whether  he  can  state  tho  amount  of  ad- 
ditional capital  expended  since  ^Ist  Di>- 
cember  last ;  and,  whether  he  can  givn 
an  estimate  of  the  prohablo  amount 
which  will  still  have  to  be  paid  to  Com- 
panies for  Telegraphs  and  rights  which 
had  been  acquirctt  by  tho  Post  Office, 
and  bad  been  worked  during  the  last 
year,  so  as  to  contribute  to  the  smnll 
net  revenue  received,  altliough  not  yet 
paid  for  to  the  Companies  from  whom 
they  had  been  acquired  V 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  Ids  attention 
had  for  a  considerable  time  been  di- 
rected to  the  general  position  of  tho 
Telegraph  Service,  a  subject  of  very 
great  importance,  involving  an  expendi- 
ture of  great  magnitude,  and  requiring 
very  carefid  control  and  supervision.  All 
oxpcDditure  upon  new  works  or  exten- 
sions out  of  capital  had  been  stopped 
since  October  last,  and  no  new  worts  or 
extensions  could  now  be  undertaken  ex- 
cept out  of  sums  voted  by  Parliament. 
The  Treasury  exenaaed  the  same  i 
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and  supervision  in  respect  of  tlio  Votes 
whicli  might  be  proposed  to  Parliament 
for  works  in  this  service,  as  in  regard  to 
any  other  expenditure  for  Government 
purposes.  During  the  present  year  there 
had  been  very  considerable  strictness  in 
revising  the  Estimates,  with  a  view  to 
asking  for  as  small  a  sum  as  possible, 
lie  was  in  constant  communication  with 
his  noble  Friend  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, for  the  double  purpose  of  keeping 
as  low  as-  possible  the  expenditure  upon 
new  works,  and  reducing  the  expenses 
of  management,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
of  providing  as  efficient  a  system  of  con- 
trol as  possible  over  any  expenditure 
connected  with  this  service.  In  reference 
to  another  point  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  he  had  to  say 
that  since  the  3 1st  of  December  last,  the 
Treasur}'  had  created  stock  to  the  amount 
of  £325,000,  and  that  of  that  sum  about 
£70,000  was  still  in  hand.  The  amount 
expended  had  been  applied  to  the  pur- 
chase of  works  which  had  been  taken 
over,  but  not  paid  for.  No  part  had 
been  expended  on  extensions  or  new 
works.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked, 
in  conclusion,  whether  an  estimate  could 
be  given  of  the  probable  amount  which 
would  still  have  to  be  paid  to  companies 
for  telegraphs  and  rights  acquired  by 
the  Post  Office.  There  were  claims 
which  were  still  under  consideration  and 
arbitration,  and  therefore,  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  service,  it  would  not  be  de- 
sirable to  give  an  estimate  of  the  kind 
suggested. 

.AlERCHANT   SHIPPIXa   ACT— LOSS    OF 

THK  "THISTLE"  STEAMEK. 

QUESTION. 

Capt.un  BEDFOED  PBI  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  AVlie- 
thcr  the  facts  connected  with  the  loss  of 
the  ''Tliistlc"  steamer,  of  Hull,  have 
been  brought  to  his  notice ;  and  if  so,  if 
any  action  thereon  is  proposed  to  be 
taken  ? 

Sir  CHA1U.es  ADDERLEY:  Sir, 
the  facts  connected  with  the  loss  of  the 
T/iifftie  have  been  brought  to  my  notice, 
and  an  inquiry  was  ordered ;  but  as  the 
captain  had  gone  to  Calcutta  and  would 
not  return  for  some  months,  it  was  con- 
sidered inexpedient  to  retain  the  crow  as 
witnesses  for  so  long  a  time,  and  the  in- 
quiiy  has  been  abandoned.  The  report 
of  the  casualty  from  the  pilot  at  Hel- 

27ic  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Yoetsluys  was  to  the  effect  that  the  ehip 
drifted  on  shore  in  consequence  of  lis 
engines  refusing  to  work. 

rOST  OFFICE— CONTRACT   WTTII  THE 
TENINSULAR  AND  ORIENTAL 
STEAM   NAVIGATION    C03ilP.VNY. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  holms  asked  the  rostmai^ter 
General,  If  in  the  Contract  of  July  1874 
ho  has  arranged  to  allow  the  Peninmilir 
and  Oriental  Steam   Nayigatiou  Com- 
pany to   run  their   steazners  with  tlie 
heavy    portion    of    the    Indian   Miik 
through  the  Suez  Canal ;  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent  the  transmission  of  sodi 
portion  of  tlie  Indian  Mails  will  be  re- 
tarded; what  deduction  from  the  sab- 
sidy  of  £449|000  per  annum  is  to  be 
made  on  account  of  tho  permission  tbu 
granted ;  and,  is  he  aware  that  his  two 
predecessors  in  office  recommended  that 
a    considerable    deduction     from    that 
amount  should  be  made   in   that  con- 
tingency ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply. 
said,  that  by  the  new  contract  with  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company,  whidi 
he  hoped  would  be  in  the  hands  of  hoa. 
Members  to-morrow  or  Monday,  it  wu 
arranged  that  the  Company  might  run 
their  steamers  with  any  portion  of  the 
mails  through  the  Suez  Canal.     No  part 
of  the  mails  would  be  retarded  in  con- 
sequence ;  on  the  contrary,  there  would 
be  an  acceleration  for  both  the  heavy 
and  light  mails  to  the  extent  of  24  hours. 
A  deduction  of  £20,000  a-year  had  been 
made  from  the  subsidy  on   account  of 
tills  change.  An  additional  saving  would 
bo  effected  in  consequence  of  no  premium 
being  paid  in  future,  and  there  would 
be  a  further  saying  arising  from  the  £Mt 
that  payments  by  the  Company  in  re- 
spect of  oyertime  would  henceforth  he 
compulsory.      Altogether,    the    saying 
imder  the  new  contract  would  amount 
to  about  £24,000  a-year. 


LEGISLATION— ASSAULTS  OX  WOMEX 
AXD  CHILDREN.— QUESTION. 

Coix)X£L  EGERTON  LEIGH  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Honae  De- 
partment, Whether  a  measure  for  the 
additional  protection  of  women  and  chil- 
dren from  the  yiolence  of  men,  will  be 
introduced  by  Gk)yemment  as  soon  sb 
possible  next  Session  ? 
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Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
id  the  matter  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  was  under  the  con- 
aidoration  of  the  Government,  with  a 
Tiew  to  ascertain  whether  any  measure 
oould  be  introduced  with  regard  to  it. 

ROYAL  RESIDENCE  IN  IRELAND. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
liaving  regard  to  the  often-expressed 
viBhes  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  consider 
the  expediency  of  establishing  a  Boyal 
Seaidence  there,  with  suitable  provision 
for  its  maintenance,  for  the  purpose  of 
encouraging  occasional  visits  of  members 
of  the  Royal  Family  to  that  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  am  very  much 
in  favour  of  royal  residences,  particu- 
larly when  they  are  inhabited ;  and  the 
great  interest  I  take  in  Ireland  would 
make  me  much  rejoice  if  there  were 
royal  residences  in  that  country  in- 
habited by  members  of  the  Royal 
Family. 

PARLIA^EENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  it  may  be  con- 
venient to  the  House  that  I  should  now 
notice  the  present  position  of  Public 
Business,  so  that  hon.  Gentlemen  may 
form  some  estimate  of  the  prospect  be- 
fore us.  For  some  time,  unfortimately, 
I  have  seen  that  the  Land  Bills  which 
have  been  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  consideration  and 
approval  of  the  House,  have  but  a  very 
poor  chance  of  being  passed  this  Session. 
Though  their  interest  is  not  of  an 
urgent  character,  they  are  excellent 
Bills,  and  I  trust  the  time  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when  they  will  be  passed  into 
law.  There  is  another  group  of  Bills 
which  until  recently  I  thought  it  was 

S:)ssible  to  pass — namely,  the  Judicature 
ills.  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
anxious  that  those  Bills  should  be 
passed.  They  are  measures  in  which 
we  take  much  interest,  and  the  delay 
with  reference  to  them,  no  doubt,  has 
been  occasioned  in  a  great  degree  by 
the  time  occupied  in  the  preparation 
of  the  new  Rides.  I  need  not  remind 
the  House  that  those  Rides  required  the 
greatest  consideration  and  the  hiffhest 
ezerdse  of  the  intellect  of  some  of  tiie 


most  intellectual  of  our  fellow-subjects. 
No  one  would  for  a  moment  murmur  at 
the  time  that  has  been  expended  upon 
the  consideration  of  those  Rules.     They 
are  completely  finished,  and   they  are 
now  before  Her  Majesty;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, they  could  not  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  time  to  assist  us 
in  the  consideration  of  the  Bills.  Indeed, 
under  all   the  circumstances,  I  do  not 
think  that  at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
when  the  House   is  either  excited  or 
exhausted,  a  proper  opportunity  could 
be  afforded  for  the  discussion  of  arrange- 
ments which   were   to   be  irrevocable, 
or    which,   at  least,   must    last    for    a 
generation    and    more.     Such   a   great 
question  as  the  establishment  of  a  Court 
of  Appeal  demands  the  whole  attention 
of  the  House.     I  have,  therefore,  felt  it 
impossible  for  the  House  this  Session  to 
consider  these  matters.     There  are  two 
other  measures  before  the  House,  as  to 
one  of  which  the  Government  is  specially 
responsible ;  as  to  another  of  them,  the 
Government  is  morally  responsible.     I 
will    dismiss    them  for  a  moment — in 
order  that  I  may  put  the  state  of  the 
Public  Business  before  the  House,  I  will 
put  aside  the  consideration  of  the  Public 
Worship  Regulation  Bill  and  the  En- 
dowed Schoms  Acts  Amendment    BiU. 
Assuming  that  we  do  not  proceed  with 
the  Land  Bills  and  the  Judicature  Bills, 
the    state  of  affairs  will  be  this — that 
Parliament  might  then  be  prorogued,  in 
all  probability,  on  the  8th  of  August. 
An    earlier    day,    I    believe,    will    be 
impossible.     It  is,  of  course,  most  de- 
sirable that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder  should  have  the  opportunity 
which  the  country  expects,  and  which 
was  promised  him,  of  proceeding  with 
the  Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill.     I 
find  that  on  Monday  we  must  have  a 
Committee  of  Supply  and  other  business. 
That  is  the  key-note  of  our  arrangements. 
I  cannot  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  continue  the  Committee  of 
his  BiU  on  that  day,  because  when  there 
is  a  Committee  of  Supply — and  especially 
when  it  is  the  last  Committee  of  Supply 
— there  is  a  prospect  of  a  discussion  for 
a  somewhat  indefinite  time;  and  I  be- 
lieve there  are  other  subjects  which  may 
need  discussion    on  Monday.    But  on 
Tuesday,  after  the  Report  of  Supply,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  enable  him  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  Bill.    I  have  done  all 
I   can   to   afford   the  right  hon.  and 
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leamod  Gontleman  an  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  carrying  liis  liill  through, 
and  thoro  is  no  doubt  that  the  course 
pi-oposod  will  give  him  the  necessary 
time.  I  come  now  to  another  Bill  which 
is  in  our  Paper  of  this  morning  for 
Committee — I  mean  the  Endowed  Schools 
Acts  Amendment  Bill.  The  House  must 
feel  that,  in  conducting  that  Committee, 
we  have  to  encounter  gi-eat  difficulty  in 
conse(iuence  of  the  advanced  period  of 
the  Session.  That  Bill  has  led  to  pro- 
tracted debates,  in  consequence,  I  be- 
lieve, of  the  House  being  under  an  entire 
misconception  of  the  character  of  many 
of  its  clauses.  I  do  not  impute  any 
blame  to  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
I  hope  they  will  acquit  Her  Majesty's 
Government  of  any  unfair  design  with 
reference  to  it.  I  attribute  the  diffi- 
culty chiefly  to  the  language  wliich 
has  of  late  years — perhaps  necessarily 
— stolen  into  our  legislation,  and  which 
in  this  instance  is  of  such  a  charac- 
ter that  upon  every  point,  to  enable 
one  to  understand  it,  the  aid  of  experts 
and  adepts  in  interpretation  is  needed. 
I  am  further  of  opinion,  in  which  I  am 
borne  out  by  competent  authority,  that  I 
made  no  statement  in  this  House  with 
regard  to  the  Bill — nor  did  my  noble 
Friend  tlie  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
— that  was  not  justified  b}'  the  language ; 
but  I  have  been  obliged  to  take  these 
statt?ments  on  trust  from  those  who 
made  them,  for  I  honestly  confess — 
although  it  may  be  an  argument  to  prove 
my  own  incapacity  for  the  position  I 
occupy — that  as  to  those  clauses,  al- 
though I  have  given  them  many  anxious 
and  peii)lexed  moments  of  consideration, 
they  have  much  i)erplexed  me.  I 
have  not  been  able  to  obtain  that 
masterv  over  them  that  I  should  wish  to 
have.  But  the  House  having  sanctioned 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Commission, 
and  having  sanctioned  it  in  a  manner 
which  entirely  justifies  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  deem  it  ad\'isable  to  post- 
l)oue  to  another  Session  the  cousidera- 
ti<>n  of  the  Amendments  which  the  Go- 
vernment may  desire  to  introduce  with 
regard  to  the  existing  law.  We  desire 
to  see  those  Amendments  introduced; 
but  we  see  no  prospect  of  coming  to  any- 
thing like  a  satisfactory  conclusion  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  with  reference 
to  the  difficulties  which  we  must  on- 
counter  in  the  conduct  of  the  Bill.    We, 

Mr.  Disraeli 


therefore,  propose  that,  the  House haviiig 
sanctioned  the  establishznent  of  a  new 
Commission — a    point  which  has  Wn 
violently  opposed —  and  the  OovenmieiLt 
having  completely  vindicated  their  in- 
tention with  regfiurd  to  what.  I  belierp. 
are  necessary  Amendments  in  the  exi?:- 
ing  law — and,   without    receding  from 
that    hitention,   we   feel    it    impossible 
to  advance  them  at   present — the  in- 
troduction of  those  Amendments  should 
be  postponed    to  next    Session.    That 
will,  of  course,  very  much,  expedite  the 
other  Business  of  the  Session.     I  trust 
the  House  will  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Endowed  Schools  Bill,  and  not  find 
it  necessary  to  spend  much  time  over  it. 
We  shall  then  proceed  with  the  oth^r 
measures  on  the  Paper ;  and  with  tlie 
arrangements  I  have  suggested  to  the 
right    lion,   and   learned    Recorder  to 
adopt,  it  appears  to  me  we  mav  thus 
complete  the'  programme!  hav^  indi- 
cated,  and  that  Her   Majesty  may  be 
advised  to  prorogue  Parliament  about 
the  8th  of  August. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE  :  The  right  hen. 
Gentleman,  Sir,  has  made  a  statement  i»f 
great  importance  with  respect  to  Pablic 
Business,  combining  with  a  statement  of 
facts  considerable  reference  to  justifying 
pleas.     I  am  aware  there  is  no  question 
before  the  House,  but  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
condition  of  Public  Business  can  hardly 
be  received  entirely  without  comment, 
and  therefore  I  am  prepared  to  conclude 
with  a  Motion,  tliough  I  do  not  feel  it 
necessary  to  dwell  at  any  length  upon 
the  particular  points  of  that  statement. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the   statement 
will  be  reviewed  in  various   senses  and 
upon  various  occasions,  and  the  Speech 
which  Her  Majesty  was  advised  to  de- 
liver at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion will  be  carefully  compared  with  the 
altered  and  almost  exhausted  list  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  laid 
before  us.     I  do  not  think  there  can  }^ 
any  objection,  as  far  as  I  understand  it. 
to  the  order  in  which  he  proposes  to 
proceed  with  Public  Business,  although 
I  confess  I  am  disappointed  in  his  hav- 
ing departed  from  a  declaration  which 
he  was  undoubtedly  entitled  to  depart 
from.    I  am  disposed  to  regret  his  hav- 
ing departed  from  a  declaration  which 
he  made  some  time  ago,  that  the  light 
hon.  and  learned  Eecozder  should  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed  with  the  Fablio  Wor- 


629 


ParJiammi — 


{July  24,  1874)  Publie  Bminess, 


630 


ship  Bill  immediately  after  the  Bill  re- 
lating to  endowed  schools  was  disposed 
of.  However,  I  now  imderstand  that  on 
Tuesday  next,  he  will  in  all  likelihood 
be  able  to  proceed  with  that  BiU.  But 
it  is  im}K>s8iblo  to  dismiss  altogether 
without  a  word  the  consideration  of  the 
BiU  relating  to  endowed  schools.  As  I 
understand  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  present  occasion,  he 
departs  from  the  particular  clauses  of 
that  Bill,  which  unsettle  what  we  con- 
sider the  settlement  of  the  year  1869, 
upon  the  ground  that  those  clauses  are 
unintelligible,  and  that  he  has  not  been 
able  to  master  them.  Well,  that  is  a 
most  important  discovery.  I  think  it  a 
great  pity  that  that  discovery  was  not 
made  before  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  were,  if  not  charged  with 
obstructing  the  conduct  of  Business,  at 
least  admonished  upon  the  consequences 
of  obstructing  the  progress  of  a  BiU 
which  they  regarded  as  unsettling  what 
had  been  agreed  upon,  and  as  introduc- 
ing so  dangerous  a  precedent  into  the 
character  of  our  legislation,  that  it  was 
desirable  there  should  be  a  fuU  discussion 
upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
postpones  to  a  future  Session,  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Amendments  which 
they  propose  to  introduce  into  the  body 
of  Uie  existing  law.  Now,  with  respect 
to  those  Amendments,  I  wiU  not  say  how 
they  have  been  drafted,  neither  can  I  say 
that  in  regard  to  them  we  have  been  in- 
structed by  the  BiU ;  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  states  that  he  has  been 
unable  to  imderstand  them.  But  we 
have  learnt  something  from  the  speeches 
of  Members  of  the  Government  upon  the 
various  points  which  have  been  raised. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  instructed  us  that 
whUe  the  general  poHcy  of  the  late  Com- 
missioners, as  I  may  now  caU  them,  was 
to  be  maintained,  their  reUgious  policy 
was  to  be  altered,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  sits  beside  him  (the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War)  —  in  distinct 
contradiction,  as  it  appears  to  me,  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  his  CoUeague,  has 
frankly  and  distinctly  avowed  his  disap- 
proval of  the  policy  of  the  late  Conmiis- 
sioners,  in  respect  of  the  alteration  they 
made  in  the  constitution  of  the  Govern- 
ing Bodies  of  what  he  terms  good  schools 
— ^intending  to  say,  probably,  that  the 
reformatory  principles  of  the  Commis- 


sioners in  regard  to  general  education,  as 
weU  as  the  manner  in  which  they  endea- 
voured to  hold  the  balance  between 
Church  and  Nonconformist  interests  are 
to  be  renounced  and  altered.  These,  Sir, 
are  the  most  important  declaratfons 
which  have  been  made,  if  we  except  the 
declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  CouncU,  with  respect  to 
which  there  was  much  difficulty  in  com- 
prehending on  this  side  of  the  House 
what  appeared  to  be  the  substance  of  his 
statement.      By  that  I  mean  what  ap- 

S eared  to  be  his  pacific  and  his  warlike 
eclarations.  But  the  upshot  of  the 
whole  was,  as  far  as  wo  were  able  to  un- 
derstand it,  that  the  Dissenters  of  this 
country  were  to  be  divided  into  two 
classes — the  one  to  be  designated  and  em- 
braced as  "  our  Nonconformist  Bre- 
thren," and  the  other  to  be  relegated  to 
a  very  different  category  as  "  poHtical 
Nonconformists. ' '  ana  with  these  poHti- 
cal Nonconfonnists,  according  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  noble  Lord,  war  is  to  be 
carried  on  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
As  far  as  I  understand  the  position  of 
parties  in  this  country,  most  of  those  who 
belong  to  the  Church  of  England  are  of 
opinion,  on  conscientious  grounds,  that 
the  connection  between  Church  and  State 
ought  to  be  maintained,  and  most  of 
those  who  belong  to  Nonconformist 
Bodies,  hold  an  equaUy  conscientious 
opinion,  that  the  connection  between 
Cnurch  and  State  ought  to  be  dissolved. 
["No,  no!"  and  "Hear,  hear!"]  I 
am  not  aware  that  the  cries  of  "  No,  no  " 
in  answer  to  my  statement  have  pro- 
ceeded from  Nonconformists;  and  with 
regard  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  whose 
cheers  denote  them  to  be  of  an  op- 
posite opinion,  I  am  vain  enough  to  say 
lor  myself  that  I  believe  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  the  opinions  and  feelings 
of  the  Nonconformists  rather  better  than 
they  are.  But  as  regards  this  declara- 
tion of  war  with  what  are  caUed  poU- 
tical  Nonconformists — tliat  is  to  say, 
with  the  main  body  of  Nonconformists, 
I  am  very  sorry  it  has  been  made.  But 
however  that  may  be,  I  venture  to 
express  the  hope,  nay,  I  wiU  even  ven- 
ture to  express  the  confidence,  that  we 
shaU  not  in  any  future  Session  hear  any 
more  of  the  obj  ectionable  clauses.  It  ap- 
pears to  me,  in  fact,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen  - 
tleman,  in  promising  to  caU  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  subject  in  another 
Session  of  Parliament,  was  prompted  by 
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Ministorial  exigencies  and  by  the  state 
of  relations  in  the  Cabinet  far  more 
than  by  any  wcll-weiglied  and  well- 
considered  anticipation  of  what  is  likely 
to  arise  in  future  years.  If  that  be  so, 
1  tliink  upon  the  whole  the  Nonconform- 
ists of  this  country — and  not  the  Non- 
conformists only,  but  those  who  attach 
a  corresponding  value  to  W\Q  piinciples 
of  a  mature  and  stable  legislation — have 
some  reason  to  congratulate  themselves 
upon  the  present  situation.  The  charge 
of  factious  opposition  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  St.  Ed- 
munds (Mr.  Greene),  and  the  warning 
which  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
previous  occasion  gave  with  respect  to 
the  events  which  would  follow  the  failure 
of  this  Bill  to  pass,  tlirough  want  of 
time,  receive  a  most  interesting  illustra- 
tion from  the  declarations  that  have  to- 
day been  made,  and  wo  may  now  very 
briefly  survey  the  actual  situation  of 
affairs  with  regard  to  the  Endowed 
Schools  Bin.  The  legislation  of  the 
coimtry  is  to  remain  the  same,  but  those  by 
whom  tliat  legislation  has  been  faithfully 
applied,  are  to  be  made  the  solo 
victims  of  the  ill-feeling  which  has  been 
(Teated,  and  are  alone  to  represent  the 
fulfilment  of  the  promises  which  were 
hold  out  in  other  days  to  excited  parti- 
zans.  It  recalls  to  my  mind  the  super- 
stitions of  the  ancients.  When  a  great 
host  attempted  the  invasion  of  an 
enemy's  country,  and  was  besot  by 
storms,  and  baffled  by  adverse  winds, 
the  practice  was  to  erect  an  altar  and 
tx)  put  the  knife  to  the  throat  of  the 
victim — 

'*  San^iiinr  i^larastis  v«'ntos  ct  virprino  ca'sA, 
Uuiim  i»riminn  Iliacas,  Danai,  viTiistis  ad  oras; 
Sant^iiiiu'  quaTi'udi  rodilus,  aniuiaquo  litandum 
Ar^ulifa." 

The  Commissioners  of  Endowed  Scliools 
are,  on  this  occasion,  those  who  have 
been  called  upon  to  submit  to  the  sacri- 
ficial knife ;  and  these  three  Gentlemen 
— most  guilty  in  the  opinion  of  some 
who  luive  spoken  and  whom  perhaps 
they  have  oll'ended ;  but  most  innocent, 
most  meritorious,  and  most  patriotic  in 
the  judgment  of  others — are  to  give  up 
their  official  existence  as  an  atonement 
and  reconciliation  for  others,  and  the 
great  mass  of  the  Nonconfoimist  inter- 
ests throughout  the  country  are,  I  re- 
joice to  say,  to  enjoy  an  absolute  immu- 
nity from  danger,  the  only  price  that  is 
paid  for  it  being  the  official  life  of  Lord 
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Lyttelton  and  his  Colleagues.  In  Ba^nnp 
that,  I  am  very  sorry  for  what  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  calls   ''  the  poUcy  of 
Her  Maj  esty *  s  Government. ' '  The  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
gard to    the    endowed  schools  of  the 
counti*y  has  received  this  most  striking, 
this  most  triumphant  attestation — ^that 
three    Gentlemen    who,  as    the   noble 
liord  says,  are  our  Friends,  are  to  be 
displaced  from  their  office  in  order  that 
three  Gentlemen  who   are  his  Friends 
may  be  put  into  office,  in  order  to  pro- 
secute with  bated  hopes  and  weakened 
forces,  the   difficult  auties  imposed  on 
them  by  the  countiy.     I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*' That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
{Mr,  Gladstom,) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  one 
element  had  been  overlooked  that  had  a 
powerful  effect  in  deciding  the  late  Par- 
liament to  terminate  promptly  what 
might  be  now  called  the  late  Endowed 
Schools  Commission,  and  it  was  this: 
Those  Commissioners,  in  correspondence 
which  it  was  in  his  power  to  produce, 
declared  that  no  matter  how  well  con- 
ducted schools  might  be  which  were  de- 
signed for  the  labouring  and  the  poorer 
classes,  they  should,  under  certain  con- 
ditions, laid  down  by  themselves,  be 
taken  away  from  the  education  of  thow 
classes,  and  applied  to  that  of  the  middle 
and  better  classes ;  and  it  was  in  order 
to  put  an  end  to  that  policy  that  it  was 
proposed  to  terminate  the  powers  of  the 
Conmiissioners.  He  looked  upon  it  as  a 
policy  of  confiscation  of  the  property  of 
the  labouring  classes,  with  the  xdtimate 
view  of  rating  and  taking  them,  and  he 
therefore  wished  to  express  the  confi- 
dence ho  felt  that  the  transfer  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners  of  the  powers  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  would 
insure  for  these  communities  of  the 
labouring  and  poorer  people,  a  security 
against  the  class  legislation  which  dis- 
graced the  policy  of  the  latter  Com- 
missioners. 

Mr.  BEEESFORD  HOPE,  referring 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
desired  to  call  particular  attention  to  the 
X)romise  wliich  that  statement  contained 
— that  the  dropped  clauses  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  should  be  re- 
introduced next  year  as  a  sabstantiv* 
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measure.  [''Hear,  hear!"]  He  wel- 
comed that  cheer,  and  claimed  the  fulfil- 
ment of  that  promise.  No  doubt,  there 
would  be  hot  times  for  the  Government 
when  the  Bill  was  brought  forward  next 
year ;  but,  for  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
see  the  use  of  a  General  Election  and 
the  so-called  political  re-action  all  over 
the  country,  if  the  only  result  of  that 
re-action  were  to  be  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
should  cross  the  floor  of  the  House  to 
csarry  out  measures  which  they  had 
been  denouncing  while  they  sat  on  the 
front  Opposition  Benches.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  fear  to  press  the  Go- 
vernment, for,  as  everybody  who  was 
acquainted  with  him  must  know,  he 
had  at  least  been  an  independent  Mem- 
ber. While  he  had  honestly  supported 
Conservative  politics,  he  had  never  sur- 
rendered his  own  independence;  and 
he  had  always  kept  his  eyes  open  to 
the  fact  that  he  thereby  struck  his  name 
off  the  list  of  those  who  were  in  compe- 
tition for  the  good  things  which  fell  to 
the  lot  of  more  assiduous  and  more  de- 
voted partizans.  When  the  change  of 
parties  occurred,  he  trusted  and  believed 
that  safe  and  sound  legislation  might 
take  the  place  of  rather  empiric  and  hasty 
theorizing,  which  was  the  vice  that 
tainted  the  otherwise  extremely  clever 
and  original  system  of  government  of 
that  very  able  Administration,  some  of 
whose  Members  sat  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  Now,  what  was  the  real 
nature  of  the  complaint  against  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act  ?  It  was,  not  that  it 
laid  the  axe  to  the  root  of  corruptions, 
nor  that  it  did  not  open  the  schools  to 
the  entire  community.  That  never  was 
his  objection  to  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act,  and  he  had  never  regarded  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Commission  as  the  principal 
object  of  the  Bill  now  imder  considera- 
tion. Friendship  and  affection  com- 
pelled him  to  say  that  he  never  gave 
a  vote  which  was  so  painful  to  him  as 
that  which  seemed  to  deal  a  blow  agcdnst 
his  life-long  and  honoured  Friend  Lord 
Lyttelton.  However,  he  gave  the  vote, 
not  against  Lord  Lyttelton,  but  against 
the  Commission.  A  cardinal  principle 
of  safe  and  sound  legislation  on  this 
subject  was,  that  wherever  they  could 
prove  that  for  a  long  period  back  there 
was  a  fixity  of  religious  teaching  in  some 
form  or  other,  that  fixity  of  religious 
teaching  shotdd  not  be  interfered  with. 
By  all  means,  let  a  Conscience  Clause  be 


conceded;  but  behind  that  there  re- 
mained the  recognition  by  the  State  of 
the  fixity  of  the  religious  teaching.  He 
looked  forward  to  those  clauses  to  give 
an  intelligible  and  definite  recognition 
of  that  principle,  and  therefore,  speak- 
ing in  the  name  of  many  persons  outside 
the  House,  he  claimed  the  fulfilment  of 
the  promise  of  the  Government  to  re- 
introduce them  next  year;  for  if  they 
did  not  keep  that  promise,  they  would 
be  throwing  aside  the  principles  which 
had  brought  them  to  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  be  adopting  a  policy  of 
shifting  expediency. 

Mr.  CHELDERS  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  had  been 
rather  hard  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, when  he  attacked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
for  saying  that  he  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
ceed any  further  this  Session  with  those 
clauses  of  the  Bill  which  he  did  not 
understand.  In  his  (Mr.  Childers') 
opinion,  nothing  could  have  been  more 
conclusive  than  such  a  reason  when 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  coupled 
his  statement  with  a  very  important 
and  detailed  statement  as  to  the  re- 
maining Business  of  the  House ;  and 
while  ho  (Mr.  Childers)  was  listening  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  occurred 
to  him  to  see  what  were  the  promises 
contained  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session,  and  to 
compare  the  promises  with  their  fulfil- 
ment. In  the  Boyal  Speech  six  measures 
were  promised.  First  of  all,  there  was 
to  be  a  Bill,  or  rather  a  series  of  Bills, 
connected  with  the  transfer  of  land  in 
England  and  dealing  with  real  pro- 
perty. Those  measures  had  been  aban- 
doned. Next,  there  was  promised  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  system  of  judicature, 
which,  hating  been  effected  for  England 
last  Session,  was  to  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land. Well,  that  measure  had  also 
been  abandoned.  The  third  measure 
—  the  proposed  Judicature  Bill  for 
Scotland — had  also  been  abandoned. 
The  fourth  measure  promised  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  was  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Eoyal  Commission  to 
deal  with  questions  affecting  the  rela- 
lations  between  master  and  servant,  and 
the  House  was  informed  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  that  Commission  would  be 
followed  by  legislation  during  the  pre-* 
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recommended  by  the  Conservatiye  Mem- 
bers of  those  two  Committees.  It  was 
under  the  leadership  and  g^dance  of 
the  present  Secretary  for  War  that 
those  Amendments  were  proposed,  in 
tlie  Committee  of  last  year,  which  he 
considered  to  be  carried  out  in  the 
clauses  which  were  unfortunately  with- 
drawn. He  was  sorry  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  unable  to  understand  these 
clauses.  He  had  a  great  respect  for  the 
acknowledged  ability  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  could  not  help  thinking 
tliat,  if  he  could  not  understand  the 
clauses,  at  any  rate  his  Colleagues  could 
have  instructed  him  as  to  the  meaning 
of  them.  These  clauses  were  not  the 
mere  echo  of  the  policy  of  an  extreme 
section  of  tlio  Conservative  party ;  they 
were  the  deliberate  expression  of  the 
views  of  the  Conservative  Members  of 
tlie  Endowed  Schools  Committee  of  last 
year,  wliich,  as  he  understood,  the  Con- 
servative party  when  in  power  would 
naturally  introduce  into  a  Bill.  He  knew 
that  at  that  period  of  the  Session,  it  was 
not  easy  to  proceed  with  such  legisla- 
tion ;  but  he  trusted  the  Government 
Avould  not  respond  to  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  his  right  (Mr.  C.  Lewis), 
who  did  not  adequately  represi'ut  the 
feelings  of  Conservatives  on  the  ques- 
tion. He  trusted  they  would  not  hear 
of  any  intention  to  respond  to  that 
appeal,  nor  bo  told  that  the  Govonnnent 
were  going  to  back  out  of  that  Conser- 
vative policy  80  strongly  recommended 
by  the  Conservative  Members  of  the 
late  Parliam(^nt. 

Uk.  WATKIN  WILLLVIirS  asked, 
whetlier  the  Guvornuient  intended  to 
bring  in  a  lUll  that  Session  to  postpone 
tlie  opiTatiun  of  the  Judicature  Act  be- 
yond Miclia<>lma8  next  ? 

Mr.  HUJiliARl)  {London)  said,  as 
tliere  was  no  subject  on  which  the  feel- 
ings of  his  constituents  at  the  last 
(reneral  Ehxtion  wore  more  interested 
lliau  the  treatment  of  endowed  schools, 
ho  askod  permission  to  say  a  few  words. 
][e  had  taken  great  pains  to  compare 
the  Acts  of  1861)  and  187;^  and  the 
present  liill.  Hn  should  be  most  un- 
willing to  transfer  the  working  of  these 
Acts  to  a  new  body,  or  to  loave  them  in 
tlie  hands  of  the  old  body,  with  no- 
thing but  the  two  former  Acts  to  guide 
tliem.  There  ought  to  be  no  ambiguity 
ill  such  a  measiu-e  as  that,  and  yet  hist 
night's  discussion  on  the  4th  clause  of 
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the  present   Bill  raised  in  his  nual 
serious    apprehensions    whether  ihov 
who  had  taken  the  lax^eflt  part  in  tlie 
administration  of  the  two  previons  Acti 
had  really  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
real  intentions  of  the   English  peopk 
and  of  English  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject.   His  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  had  asked 
— evidently  expecting  a   reply  in  the 
negative — "  Supposing  in  the  case  of  a 
pre-Eeformation  school,  that  the  children 
were  required  to  attend  Mass,  should 
we  be  justified  in  saying  that  the  children 
in  that  school  ought  to  attend  the  serrices 
of  the  Church  of  England  ?  "    No  maa 
had  stipulated  more  than  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  done  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  religious  element  in  education,  and  lie 
begged  his  attention  in  considering  the 
question.    Now,  assuming  that  the  loun- 
ders  of  schools  in  pre-Eeformation  times 
did  intend  the  religious  element  to  per- 
vade the  whole  of  their  system  of  educa- 
tion, was  it  possible  for   the   intention 
to  be  more  definitely  expressed,  than 
in  the   stipulation  ''  that    the   children 
should    attend    the     services    of    the 
Church?"    That  intention  might  hare 
been  expressed  in  the  phrase  "  going  to 
Mass."    Attending  Divine  service  was 
the  strongest  expression  which  could  be 
given  to  the  intention  of  the  founder, 
that  tlie  children  in  his  school  were  to 
receive    a    religious    education.      Hov 
would  his  riglit  hon.  Friend  deal  with 
a  foundation  of  that  kind  ?     Would  his 
right  hon.  Friend  demur  to  the  assump- 
tion that  the  Church  of    England  hild 
been  one  from  tlie  commencement  ?    It 
knew  no  human  founder,  and  it  derived 
its  descent  from   the    founder   of  the 
Christian  religion.    How  could  his  right 
hon.  Friend  maintain  the  religious  ce- 
ment in  the  school  under  consideration, 
except  by  taking  the  ground  that  tiie 
Church  of  England  now  was  the  na- 
tural   ropreseutatiye    of    the    Chnrch 
of  England  previous  to    the   Beforma- 
tion  ?    If  he  did  not  take  that  g^round 
he  must  either  secularise  the  school,  orfind 
another  representative  of  the  pre-Be- 
formation  Church.    But  the  whole  feel- 
ing of  the  English  people  was  against 
seculanzatiou  ;  and  at  least  up  to  1870, 
it  was  held  that  edm^ation  without  re- 
ligion was  no  education  at  all.    Well, 
if  the  Church  of  England  was  not  al- 
lowed to  be   the  representative  of  the 
pro-Beformation  Church,  where  would 
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the  representatiye  be  found?  Would 
his  right  hon.  Friend  affirm  that  the 
Soman  Oatholic  Church  was  the  heir 
of  the  pre-Eeformation  Church  ?  That 
lie  thought  was  a  very  fair  question 
to  put  to  his  right  hon.  Friend.  If 
lie  assented  to  that  proposal  he  neu- 
tralized the  work  of  the  Keformation, 
and  utterly  destroyed  the  safeguards 
of  all  those  liberties  we  enjoyed  by 
Tirtue  of  that  Keformation  ;  safeguards 
which  touched  every  branch  of  the  State, 
ibr  the  Sovereign  must  not  only  not  be  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  Eome,  but 
must  be  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Well,  then,  if  the  right  hon. 
.  Oentleman  did  not  accept  the  Church  of 
£ome,  would  ho  name  the  Society  of 
Friends,  or  the  Society  of  Baptists  as 
the  representative  and  heir  of  the  pre- 
Reformation  Church  ?  Which  was  it  to 
be?  He  did  not  care  to  retain  the 
dauses  which  had  been  objected  to ; 
but  he  could  not  tolerate  the  idea  that 
in  the  treatment  of  this  great  question, 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  swerve 
from  that  basis  of  our  legislation,  which 
"was  accepted  by  nine-tenths  of  the 
people  of  England — namely,  perfect 
freedom  of  religious  teaching,  and  a 
religious  basis  for  the  education  of  the 
country. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  many 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  would  concur  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope),  in  the  hope  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gk)vomment  would  raise 
the  question  again  next  year.  If  the 
question  was  thoroughly  discussed,  the 
inevitable  result  would  be  to  apply  to  our 
endowed  schools  the  principles  which 
had  been  already  applied  to  the  Univer- 
sities, and  to  sweep  away  once  and  for 
all  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Act 
of  1869. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL,  re- 
plying to  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Denbigh  (Mr.  Watkin 
Williams),  said  the  non-prosecution 
during  the  present  Session  of  the  Bill 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Judicature 
Act  would  render  it  essential  to  post- 
pone for  another  12  months  the  coming 
into  operation  of  the  Act  of  last  year. 
It  was  intended  to  introduce  a  BiU  for 
that  purpose. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  wished 
to  know  whether  the  new  Rules  would 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  this  Session  ? 

VOL,  CCXXI.    [third  series.] 


The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
place  his  Question  on  the  Paper,  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer  it  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-HENRY  said,  he 
wished,  before  the  discussion  closed,  to 
make  reference  to  another  important 
Bill  which  had  now  disappeared  below 
the  horizon,  and  to  make  a  suggestion 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  respect- 
ing it.  He  alluded  to  the  Irish  Judica- 
ture Bill.  If  the  House  had  gone  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  it  would  have 
done  so  with  very  imperfect  information 
before  it;  but  he  thought  they  had  a 
claim  to  bo  placed  in  as  good  a  position 
as  the  House  was  as  regarded  the  system 
of  English  jurisprudence.  In  1867  a 
Royal  Commission,  upon  which  several 
distinguished  persons  sat,  together  with 
members  of  the  legal  profession,  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  judicial  system 
of  England,  but  that  had  as  yet  been 
very  imperfectly  done  as  regarded  Ire- 
land. It  was  true  that  an  exclusively 
legal  Commission  was  appointed  in 
1862,  to  examine  and  report  on  the  pro- 
cedure and  fees  of  the  Superior  Courts 
of  Ireland,  both  of  Common  Law  and 
Chancery.  But  that  Commission  was 
defective  in  two  respects.  In  the  first 
place,  the  general  public  were  not  re- 
presented on  it,  and  in  the  second,  the 
difficulties  of  obtaining  meetings  of  the 
Commission  were  so  great,  that  a  year 
after  its  appointment,  the  quorum  neces- 
sary for  the  transaction  of  business  was 
obliged  to  be  reduced  from  six  to  three ; 
and  in  the  end,  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished of  its  members.  Sir  Joseph 
Napier,  made  a  separate  Eeport  of  his 
own.  Now,  he  knew  that  if  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Judicature  Bill  had  gone  on, 
facts  would  have  been  made  known  to 
the  House  of  a  very  startling  kind, 
showing  tlie  extraordinary  inflation  of 
the  whole  judicial  establislunents  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  as  a  sort  of  summary  of  the 
whole  thing,  he  would  now  only  say 
that  it  was  conclusively  shown  that  the 
19  or  20  Superior  Judges  in  Ireland 
discharged  only  one-fourth  or  one-fifth 
of  the  business  transacted  by  27  Supe- 
rior Judges  in  England.  One  of  the 
most  acute  and  independent  Judges  in 
Ireland  had  drawn  attention  to  these 
matters,  in  a  series  of  powerful  writings ; 
and  it  was  impossible  that  his  statements 
and  inferences  could  be  ignored  in  any 
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future  legislation.  He  suggested,  there- 
fore, that  a  Royal  Commission  should 
be  apx)ointed,  upon  which  the  lay  ele- 
ment of  the  public  should  be  repi*e- 
sented,  to  inquire  into  the  system  of 
Irish  Judicature  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest  branch,  and  that  no  Bill  should 
be  introduced,  until  the  country  had 
been  placed  in  x)os8ession  of  all  the 
facts  that  could  bo  elicited.  For  his 
own  part,  he  had  not  the  honour  of 
belonging  to  the  legal  profession,  and 
he  did  not  speak  for  its  members ;  but 
he  did  speak  for  a  very  large  part  of 
the  general  public,  and  of  the  middle 
(^lasses  of  Ireland,  who  wore  thoroughly 
ashamed  of  the  multiplication  of  judicial 
offices,  and  were  determined  that  if  they 
could  help  it,  Ireland  should  be  no 
longer  subject  to  the  reproach,  that  she 
looked  to  her  connection  with  England 
only  as  a  means  of  obtaining  Govern- 
ment patronage  and  the  filling  up  of 
offices  botli  great  and  small.  The  judi- 
cature system  of  Ireland  was  to  the  last 
degree  unsatisfactory,  and  oppressive  to 
tlie  public  and  tho  suitor ;  but  if  it  was 
to  be  reformed,  it  was  necessary  that 
the  subject  should  be  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed, and  tliat  the  second  reading  of 
an  important  Bill  of  the  kind  should 
not  be  unexpectedly  obtained  at  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning.  Such  a  mode  of  con- 
ducting })usincss  was  not  respectful  to 
Ireland  or  to  England  either.  Nay,  it 
was  not  decent  or  even  constitutional, 
and  he,  for  one,  protested  against  it. 

Mk.  FORSYTH  said,  that  lion,  :^rem- 
bnrs  on  the  Opposition  benches  were 
always  so  mu(*h  in  unity  amongst  them- 
selves— tlu'V  never  quaiToUed,  nor  had 
any  dillerenoes  of  opinion,  oh,  no  I — 
that  they  were  greatly  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Mi^mbers  for  Cambridge  IJni- 
versitv  and  for  West  Kent  should  be 
strongly  opposed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londondorry.  lie  was  not  going 
into  those  dillerences,  nor  would  ho  say 
with  which  opinions  he  agreed — it  would 
be  timp  enough  next  year.  He  did  not  at 
all  understand  tho  Prime  ]\rinister  to  have 
pledged  himself  to  })ring  in  the  identical 
clauses  which  were  now  withdrawn, 
either  as  regarded  1  fitter  or  substance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  a  most 
judicious  course  in  withdrawing  them, 
especially  as  he  had  said  he  did  not  find  it 
easy  to  understand  tlieni.  In  that  he 
(Mr.  Forsyth)  agreed  with  him.  He  had 
taken   great   pains  to   understand    tho 
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Bill  in  connection  with  the  previoos 
Act,  and  was  bound  to  say  ne  hii 
found  it  no  easy  task.  The  whole  mod« 
of  drafting  amending  Bills  was  so  ob- 
jectionable, and  led  to  such  confanon 
and  difficulties,  that  he  intended  e«xlj 
next  Session  to  bring  the  subject  befon 
the  House  with  a  view  to  some  improT^ 
ment. 

Mr.  ANDEKSON  wondered  how  long 
Government  was  going  to  eontinne  in- 
troducing new  Bills  that  Session.  Within 
the  last  two  days  hon.  Members  would 
havo  received  two  new  Bills,  one  of 
which  appeared  to  be  tho  first  step  ia 
overturning  tho  Army  lo^slation  of  last 
Pai'banumt,  just  the  same  as  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Bill  did  the  legislation 
passed  by  the  late  Gbvernxnent  in  re- 
spect to  endowed  schools.  The  other 
Bill,  called  the  Great  Seals  Bill,  was  one 
the  only  purpose  of  which  was  apparentlv 
to  abolish  certain  offices,  and  give  un- 
named and  unlimited  compensation  to  the 
officers,  and  to  appoint  other  people  in 
their  places  with  unnamed  and  unUmited 
salaries.  Ho  appealed  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  withdraw  these  Bills,  as  they 
had  been  introduced  at  a  period  of  the 
Session  when  the  country  could  not  pos- 
sibly make  itself  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  their  proposals. 

Lord  HENEY  SCOTT  regretted  that 
the  Government  had  withdrawn  the 
amending  clauses  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Bill.  If  tliov  were  obscure,  the 
Government  and  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  were  to  blame  in  not  clearing 
them  up.  It  was  admitted  that  Clause  19 
of  the  Act  of  1869  was  so  obscure  that 
the  Commissioners  had  been  in  g^reat 
difiiciilty  as  to  how  they  ought  to  act. 
He  attached  less  importance  to  the  per- 
sonnel of  the  Commission  than  to  the 
principles  which  it  was  to  he  bo  their 
duty  to  apply,  and  if  those  principles 
were  not  to  be  explained,  he  would 
ref^'et  his  vote  for  the  change  of  the 
Commission  more  than  any  other  he  had 
given  in  his  life. 

^Ir.  SCOURFIELD  said,  that  without 
brining  any  complaint  against  the  pre- 
sent Commissioners,  he  thought  the  vote 
against  them  had  been  necessaxy,  as  a 
protest  against  certain  sentiments  that 
had  been  uttered.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tlackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  for  example, 
had  spoken  of  the  rejection  of  the  Com- 
missioners as  a  step  that  would  be  fatal 
to  the  permanence  of  constitutional  go- 
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I  Tenunent  in  tliis  countiy ;  and  the  right 

■"  Iton.  Member  for  Greenwich  had  called 

~  upon  Parliament  to   do  all  it  could  to 

i  Sfarengthen  the  hands  of  bodies  like  the 

Bndowed  Schools  Commissioners,  whose 

I'  duty  it  was  to  defend  the  public  interest 

■■■  against  the  selfish  interest  of  particular 

;  localities — as  if  the  management  of  the 

local  affairs  of  the  country  ought  to  be 

left  in  the  hands  of  a  few  central  autho- 

■   rities.    He  knew  the  fondness  of  hon. 

'••  Gentlemen    opposite    for  Commissions, 

«nd  he  believed  that  if  they  were  asked 

to  define  their  ideas  of  Paradise,  they 

would  say  it  was  a  place  inhabited  by 

Oommissioners,   who  were  engaged  in 

inspecting    one   another.     Commissions 

ana  Commissioners,   however,   did  not 

aeem  to  him  to  form  an  integral  part  of 

the  British  Constitution. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

H.R.H.  PRINCE  LEOPOLD. 
BBPOBT  OF  KESOLUnON. 

Hesolution  reported,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Message  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty [20th  July]  ; 

**  That  the  annual  sum  of  £15,000  bo  granted 
to  Her  Majosty^  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  the  said  Annuity 
to  be  settled  on  Uis  Hoyal  Highness  Prince 
Leopold  Greorge  Duncan  Albert,  for  his  life,  in 
Booh  manner  as  Her  Majesty  shall  think  proper, 
and  to  commence  from  the  date  of  the  coming 
of  age  of  His  Ro^-al  Highness." 

Hesolution  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Eaikes,  Mr. 
Disraeli,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ciiSQUEB,  and  Mr.  Secretary  Cboss. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL— [Bill  187.] 
{Viseotmt  Sandon,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross.) 

COKMITTEE.     [^Progress  2Zrd  July.'] 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Construction  of  **  express 
terms"  and  **  original  instrument"). 

Me.  GMDLDSMID  thanked  the  Govern- 
ment  for  having  adopted  the  suggestion 
he  had  made  that  they  should  withdraw 
the  clauses  to  which  objection  had  been 
taken — namely,  the  clause  under  notice, 
as  well  as  Clauses  5,  6,  and  7.  He 
would  only  :  add  one  remark — namely, 
that  he  thought  it  was  desirable  that 
in  fatnre  the  draftsmen  employed  by 
the  Gh)yemment  to  draw  Bills,  should 


be  instructed  not  to  prepare  clauses 
which  were  unintelligible  even  to  the 
Prime  Minister  of  England.  If  the 
Prime  Minister  could  not  comprehend 
a  Bill  drawn  by  a  draftsman  of  the 
Government,  was  it  to  be  expected  that 
humble  Members  of  the  House  should 
be  able  to  imderstand  it  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  thought  the 
whole  blame  should  not  be  thrown  on 
draftsmen.  These  clauses,  if  he  was  not 
mistaken,  must  have  been  drawn  to 
order. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clause  5  (Character  of  religious  in- 
struction and  qualification  of  masters) ; 
Clause  6  (Character  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  certain  schools);  and  Clause  7 
(Saving  of  Conscience  Clause  for  day 
scholars)  struck  out. 

Clause  8  (Exercise  of  certain  powers 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners)  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Quorum  of  Commissioners). 

TiiE  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  clause  was  merely  substituted  for 
the  48th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1869, 
which  was  repealed  in  the  Schedule. 

Mr.  EAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH  in- 
quired, whether  it  was  intended  that 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
should  submit  schemes  to  the  Education 
Department  till  December?  If  Clause 
48  was  absolutely  repealed,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  submit  schemes  would 
lapse  entirely.  It  was  desirable  that 
words  should  bo  introduced  to  give  the 
Commissioners  power  to  submit  schemes 
till  December. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  latter  part  of  the  3rd  section  of 
Clause  1  gave  the  power  in  question,  and 
removed  the  difficulty  pointed  out. 

Mr.  KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH 
thought  the  words  in  Clause  1  related 
only  to  the  concurrent  powers  of  the 
Commissioners.  By  reposing  Clause  48 
there  would  be  no  machinery  for  con- 
trolling those  powers.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  con- 
sider this  matter  before  the  Report. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pro- 
mised to  give  the  subject  his  fullest 
consideration. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Rules  for  conduct  of  busi- 
ness by  Charity  Commissioners)  struck 
out. 

Y  2 
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Miscellaneous  and  Repeal, 

Clause  11  (Continuance  of  powers 
transferred  to  Charity  Commissioners) ; 
Clause  12  (Eepeal  of  Act) ;  and  Clause 
13  (Short  title  of  Act),  agreed  to, 

Mr.  EARP,  in  moving  the  following 
clause : — 

(Electivo  governing  bodies  and  locxil  trustees 
to  frame  schemes.) 

"  When  the  governing  body  of  an  endowed 
school,  or  trustees  of  a  charity  making  provision 
for  an  endowed  school,  are  an  elective  body, 
they  may,  as  i)rovided  by  tht;  Endowt-nl  Schools 
Acts,  prepare  and  submit  to  the  Charity  Com- 
mifwioners  in  writing  a  schtnnc  relating  to  such 
endowment ;  and  any  scheme  so  prepared  by  a 
governing  body  of  an  endowed  school,  or  trustees 
of  a  charity  making  provision  for  an  endowtrd 
school,  and  submitted  to  the  Cliarity  Commis- 
sioners, shall,  if  approved  by  them,  be  adopted 
and  proceeded  with  by  them  in  the  Kime  man- 
ner as  if  it  were  a  scheme  prepared  by  them- 
selves, 8ubji»ct  to  tht.'  following  conditions — 
namely : — 

**  {a.'S  Tliat  notice  be  givj'U  to  th(!  Charity 
Commission* Ts  before  the  expiration  of  three 
mouths  uftLT  th(>  passing  of  this  Act  of  an  in- 
tention to  submit  a  scheme  bv  or  on  behalf  of 
those  who  arc  entitled  to  do  so ;  and  that  such 
fell  erne  ])e  so  submitted  to  the  Charity  Comuiis- 
^iouers  lH'ft)re  the  expiraticm  of  six  months  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act ; 

*'  (/>.)  'lliat  any  scheme  submitted  shall  have 
been  printed  and  ])osted  as  a  public  notice  in 
such  conspiciYous  ]>lace9,  and  in  such  manner  as 
is  usually  adopted  in  like  i^roceedings  in  the 
place  where  the  school  is  situated  to  which  the 
scheme  ref<.Ts,  fourteen  <lays  before  it  is  tnins- 
niitted  to  the  (.'luiritv  Coumiissioners," 

said,  ho  did  so,  because  ho  fully  believed 
that  the  Commissioners,  in  undertaking 
this  work,  would  be  assisted  by  having 
the  co-operation  of  local  authorities. 

The  ATTOENEY  OENEKAL  said, 
there  could  bo  no  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of    the  clause ;   but    it  appeared 

to  him  that  it  was  not  necessars'. 

Ik 

Clause  negatived, 

Mr.  WiriTWELL  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  tlie  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr. 
Salt)  had  a  new  clause  upon  the  Paper 
relating  to  county  school  committees. 
In  liis  absence,  he  (Mr.  Wliitwell)  would 
simply  formally  movi?  the  clause,  in  order 
to  afford  the  Government  an  o])portunity 
of  expressing  its  opinion  upon  tlie  point. 

Viscount  SANDON  begged  to  say, 
in  reply  to  his  lion.  Friend,  that  the  Go- 
vernment considered  that  tlie  object 
which  he  had  in  view  would  be  suffi- 
ciently met  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  as 
the  Education  Department  had  power 
under  the  measure  to  consult  the  feeling 
of  local  bodies.  It  was  the  earnest  desire 


of  the  Goveniment  to  have  tkor  u- 
sistance  in  the   adminietratioii  of  th 
Act,  and  they  would  hail  with  satiibfr 
tion  the  appointment  of  an  influential 
county  committee  to  co-operate  withthi 
Charity  Conmiissioners  in  dealing  in& 
the   endowed    schools  of  their  coimty. 
Indeed,  the  Gbvermnent  hoped  to  m 
able  to  take  the  opportunity  of  the  ip- 
pointment  of  the  new  Commission  to  ask 
the  assistance  of  the   counties   in  & 
matter ;  but  at  present  he  could  not  m 
how  far  such  a  cause  would  be  practi- 
cable in  reference  to  the  counties  as  a 
whole.     Ho  need  hardly  repeat  that  tk 
Government  attached  great  importance 
to  the  free  communication  to  the  Charitr 
Commissioners  by  gentlemen  of  know- 
ledge and  weight  in  the  counties  of  tbdr 
opinions,  based  upon  local  knowledgt 
as  to  the  best  mode  of  treating  and  de- 
veloping the  endowed  schools  of  their 
counties. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  wii 
glad  that  the  hon.  Member  had  eHcited 
these  remarks  from  the  noble  Lord,  ai 
it  was  desirable  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners should  endeavour  to  obtain 
the  opinion  of  influential  local  parties  in 
the  same  way  as  the  Endowea  Schools 
Commissioners  had  been  doing.  He 
thought,  however,  the  better  way  to 
carry  out  the  object  in  view  would  be 
not  to  formulate  by  actual  clauses  the 
method  in  which  tike  committees  were 
to  act. 

Mr.  EARP  asked,  whether  it  wu 
proposed  to  consult  borough  authoritiei 
with  regard  to  schemes  affecting  their 
interests  ? 

Viscount  SANDON  replied  that  he 
would  be  the  last  person  to  pass  orer 
the  claims  of  the  great  town  population.s 
with  which  he  was  so  closely  connected. 

Mr.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOETH 
pointed  out  that  the  county  oommitteei 
must  not  expect  to  avoid  incurring  un- 
popularity, as  that  was  inherent  in  deal- 
ing with  the  endowed  schools. 

8iR  THOMAS  ACLAND  wished  to 
speak  of  the  present  CommissionerB  in 
the  spirit  of  the  maxim — Ih  mortuis  «7 
nisi  honum.  The  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners were  not  to  blame  for  not 
having  always  had  the  assistance  of 
county  committees,  as  from  the  positioB 
in  wluch  they  were  placed,  they  fonnd  it 
necessary  in  dealing  with  certain  local 
interests,  to  decline  the  assistance  of 
local  men.    He  trusted  that  in  regud 


649        Endowed  SchooU  Acta       f  July  24,  1874] 


Amendment  Bill, 


650 


to  these  matters  the  Education  Depart- 
ment would  not  throw  the  whole  respon- 
sibility on  the  Commissioners,  but  would 
make  it  their  business  to  elicit  local 
Ibeling  by  such  means  as  might  be 
most  advantageous,  in  concert  with  them. 
He,  however,  did  not  think  it  would  be 
wise  for  the  Government  to  deal  with  a 
small  portion  of  the  g^eat  question  of 
local  government.  These  educational 
oontroversies  would  never  cease  until 
county  government  was  estab- 
ibed. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Preamble. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  omit  the  following  words 
relating  to  the  amending  clauses  which 
liad  been  dropped : — 

**  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make  further 
piroTiBioTi  for  carr^-ing  into  effect  the  objects  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  1869  and  1873  (in 
this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts) 
and  for  better  promoting  the  main  designs  of 
the  founders  of  endowed  schools  in  respect  of  a 
liberal  education,  and  of  such  part  of  that  edu- 
cation as  relates  to  religious  instruction.*' 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL 
thought  the  Amendment  might  be  ac- 
cGDted 

Mr.  HEYGATE  recommended  that 
the  words  should  be  retained. 

Viscount  SANDON  agreed  in  the 
feeline  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  thought 
it  hardly  fair  to  squeeze  in  an  opinion 
in  the  Preamble,  after  the  alterations 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  held  that  this 
portion  of  the  Preamble  would  convey  an 
insinuation  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  did  not  care  for  religious 
education,  which  was  not  the  fact. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED-HOPE  said,  that 
there  would  be  no  insinuation  in  the 
words,  wjiich  were  simply  a  plain  direc- 
tion. Although  certain  clauses  had  been 
abandoned,  they  expected  to  have  an 
equivalent  for  them  next  year.  He  did  not 
value  one  rush  the  material  Conser- 
vatism of  the  hon.  Member  who  last 
night  and  to-day  had  put  himself  for- 
ward as  the  leader  of  the  irreligious 
Conservatives.  ["  Oh,  oh!  "]  Perhaps 
he  ought  to  say  the  xmdenominational 
Conservatives.     [  * '  Order ! "  ] 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  discussing  a  sub- 
ject which  did  not  arise  on  the  Amend- 
ment. 


Mr.  BEEESFOED-HOPE  said,  he 
should  oppose  the  omission  of  those 
words. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  retracted  the 
word  insinuation,  saying  that  the  part  of 
the  Preamble  he  wished  to  strike  out 
would  be  a  positive  charge  against  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED-HOPE  explained 
that  unless  he  thought  the  Bill  would 
promote  a  better  system  of  religious 
education  he  would  vote  against  it. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  deprecated 
any  renewal  of  discussion  on  these  points, 
and  suggested  that  it  would  be  better 
to  strike  out  the  Preamble  altogether. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  considered  it  of 
great  importance  to  retain  the  Preamble 
as  a  guide  to  those  who  would  have  to 
enforce  the  Act.  Its  terms  were  often 
appealed  to,  and  if  struck  out,  he  should 
cease  to  support  the  Bill. 

Mr.  KAY-SHUTTLE  WOETH  asked, 
what  provisions  remaining  in  the  BiU, 
the  Preamble  would  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  understood  that 
notwithstanding  the  omission  of  the 
clauses  refeiTca  to,  the  Bill  did  more 
than  merely  transfer  the  powers  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  the  latter 
were  intended  to  carry  out  the  original 
Acts  in  a  difiTeront  spirit  from  that  which 
had  influenced  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners.  [**No,  no!"]  Knot 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  a  farce. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  was  sorry 
that  a  dispute  should  arise  on  what  was 
immaterial,  when  what  was  really  ma- 
terial had  ceased  to  be  in  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  disguise  his  opinion  on  the  mat- 
ter. But  he  must  point  out  that  there 
was  now  no  necessity  for  the  Preamble. 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
last  year,  the  Commissioners  stated, 
when  examined,  that  they  did  not  con- 
sider there  was  such  a  thing  as  a  real 
and  liberal  education  without  religious 
instruction.  No  doubt  the  Commis- 
sioners who  would  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  would  act  upon  that 
principle. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  warned  the  Com- 
mittee,  that  unless  the  Amendment  was 
accepted,  it  would  be  necessary  to  raise 
the  question  of  the  original  founder  who 
had  been  a  Eoman  Catholic. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  ad- 
vised that  the  Amendment  be  with- 
drawn, in  order  that  the  Preamble 
might  be  omitted. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  ho  would 
adopt  that  course. 

Amondinent,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  urged 
that  in  future,  Bills  should  bo  so  drafted 
that  the  time  of  the  House  need  not  be 
occupied  in  discussing  the  meaning  of 
clauses. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  suspected  that 
in  tliis  instance  the  draftsman  was  not 
to  blame,  and  that,  as  had  already  been 
suggested,  the  clauses  in  question  had 
been  drawn  to  order.  lie  thought  that 
too  much  had  been  said  about  the  dilli- 
culty  of  understanding  Wxq  4  th  clause. 
For  liis  own  part,  he  could  only  say  that 
lie  understood  it  too  well.  He  trusted 
that  on  the  Eeport  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  able  to  answer  a  question  that  had 
formerly  been  put,  with  respect  to  the 
names  of  the  additional  Commissioners. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  pointed  out  that 
if  the  Committee  struck  out  only  the  first 
part  of  the  Preamble,  they  might  be 
hold  to  have  negatived  the  instructions 
enjoining  the  Commissioners  to  promote 
religious  education,  whereas  if  they 
struck  out  the  whole,  it  would  be  clear 
that  they  wished  to  secure  peace,  and 
avoid  embarrassing  the  Commissioners. 

Preamble  struck  out. 
House  resumed, 

lUU  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
^idor(.'d  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  228.] 

C'lirUCll  TATKOXAGE  (SCOTLAND) 
]JILL.— [Bill  loO.] 

{'I In-    l.rn'd    Advocate.) 
[^Lords.']       COilMITTJEE. 

Oriltjr  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  mado,  and  (Juestion  proposed, 
**  That  !Mr.  Sptsikur  do  now  leave  the 
Cliair."--(77/^  Lord  Advocate.) 

nil.  EDWARD  JENKINS,  in  i-isiug 
to  move  an  Amondmont,  said :  Sir,  I  rise 
with  much  rolnctanfte  at  this  period  of  the 
►Sossi'iu,  to  iiitcrfrri'  hetwr^on  tlie  House 
and  ii:oiTig  into  Committj/o  on  the  Bill ; 
and  it  is  kimwn  to  Ww  jNIajesty's  Go- 
venimoiit  tliat  I  should  have  bt.-tn  willing 
to  withdraw  my  ()]>position  to  the  Bill 
in  consideration  of  iho  position  of  Public 
]^u.sinL>3,  had  it  not  boon  that  I  knew 
that  a  numht^r  of  ni}'  Imn.  Fri(uids  on  this 
»^ide  of  th(j  House,  RcjuM.'.^putatives  of 
Scotland,  dof?iro  to  have  an  opportunity 


of   entering  their  protest   asainit  tli* 
Bill.    Intending,  therefore,  n>r  a  bmf 
period  to  interpose  between  the  HoBse 
and  its  business,  I  may  be  allowed  to 
crave    indulgence  whilst   entering  t]» 
protest  which  I  also  propose  to  eater 
against  the  Bill.    I  fe^  that  the  Bill  ii 
so  bad  that  it  could  not  possibly  be 
made  worse,  and  we  canaot  make  it  ut 
better,  and  therefore  I   shall  take  no 
pai-t  whatever  in  the  dirtcussion  in  Com- 
mittee on  it.     But  I  think  it  is  better 
that    there  should    be   an   opportmiitT 
afforded  to  those  who  hold  the  vien 
that  I  do  on  this  question — I  mean  the 
views  entertained  by  a  large  number  of 
Scotchmen — that  an  opportunity  should 
be  afforded  us  of  entering  our  protest 
against  the  dang^roujs  precedents  created 
by  it.     I  trust  the    discussion  on  the 
point,  which  may  occupy  a  short  time, 
may  in    the    long    nm    save    time  m 
Committee.     I  wish  first  to  point  ont 
the   difference   between    the  Motion  I 
have  put  on  the  Paper  and  that  put  on 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter).    For  his  mi 
a  Motion  for    delay,   and   on  details; 
mine  is  a  Motion  which  asserts  a  prin- 
ciple— a  principle  which  ought  to  be  as- 
serted on  this  side  of  the  House  in  re- 
ference to  future  legislation.     His  m 
a  Motion  which  called  for  inquiry ;  but 
mine  is  totally  irrespective  of  it.    I  beg 
to  move — 

"  Tlmt,  in  tlic  opinion  of  this  House,  it  ii  nr<» 
expedient,  in  aholishinf?  tho  existing  riglitA  of 
Putronuge  in    Scotland,  to    i^orc  the   other 
I  ]h'es1)>'torian  bodies,  and  to  Icguslatc  for  the  ex- 
clusive benefit  of  the  Kstabliahed  Church." 

Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  say  that  I  con- 
scientiously helieve — and  the  House  mar 
accept  my  opinion  for  what  it  is  worth 
— that  this  expresses  tho  opinion  of  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
if  we  take  those  tests  of  public  opinion 
which  are  open  to  us.  Whether  we 
take  the  Press  of  Scotland,  with  respect 
to  its  ahility,  or  with  respect  to  its  cir- 
culation ;  or  whether  we  take  the  Beso- 
lutions  of  the  Free  Church  Assembly,  I 
think  I  am  practically  justified  in  saying 
tlmt  in  making  that  Motion  I  am  ex- 
pressing the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
tlie  people  of  Scotland.  In  whose  in- 
terests is  the  Bill  pi-oposed  ?  Is  it  pro- 
])osod  in  the  interests  of  the  Chuicn  of 
Scotland  ?  Then  it  is  in  the  interests  of 
the  minority  of  tho  Scotch  people.  Is  it 
proj^osed  in  the  interests  of  the  Scotdi 
X)e()ple  ?     Sir,  Her  Majesty's  MiniBtoi 
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have  had  their  mouths  full  of  the  Scotch 
Church,  but  neyer  in  all  the  time  have 
they  spoken  of  the  Scotch  people.  The 
people's  interests  have  not  been  consulted. 
tVom  first  to  last,  I  venture  to  say,  that 
this  is  a  Church  Bill,  and  is  against  the 
popular  will.  K  it  were  in  the  interests 
of  the  Scotch  people,  then  it  is  too 
narrow  and  too  wcaK,  and  too  exclusive 
altogether,  to  be  accepted  as  a  boon  by 
the  people  of  Scotland.  We  have  asked 
upon  what  principle  this  Bill  is  based, 
and  I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain 
whether  there  is  any  great  moral  or 
political  principle  in  it,  and  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  utterly  un- 
principled. But  when  I  say  that,  let 
me  say  that  I  do  not  for  a  moment  say 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
does  not  see  and  feel  a  principle  at  the 
bottom  of  the  Bill.  I  believe  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  is  recdly  sincere 
and  earnest  when  he  says  this  Bill  will 
conduce  to  the  progress  of  Christian 
principles  in  Scotland.  He  thinks  it  is  a 
good  Bill ;  but  I  tliink  if  he  will  allow 
me  to  say  so,  that  that  is  simply  an 
amiable  delusion,  and  that  in  this  case 
he  is  acting  as  the  cat's  paw  of  certain 
very  clever  people  in  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  We 
are  entitled  to  ask  on  what  principle  the 
Bill  is  based.  Is  it  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  correcting  admitted  blunders 
in  the  Act  of  1843  ?  If  it  is,  it  will  be  at 
the  expense  of  persons  who  were  injured 
by  the  blunders  of  1843.  It  is  a  Bill 
introduced  to  strengthen  the  Church, 
and  to  spite  the  people  of  Scotland. 
When  we  examine  the  antecedent  cir- 
cumstances of  tlio  Bill  what  does  it  show 
to  us  ?  Was  the  Free  Church  consulted  ? 
Was  there  any  attempt  to  establish  those 
friendly  relations  between  the  Free 
Church  and  the  Established  Church 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
says  he  is  desirous  of  promoting  ?  Be- 
cause, if  we  are  going  to  establish  friendly 
relations  between  two  ecclesiastical 
Bodies,  surely  the  way  to  do  it  is  not  to 
come  to  Parliament  to  ask  for  an  Act 
assented  to  and  promoted  by  only  one 
side.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
had  received  assurances  by  the  Free 
Church  and  by  the  Established  Church, 
then  it  would  have  been  proper  for  him 
to  come  here  and  ask  that  this  measure 
should  be  passed.  But  instead  of  insti- 
tuting attempts  at  conciliation,  what 
have  we?  We  have  first  of  all  a  de- 
liberate attempt  to  injure  the  Voluntary 


Churches  by  attracting  adherents  irom 
them,  for  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
create  a  State  Church  in  Scotland,  and 
to  hold  out  inducements  to  members 
of  other  Churches  to  come  into  that 
Church.  I  say  such  a  policy  as  that 
may  be  only  an  insidious  policy  for  a 
Church  to  adopt ;  but,  and  I  say  it 
not  offensively,  it  is  a  fatal  course 
for  a  national  Government  to  adopt. 
Then  the  object  is  to  unite  the  right  of 
presentation  with  the  enjoyment,  and  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  object  in 
the  minds  of  those  in  Scotland  promoting 
this  Bill  is,  that  by  uniting  these  two 
rights  under  this  Act  of  Parliament,  it 
may  be  impossible  for  us  easily  to  upset 
the  arrangement ;  and  when  it  is  pro- 
posed, as  it  inevitably  will  be,  to  dises- 
tablish the  Church  of  Scotlaud,  we  shall 
be  told  that  we  have  united  the  right  of 
presentation  and  the  right  of  enjoy- 
ment, and  that  we  cannot  expect  Scot- 
land to  restore  the  national  endowments. 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  that  is  really 
the  principle,  if  there  is  any  principle, 
which  has  been  at  the  bottom  of  the 
agitation  which  has  resulted  in  this 
measure.  I  think  it  is  right,  therefore, 
that  a  protest  should  be  entered  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  on  behalf  of  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland,  against  this  being 
accepted  as  a  finality  measure.  We 
enter  our  protest  here  to-day  that  this  is 
not  to  be  accepted  as  a  finality  measure, 
and  we  say  that  we  hold  ourselves  free 
to  open  the  question  in  future,  whether 
the  endowments  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land shall  be  enjoyed  by  one  Church 
alone.  I  do  not  know  whether  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  have  g(me 
into  every  issue  involved  in  this  case. 
It  involves  some  of  the  most  important 
issues  ever  raised,  w^ith  respect  to  eccle- 
siastical subjects,  in  this  House  ;  and  in 
that  respect,  it  is  recdly  the  most  impor- 
tant Bill  that  was  ever  brought  before 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  And  I 
say  this — I  cannot  help  feeling  that  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  gone  into 
the  question,  and  seen  what  all  its  rela- 
tions are,  they  would  have  hesitated  a 
long  time  before  they  supported  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  Bill.  We 
do  think  that  we  see  a  little  deeper 
into  the  future  of  the  Bill  than  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  with  regard  to 
taking  advantage  at  some  future  time  of 
the  pre<?edents  which  are  afforded  by  it. 
There  have  been,  in  the  discussions 
which  have  taken  place  on  the  BiU,  his» 
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torical  references,  researches,  and  dis- 
quisitions ;  but  I  venture  to  tell  the 
House  that  this  is  not  a  matter  for  his- 
torical research.  It  is  a  matter  of  the 
immediate  present.  "When  such  a  ques- 
tion is  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  what  are  the  issues  involved  ? 
What  are  the  immediate  circumstances 
of  the  case?  Is  the  proposition  with 
respect  to  those  circumstances,  consider- 
ing the  duty  of  the  Church  and  its  rela- 
tion to  the  country,  its  numbers,  and  all 
other  circumstances — is  it  a  righteous 
proposal  that  is  put  before  us  r  It  is 
not  a  matter  of  history.  The  history  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  is  a  thing  of  the 
past,  if  I  may  be  pardoned  the  expres- 
sion. I  mean  it  is  a  thing  with  respect 
to  which  we  have  little  concern  in  refe- 
rence to  this  discussion.  Now  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  raised  the 
question,  we  are  bound  to  take  heed  of 
the  present  circumstances,  and  to  ask 
ourselves  whether  this  is  a  righteous  or 
an  unrighteous  proposal.  If  you  did 
look  into  the  history  of  the  question, 
history  would  give  you  examples  of  but 
one  conclusion,  and  that  conclusion  is 
that  that  which  would  have  been  right 
to  do  in  1843,  when  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land embraced  the  vast  majority  of  the 
Scottish  people,  it  is  unrighteous  and 
improper  to  do  in  1874,  when  the 
Church  of  Scotland  includes  only  a  por- 
tion of  the  Scotch  nation.  This  is  to 
unite  ancient  wrongs  with  modem  in- 
stitutions. We  ask — What  are  the 
claims  which  the  Church  has  for  this 
measure  to  be  brought  forward  ?  They 
have  neither  a  superior  majority,  a 
superior  spirituality,  nor  superior  muni- 
ficence to  the  Churches  of  the  majority 
of  the  Scotch  people.  Efforts  have  been 
made  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  show 
that  the  Scotch  Church  really  does  con- 
stitute the  ecclesiastical  back-bone — if  I 
may  say  so,  of  the  Scotch  people.  What 
are  the  facts  ?  Look  on  their  munifi- 
cence. Out  of  £1,000,000  contributed, 
the  contributions  of  the  Established 
Church  were  only  £270,000.  WTiat  are 
the  conclusions  to  bo  drawn  from  that  ? 
Either  that  the  Established  Church  does 
not  embrace  the  majority  of  the  Scotch 
people,  or  else  that  the  nippings  and 
fightings  in  the  Establishment  are  so 
great  that,  although  they  may  be  in  a 
majority,  the  amount  of  their  religious 
sacrifices  amounts  only  to  one-third  of 
tliose  of  the  Free  Church  and  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church.     During  the  last 
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two  weeks  this  House  has  been  engaged 
in  ecclesiastical  debates.     There  was  in 
old  woman,  who  was  asked  by  a  deigy- 
man  whether  she  had  got  religion,  and 
she    replied — **Yes,    I  have  a   slight 
touch  of  it  now  and  then."    That  seems 
to  be  the  position  of  this  House.    We 
are  able  to  go  on,  for  a  considerate 
period,  without  any  touches  of  religious 
discord ;  but  now  we  find  ourselves  sad- 
denly  immersed  in  ecclesiastical  and  reli- 
gious debates.    Two  remarkable  Bills 
relating  to  the  only  two  State  Churches 
which  now  survive  in  the  Imperial  domi- 
nions have  been  brought  oefore  this 
House  during    the    last  two  or  three 
weeks,  one  of  them  introduced  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,   and  the  other 
introduced  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  both 
raising     questions     of    the     extremeit 
gravity  and  extremest  peril  to  the  re- 
lations between  Church  and  State.    %, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,   at  the 
close  of  his  speech  upon  this  question, 
taunted  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  with  reference  to  the 
part  which  he  had  taken  in  the  disee- 
tablishment  of  the  Irish  Church,  by  say- 
ing that  he  hoped  that  upon  his  tomo- 
stone,  at  all  events,   he  would  not  be 
enabled  to  have  inscribed  the  epitaph 
that   he    has   disestablished  any  other 
Church.     Sir,  I  say  it  with  all  meekness 
and  submission  to  the  opposite  side,  that 
it  seems  to  me  that  between  right  re?. 
Prelates  and  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  things  go  on  as  they  are  going  now. 
there  will  be  no  Church  left  for  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  disestablish.    I  introduce 
these  questions  only  because  they  form 
part  of  the  conscientious  protests  which 
I  am  entering  at  this  moment  against 
the  Bill.     I  know  and  feel  how  painful 
some  of  the  things  which  I  am  saying 
may  appear  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
but  I  can   assure  them  that  but  for  a 
sense  of  duty  I  would  not  utter  one  word 
that  I  thought  would  in  any  way  wound 
their  feelings.     But  I  cannot  help  feel- 
ing   that  the    Bill    does    raise    ques- 
tions which  the  friends  of  Establishment 
might  very  well  have  allowed  to  rest — 
questions  which  once  raised    amongst 
Scotchmen,  we  may  depend  upon  it  they 
will   never   cdlow  to   sleep.     With  the 
exception  of  a  very  small  party  in  the 
Free  Church,  who  have  very  peculiar 
views  upon  State  endowments,  Sue  Bill 
has  converted   every  Free  Chuichman 
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this  time  forth  into  a  disestablish- 
xnent  man;  and  I  ask  tho  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  opposite,  with  his 
amiable  desire  to  promote  the  union  of 
the  Free  and  Established  Churches,  and 
his  extreme  anxiety  to  see  that  there 
should  be  religious  pi*ogress  in  Scotland, 
whether  in  raising  the  question,  he  has 
not  raised  other  issues  of  the  most  peril- 
ous character  to  those  very  institutions 
which  he  desires  to  strengthen?  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  South 
Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alexander)  put  this 
question — whether  we  could  not  dis- 
cuss a  matter  like  this  without  intro- 
ducing the  question  of  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  ?  My  answer  is  **No," 
and  that  is  why  I  got  up  to  speak  this 
erening.  We  cannot  discuss  the  ques- 
tion without  raising  those  issues.  The 
Bill  itself  introduces  them  to  our  notice, 
and  if  they  are  raised  at  all,  they  have 
been  raised  by  Her  Majesty's  Gfovem- 
ment.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  this  is  a 
mere  matter  of  internal  arrangement. 
The  proposal  touches  the  very  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  relations  between 
Church  and  State,  and  I  would  put  two 
points  very  briefly  in  proof  of  that.  It 
proposes  to  transfer  tho  patronage, 
which  is  legally  vested  in  a  body  of 
national  trustees,  to  another  body  who 
are  not  national,  but  who  are  sectarian 
trustees.  Does  not  that  touch  very 
deeply  the  question  of  Establishment  ? 
And  therefore,  with  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  agi*ee  with 
me  in  reference  to  Establishment,  does 
it  not  fairly  raise  the  question  whether 
■  or  not  it  is  more  righteous  than  to  ac- 
cept the  proposals  of  the  Bill,  to  sever 
the  patronage  and  the  property  altoge- 
ther from  the  Church  ?  The  second 
point  which  I  put  with  reference  to  that 
is  this — that  the  Bill  creates  as  managers 
and  administrators  of  Church  property, 
a  body  of  constituents  selected,  not  with 
reference  to  their  faith,  because  their 
faith  is  the  same  as  that  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  but  wim  re- 
ference to  their  adhesion  to  a  narrow 
ecclesiastical  body ;  and  it  excludes  a 
larg^  number  of  citizens  of  the  same 
belief  equally  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
the  national  endowments.  Sir,  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  with  all  submission  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  these  two 
positions  are  irrefutable — that  they  can- 
not be  answered,  and  that  no  attempt 
has  been  made  to  answer  them  on  the 
other  side.    And  those  two  positions, 


taken  as  we  take  them  to-day,  will  bo 
positions  which  will  have  a  very  power- 
ful effect  on  discussions  which  must  in- 
evitably ensue  in  regard  to  this  measure. 
The  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill  have 
been  based  almost  entirely  on  fictions. 
Perhaps  that  is  not  to  be  wondered  at. 
English  statesmen,  perhaps,  are  not  very 
intimately  acquainted  with  Scotch  eccle- 
siasticism.  One  of  the  most  brilliant  of 
modem  novelists,  and  one  of  the  most 
able  and  practical  of  modem  statesmen, 
in  a  novel  which  he  wrote  not  long  since, 
put  into  the  mouth  of  a  Cardinal  of  the 
Komish  Church  a  sort  of  description  of 
ecclesiastical  affairs  in  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  In  this  conversation,  a  lady 
says  to  the  Cardinal — 

.      **  Yon  wore  tolling  me  about  Scotland,  that 
!  you  yourself  thouglit  it  ripe." 

The  answer  is — 

"Unquestionably — tho  ori^nal  plan  waa  to 
have  established  our  hiemreli>  when  the  Kirk 
split  up  ;  but  that  would  have  l)cen  a  niistiike. 
It  was  not  then  ripe.  ITii^re  would  have  l)e<*n  a 
fanatical  reaction.  There  is  always  a  tendency 
thiit  way  in  Scotland,  As  it  is,  at  this  moment 
the  Esta])lishment  and  tho  Free  Kirk  are  mu- 
tually sip^liiug  for  some  compi-omistr  which  may 
brinpthrm  together  again,  and  if  the  i)roprietors 
would  give  up  thc^ir  petty  patronage,  some  flatter 
themselves  it  might  be  airanged.  But  we  ar<; 
thorouglily  well-informetl,  and  have  i>rovide<l 
for  all  this.  We  s<?nt  two  of  our  Iwst  men  into 
Scotland  some  time  ago,  and  they  have  invented 
a  new  Churcli,  calle<i  the  United*  Presbji^^rians. 
John  Knox  himself  was  never  mort^  vigilant  or 
more  mischievous.  ITio  United  Presbyterians 
will  do  tho  busim'ss ;  they  will  n^nder  Scotland 
simply  impossible  to  live  in ;  and  then,  when 
the  crisis  arrivt^s,  the  distractiid  and  desjMiiring 
millions  will  find  rt^fuge  in  th(!  Iwsom  of  their 
only  mother.  That  is  why,  at  homo,  we  wanted 
dt^lay  in  the  publication  of  the  l>ull  and  the  es- 
tablishment of  the  hierarchy." 

Sir,  tho  author  of  that  passage  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  lias  defended  this 
Bill  in  the  House,  and  brought  it  forward 
at  tho  head  of  Her  Mmesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  am  sure  that  of  all  men  in  this 
House  who  would  be  inclined  to  resent 
such  references  as  these  on  the  part  of 
young  Members,  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man would  be  the  last;  and  he  will 
surely  not  be  angry  with  me  for  saying 
that  if  he  were  great  in  political  fictions, 
he  has  now  apparently  become  great  in 
fictitious  politics.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  I  main- 
tain that  there  never  was  a  greater 
fiction  than  the  speech  of  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  the  rela- 
tions of  the  Established  Church  in  Scot- 
land to  the  Free  Church.  What  did  h(; 
say  ?    He  said  that  this  is  an  Act  which 
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does  not  interest  in  any  degree  those  who 
are  outside,  and  which  greatly  interests 
those  who  are  inside.  Now,  I  ask  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  represent  Scot- 
land, whether  such  a  statement  as  that 
is  not  almost  an  insult  to  the  intelligence 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  whether 
it  is  not  almost  in  fact  a  contradiction  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  of  the 
history  of  the  relation  of  the  Scotch 
Church  to  the  people?  From  first  to 
last,  the  Scotch  people  have  been  bound 
up  with  this  ecclesiasticism.  Those  who 
have  left  it  did  so  reluctantly  and  under 
protest,  and  nobody  can  doubt  that  the 
natural  position  of  every  Scotchman  is 
under  the  wing  of  the  Scotch  Presby- 
terian Church,  whether  it  be  established 
or  whether  it  be  not.  Why — if  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  were 
true — call  this  a  national  Establishment  ? 
If  it  is  a  matter  which  concerns  only  the 
people  inside  of  the  Church,  why  should 
it  be  brought  into  Parliament  and  dis- 
cussed here  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man very  candidly,  tlie  other  night,  when 
matters  were  rather  pressing  upon  the 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill,  ac- 
cepted the  assurance  from  one  of  my 
hon.  Fnends  behind  me,  who  is  a  Non- 
conformist, that  he  took  an  interest  in 
the  Established  Church ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  every 
Nonconformist  ought  to  take  an  interest 
in  the  purity  of  worship  in  the  Establish- 
ment. Is  that  to  be  good  for  England 
and  bad  for  Scotland?  Are  the  Non- 
conformists of  Scotland,  who  really  have 
the  same  creed,  the  same  faith,  and  the 
same  doctrines  and  formularies,  not  to 
take  an  interest  in  the  condition  of  the 
Established  Church  in  that  country, 
while  the  Nonconformists  in  England, 
wlio  are  opposed  on  many  points  of  doc- 
trine to  the  Established  Church,  are  per- 
mitted, and  even  invited  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  aid  him  in  purifying 
and  regulating  the  worship  of  the  Church 
of  England  ?  It  is  true  that  those  in- 
side the  Scotch  Church  have  an  interest 
in  this  matter,  because  it  combines  for 
them  the  disposal  with  the  enjoyment 
of  the  benefit  of  these  endowments ;  but 
has  the  Scotch  nation,  to  whom  the  pro- 
perty belongs,  no  right  to  come  here  and 
protest  that  this  is  a  proceeding  which 
is  invidious,  inequitable,  and  unjust, 
and  against  which  they  strongly  protest  ? 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  re- 
ferring to  the  statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  that 
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the  Established  Church  dxore  ont  tb 
Free  Church,  said — "That,  how6Ter,ii 
not  my  view  of  the  great  struggle.  I 
think  the  Free  Church  resigned,  and 
abandoned    her  rights  and  daims  in 
the    Established    Church,     and    that, 
therefore,  those  rights  and  claims  onglit 
not   now  to   be   acknowledged ; "   al- 
though  upon   the   principal   qaestioos 
upon  whioi  the  Free  Church  seceded, 
we  are   now  about  to  concede  to  the 
Established  Church  those  rights.    One 
of  the  most  remarkable  things  that  ever 
happened  was  the  great  saonfices  made 
by  these    great  Scotchmen  when  they 
withdrew  from  the  Church.     They  Ur 
crificed  all  the  benefits  of  her  endow- 
ments, and  went  out  for  the  purpose  of 
asserting  what  many  men  in  this  Hoaae 
would  no  doubt  be  inclined  to  regard  as 
merely  theoretical  principles.    But  when 
that  took  place  the  word   *'Ichabod" 
was  written  on  the  walls  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, by  introducing  a  Patronage  Bill, 
thinks  he  can  entirely  obliterate  it.    It 
is  upon  such  fictions  as  these  that  the 
Bill  is  founded,   and  is  being  earned 
through  the  House.    Let  me,  at  risk  of 
detaining  the  House  for  a  moment  or 
two,  read  one  or  two  passages  from  the 
Claim,  Declaration,  and  Protest  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  1842.     They  say, 
with  reference  to  the  Courts,  that— 

"  not  confining  thcmsolvos  to  the  detcmiiai- 
tion  of  civil  actions,  they  have  stepped  bejrond 
the  province  allotted  to  them  by  the  constitn- 
tion,  deciding  not  only  actions  ciyil  but  canacf 
spiritiuil  and  ecclesiastical,  and  that  too  even 
when  they  hud  no  connection  with  the  cxcrdde 
of  the  right  of  patronage ;  and  have  united  tho 
jurisdiction,  and  encroached  upon  the  spiritiul 
privileges,  of  the  Courts  of  this  Church. 

Then  they  proceeded  to  give  seyeral  in- 
stances: and  then  in  1843,  in  the  last 
protest  they  made  before  thoy  went  out 
of  the  Assembly,  they  say — 

"  And  we  further  protest  that  anv  Assembly 
constituted  in  submission  to  the  conoitiona  now 
declared  to  be  law,  is  not,  and  shall  not  be, 
deemed  a  free  and  lawful  Assembly  of  tbe 
Church  of  Scotland  according  to  the  original 
and  fundamental  principles  thereof,  and  that  the 
Cluiui,  Declaration,  and  I'rotest  shall  be  hflJdcn 
as  sotting  forth  the  true  constitution  of  the 
Church,  and  that  the  said  Claim,  along  with  the 
laws  of  the  Church  now  subsisting,  uiall  in  no 
wise  be  affected  by  whatsoever  acta  and  pro- 
ceedings of  any  Assembly  constituted  under  ths 
conditions  now  de<'lared  to  be  law,  and  in  sub- 
mission to  the  coercion  now  imposed  on  the 
Establishment." 

In  the  face  of  such  a  protest  and  decla- 
ration as  that,  how  is  it  that  the  right 


€61 


Chwreh  Patronage  {July  24,  1874} 


{Scotland)  Bill 


662 


hon.  G^ntloman  can  say  that  tho  Free 
Church  resigned ;  that  it  was  not  driyen 
out  of  the  Established  Church ;  and  that 
it  did  not,  in  going  out,  assert  that  it 
wto  tho  Ohurcli  of  Scotland,  and  that 
the  Established  Church  roiuainod  simply 
in  connection  with  tho  State,  and  was 
really  not  entitled  to  tho  endowments 
which  it  enjoyed  ?  There  was  but  one 
ground  of  recommendation,  and  that 
was  a  ground  wliioh  for  some  time  oc- 
cupied my  attention,  and  rather  drew 
mo  in  tho  direction  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
that  the  Bill  was  likely  to  be  a  concilia- 
tory measure,  and  load  to  a  reconcilia- 
tion between  the  divei*se  elements  of 
P^sbvterianism  in  Scotland.  But,  Sir, 
the  noble  Lords  who  in  **  another  place  " 
sapported  the  Bill,  and  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  have  admitted  that  there 
is  no  hope  whatever,  as  the  result  of  the 
Bill,  of  union  with  the  other  Churches  in 
Scotland  ;  and  thus  the  only  ground 
which  at  all  could  recommend  it  to  me  is 
cut  from  under  my  feet  by  tho  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  is  one  other  matter  which  I  desire 
to  point  out.  An  attempt  has  been 
maae  from  tho  op^iosito  side — and  tho 
right  hon-  Gentleman  himself  was  a 
party  to  that  attempt — to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  patronage  in  Scotland 
and  patronage  in  England.  Tlie  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  said  practically,  that 
patronage  in  Scotland  and  patronage  in 
England  was  not  an  identical  ai*ticle.  I 
beg  to  protest  against  any  such  assump- 
tion as  that.  I  would  point  out  to  hon. 
Members  opposit(»,  that  in  so  far  as  con- 
cerns their  legal  and  constitutional  rela- 
tions, patronage  in  Scotland  and  patron- 
age in  England  are  precisely  the  same  ; 
and  that  what  is  professed  to  be  done  by 
the  Bill  will  be  creating  a  precedent 
hereafter  witli  reference  to  patronage  in 
England.  Why,  Sir,  we  already  see  the 
signs  of  this  in  the  action  taken  in  the 
English  Church.  If  anyone  roads  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  upon  Church  Patronage, 
they  will  find  that  to  a  certain  extent, 
they  actually  propound  \'iews  which  are 
in  the  direction  of  Ijord  Aberdeen's  Act, 
and  which  are  intt^nded  to  give  the  con- 
gregations a  certain  right  of  resistance 
to  tiie  appointment  by  the  patrons  of 
their  ministers.  And  the  thing  will  go 
on,  and  if  this  precedent  is  established 
for  patronage  in  Scotland,  we  may  de- 
pend upon  it,  that  the  time  will  come 
when  it  will  bo  carried  out  with  refer- 


ence to  patronage  in  England.  There  is 
only  ono  other  point  wliich  I  feel  it 
necessary  to  touch  upon,  and  it  is  this — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich,  who  spoke  the  other 
night,  and  the  noble  Duke  who  in  tlie 
House  of  Lords  supported  tlie  measure, 
are  at  direct  variance  with  reference  to 
the  principles  of  an  Establishment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tliinks  that  an 
Establishment  should  be  a  universal 
comprehension  of  opinions,  doctrines, 
and  customs.  The  noble  Duke,  on  tho 
other  hand,  said  that  if  they  were  to 
make  the  Church  as  comprehensive  as 
that,  he  for  one  would  go  in  for  dis- 
establishment. So  we  see  that  the  two 
issues  are  raised  upon  which  alone 
Establishments  can  be  defended  or  sup- 
ported in  the  country.  Either  an  Estab- 
lishment must  be  as  comprehensive  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  in  order 
to  make  it  a  national  Establishment ;  or 
a  fixed  and  definite  cree<l,  to  which  you 
will  insist  that  every  person  who  enters 
it  shall  subscribe.  And  what  is  tho 
natural  consequence  of  such  a  position 
as  that  ?  It  is  that  when  the  Church  is 
made  to  include  what  it  does  not  com- 
prehend, you  form  a  secularized  and 
divided  ecclesiasticism ;  and,  on  tho 
other  hand,  if  you  deny  to  it  the  com- 
prehension of  every  phase  of  Christian 
religion,  you  make  it  an  impracticable 
civil  institution.  On  either  side,  with 
reference  to  it,  you  must  fall  into  the 
ditch,  and  my  object  has  been  to  point 
the  moral  of  tho  Bill.  It  seems  already 
that,  even  with  many  hon.  Members 
opposite,  tho  only  liopo  of  maintaining 
a  national  Church  in  these  days,  is  that 
you  should  emasculate  the  religion  of  it, 
or  anything  like  creed.  There  is  an 
epigrammatic  saying  that  perplexed 
Churches  were  made  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  not  by  God.  There  never 
was  a  truer  epigram  than  that,  for  two 
perplexed  Churches  have  come  to  this 
House  during  tlie  last  few  weeks  to  ask 
us  to  patch  and  mend  them.  AVe  feel, 
and  have  felt  in  dealing  with  these  ques- 
tions, how  incompetent  we  were  to  do 
that  which  they  ask  of  us,  and  what  I 
venture  to  say  in  conclusion,  witliout  tlie 
least  desire  to  create  any  ill-feeling,  is 
this — perplexed  Churches,  when  they 
come  to  Parliament,  should  bo  sent 
away  from  Parliament  to  the  source 
whence  they  derive  their  inspiration. 
Let  them  be  cut  loose,  and  let  them  be 
guided  and  protected  by  God  Himseli'. 
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The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  letivc  out  from  tlie  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qu«?8tioii,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  tlie  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  expe- 
dient, in  abolishing  the  existing  rights  of 
Patronage  in  Scotland,  to  ignore  the  other  Pres- 
byterian bodi(.'S,  [ind  to  l(.*gislate  for  the  exclu- 
sive benefit  of  the  Established  Church," — {Mr. 
Edward  Jc/iAiuftj) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY:  I  rise  to 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee.  I  do 
so,  because  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Bill  are  most  ungene- 
rous and  unjust  to  the  non-Established 
Churches  in  Scotland,  and  I  crave  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  en- 
deavour as  briefly  as  possible  to  state 
my  n»asons  for  saying  so.  I  quite  agree 
witli  my  lion.  Friend  in  thinking  that 
the  historical  aspect  of  patronage  does 
not  h(ilp  us  much  in  the  consideration  of 
this  question,  because,  however  interest- 
ing it  may  be  to  know  the  law  and  prac- 
tice of  150  years  ago,  they  can  scarcely 
bo  of  service  in  guiding  us  to  a  conclu- 
sion now,  wlieu  circumstances  are  so  en- 
tirelv  different.  Neither  do  I  think  it  of 
very  great  importance  what  was  the 
precise  attitude  of  the  Free  Church  in 
1843,  because  the  Free  Church  as  well 
as  tlie  Established  Church  of  Scotland 
have  of  necessity  progressed  with  the 
public  mind,  and  are  not  now  what  they 
were  in  1843.  The  real  question  is — 
what  is  tlio  relation  between  the  different 
religious  parties  in  Scotland,  and  what 
will  bo  the  effect  of  tlio  Bill  on  the 
public  mind  in  Scotland  in  the  present 
day  ?  Now,  there  was  no  doubt  a  time 
when  this  measure  would  have  been  cor- 
dially accepted  by  the  Liberal  party  in 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  that  it  would 
have  prevented  the  great  Disruption 
which  took  place  in  1843.  But  many 
things  have  hapjiened  since  then.  The 
ministers  of  the  P^ree  Church  have  had 
30  years'  experience  of  practical  Volun- 
taryism, and  the  controversy  which  has 
been  going  on  more  or  less  since  has 
carried  the  public  mind  far  beyond  pa- 
tronage, which  few  now  defend ;  and 
tho  grout  Church  question  of  the  day  is 
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not  the  question  of  patronage,  bn^  of  the 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  of 
the  State  Church.  There  has  been  grow- 
ing of  late  years,  not  only  among  the 
non-Established  Churches,  but  even  in 
minds  of  thoughtful  adherents  of  the 
Established   Church  itself,  a  oonvictioii 
that  disestablishment  is  only  a  queetioa 
of  time,  and  that  only  on  the  basis  of  a 
common  religious  equality,  can  any  hope 
be  entertained  of  a  union  of  the  various 
Presbyterian  Bodies  of  Scotland.   There 
has  been  a  hope  that  public  opinion 
might  so  mature  towards  disestablish- 
ment, that  the  very  force  and  strength 
of  that  opinion  would  bring  about  the 
disestablishment ;  if  not  with  the  con- 
sent, at  least  without  any  bitter  hostilitr 
on  the  part  of  the  Established  Chum 
of   Scotland.      These    are  the  reasons 
which  explain  to  my  mind,  the  forbear- 
ance of  the  non-Established  Churches 
in  refraining,  as  they  have  done,  from 
political  agitation  to  accomplish  what 
has  been,  with  many,  a  strong  convic- 
tion and   leading    principle,   and  why 
Scotch  constituencies  have  not  pressed 
more  strongly  than  they  have  done  on 
their  Representatives  the  disestablish- 
ment of   the   Church.    But   this   Bill 
changes  the  whole  position — it  closely 
and   directly  changes  the   relations  of 
parties.     The  non-Established  Churches 
must  see  in  it  an  attempt  to  re-establish 
the  Church,  and  to  obstruct  the  £ur 
course  of  public  opinion;   and  it  will 
consequently  be  accepted  as  the  chal- 
lenge to  a  conflict  on  tne  justice  and  ex- 
pediency of  State  Churcnes,  the  result 
of  which  will  involve  more  than  the  fate 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland.    There  has 
been  nothing  more  surprising  to  me  in 
tho  course  of  this  debate  thim  to  hear 
this  measure  described  as  a  measure  of 
conciliation  for  Scotland.    If  that  means 
that  it  is  a  measure  for  the  conciliation 
of   the    members    of   the    Established 
Church,     I  am  not   aware   that   they 
needed  conciliation ;  but  if  it  means  th^ 
it  is  a  measure  of  conciliation  to  the 
non-Established  Churches,   I   shall  be 
glad  to  hear  in  what  it  is  condliatoiy? 
A  noble  Duke,  who  has  taken  a  veiy 
active  interest  in  supporting  the  Billi 
has  admitted  that  the  Free  Church  was 
right  in  1843,  and  has  stated  his  wUling- 
ness  to  support  and  acknowledge  that 
right ;  but  has  there  been  any  attempt 
by  the  General  Assembly  or  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  open  overtures  with  either 
of   the  non-Established   Choxches  fis 


665 


Church  Patronage         [  July  24,  1 874 ) 


(^Scotland)  Bill 


666 


oonoiHAtioii  ?  It  appears  to  me  incon- 
sistent of  the  noble  I)uke  to  express  his 
willingness  to  acknowledge  the  claim, 
when  it  is  he  and  his  ecclesiastical  allies 
who  haye  done  what  they  could  to  urge 
this  Bill  through  Parliament,  thereby 
preventing  the  consideration  of  any  claim 
the  Free  Church  might  make.  To  me, 
the  Bill  indicates  no  desire  for  concilia- 
tion, unless  it  be  by  terminating  the 
existence  of  the  other  Churches.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  about  welcoming 
back  those  who  have  left  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  But  on  what  terms  are  they 
to  be  welcomed  back  ?  What  induce- 
ments are  to  be  offered  to  ministers  and 
cong^gations  returning  to  the  Estab- 
lishment ?  Do  the  ministers  of  the  Es- 
tablishment propose  to  share  the  eniolu- 
nients  of  the  Church  with  their  return- 
ing brethren?  I  am  fully  persuaded  that 
there  is  no  hope  and  no  oasis  of  union 
of  the  various  Churches  in  Scotland 
other  than  Voluntaryism ;  and  it  is  idle 
to  talk  of  the  Bill  facilitating  a  union  of 
the  Churches,  when  that  cannot  come 
about  without  the  Free  and  United  Pres- 
byterian Churches  abjuring  the  prin- 
ciples to  which  they  only  very  recently 
re-affirmed  their  adherence.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  state  to  the  House  what 
28  my  view  of  religious  parties  and  of 
public  opinion  in  Scotland  regarding 
the  subject  of  the  Bill,  and  I  think  I 
can  refer  to  various  circumstances  which 
support  my  conclusions.  In  the  first 
place,  there  has  not  been  of  late  years 
any  demand  in  Scotland  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  patronage,  and  no  hon.  Member 
has  informed  the  House  that  in  his  ex- 
perience, the  subject  has  occupied  pub- 
lic attention  at  the  recent  General  Elec- 
tion or  at  previous  side  elections.  But, 
from  what  has  fallen  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  it  may  be  inferred  thnt 
the  measure  is  part  of  a  compact  which 
secured  for  the  Conservative  party  in 
Scotland  the  support  and  influence  of 
the  Established  Church  at  the  last  Elec- 
tion. We  have  hoard  that  candidates 
were  privately  dealt  with  on  this  ques- 
tion. Now,  this  Bill  is  recommended  to 
us  as  a  popular  measure  in  Scotland ; 
but  to  my  mind,  there  is  no  stronger 
proof  that  it  is  not  popular,  than  that 
though  the  attention  of  candidates  was 
drawn  to  this  subject,  they  did  not  ven- 
ture to  allude  to  it  in  their  public  ad- 
dresses. Some  of  them  at  least  had 
ftmple  opportunities,  and  I  should  have 


thought  would  have  welcomed  any  topic 
that  would  have  relieved  them  from 
harping  with  tiresome  iteration  on  the 
politick  delinquencies  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich. 
In  my  own  experience  of  three  elections 
within  the  last  two  years,  I  have  not 
foimd  that  the  abolition  of  patronage 
was  considered  a  practical  question,  but 
I  have  found  myself  called  upon  fre- 
quently to  express  my  views  in  favour 
of  disestablishment  and  disendowment, 
when  the  proper  time  should  arrive  for 
carrying  such  a  measure  into  effect.  I 
say  there  has  been  no  demand  by  the 
people  of  Scotland  for  the  Bill.  The 
proposal,  as  is  well  known  in  Scotland, 
is  the  result  of  an  agitation  of  a  section 
of  the  Established  Church  clergy,  some 
of  whom  were  the  most  strenuous  sup- 
porters of  patronage  in  1843,  and  I 
think  it  not  at  all  unlikely  they  will 
regret  their  newborn  hostility,  as  much 
as  they  ought  to  regret  their  support 
of  patronage  during  Disruption  times. 
But  there  is  reason  to  believe — and  in 
support  of  that  I  may  refer  to  the  speech 
of  a  highly-respected  member  of  the 
General  Assoinbly,  Dr.  Cook — that  this 
measure  is  regarded  by  a  large  body  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  with  considerable  anxiety  and 
apprehension ;  and,  so  fur  as  I  have 
been  able  to  form  an  opinion,  the  laity 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  are  very  in- 
different to  it.  No  doubt,  Petitions  have 
been  presented  to  the  House  in  favour 
of  it ;  but  we  all  know  the  value  that 
is  to  be  put  on  Petitions  which  are  got 
up  and  paid  for  by  a  central  organiza- 
tion. But  what  is  the  aspect  which 
this  Bill  presents  to  the  non-Established 
Churches  and  their  congregations  ?  The 
Bill  completely  ignores  nil  the  sacrifices 
which  those  Churches  have  made  in  sup- 
port and  vindication  of  that  very  prin- 
ciple which  the  Bill  now  declares  to  be 
the  just  and  proper  arrangement  for 
the  election  of  ministers ;  and  not  only 
does  the  Bill  ip^nore  all  their  sacrifices, 
but  it  is  avowedly  recommended  to  Par- 
liament as  a  measure  which  is  likely  to 
contribute  strongly  to  the  ruin  of  those 
very  Churches  which  have  been  built 
with  so  much  effort,  and  care,  and  self- 
denial.  Can  it  be  expected  that  the 
non-endowed  Churches  will  submit  to 
treatment  so  one-sided,  ungenerous,  and 
unjust  ?  I  am  fully  persuaded  that  the 
passing  of  this  measure  cannot  fail  to 
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OToke  a  relinous  strife  in  Scotland, 
which,  stimulated  by  a  sense  of  injus- 
tice and  the  duty  of  vindicating  a  prin- 
ciple for  which  so  much  has  been  sacri- 
ficed, will  only  be  extinguished  by  the  dis- 
establishment and  disendowmont  of  the 
Church,  leaving  a  residue  of  angry  pas- 
sions that  will  prevent  for  many  years 
any  approach  to  a  union  of  the  various 
Churches  into  what  might  be  one  great 
national  voluntary  Church.  I  do  not 
view  with  apprehension  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
either  as  regards  the  Church  or  the  na- 
tion, but  I  view  with  g^eat  apprehension 
the  impending  religious  strife;  and  I 
am  sure  that  the  people  of  Scotland  de- 
X)recate  in  the  strongest  manner,  any  re- 
petition of  that  unhappy  strife  and  social 
discord  which  followed  for  many  years 
the  Disruption  of  1 843.  Sir,  the  respon- 
sibility of  such  an  unhappy  state  of 
matters  will  rest  with  the  Established 
Churchmen,  who  provoke  a  contest  by 
endeavouring  to  secure  for  themselves 
an  advantage  over  Churches  they  consi- 
der rivals,  i^artly  at  the  expense  of  those 
very  Churches  they  seek  to  undermine. 
I  might  refer  to  certain  objectionable 
dotails  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  is  not  on  more 
matters  of  detail  that  I  oppose  the  mea- 
sure, but  on  account  of  the  policy  and 
principle  it  embodios.  The  avowed  ob- 
j»3Ct  of  the  measure  is  the  aggrandize- 
iiiunt  of  the  Established  Church,  not  by 
a  measure  aiding  it  to  reclaim  the  lapsed 
masses,  hut  by  granting  facilities  to  en- 
tice away  members  of  Cliurches  of  pre- 
cisely tlio  same  faith,  and  as  pure  and 
Christian  as  itself,  with  the  mistaken 
notion  tliat  the  aggrandizement  of  the 
Established  Churcli  of  Scotland  will 
strengthen  a  political  party  in  the  State. 
Is  tliat  a  policy  which  the  friends  of  the 
Church  can  approve,  or  in  which  she 
can  embark  with  honour  ?  The  prin- 
ciple that  congregations  should  have  the 
right  to  elect  tlieir  ministers  is  no  doubt 
a  sound  princijilo  ;  but  it  pro-supposes  a 
duty  precedont  to  the  rig] it — the  duty  of 
congregations  maintaining  their  minis- 
ters. Now,  this  Bill  confers  the  right 
without  imposing  the  corresponding  duty. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  right 
ceases  to  be  a  right  and  becomes  a  pri- 
vilege, and  the  principle  really  embodied 
in  the  Bill  is,  that  it  is  the  right  of  a 
section  of  the  nation  to  elect  ministers 
to  a  national  Church,  without  imder- 
taking  the  responsibility  of  maintaining 
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that  Church ;  and  because  that  is  un- 
just, and  will  create  a  new  class  priri* 
lege,  the  Bill   ought  to  meet  with  the 
opposition  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  is 
justly  condemned  by  the  non-Established 
Churches    in   Scotland.     And  now.  in 
conclusion,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  Bill  proposes  to 
deal  with  what  has  hitherto  been  consi- 
dered   a  valid  right   of    proi)erty,  sad 
which  was  formerly  guarded  in  the  most 
jealous  manner.    No  doubt,  Lord  Aber- 
deen's Act  removed  one  of  the  props  of 
patroneigo ;  but  the  present  Bill  demo- 
lishes the  edifice.     Compensation,  itii 
true,  to  an  extent  not  exceeding  a  yeai^i 
value  of  the  living  is  allowed  to  patrons ; 
but  cases  have  been  stated  where  even  in 
recent  years  much  more  has  been  paid 
for  the  right.     I  have  been  told  on  the 
authority  of  one  who  was  engaged  in  the 
transaction,  that  the  patronage  in  one 
of  the  parishes  of  Hoxburghsbire,  was 
within  the  last  10  years  sold  separately 
from   the  land  for    £550,    the  stipend 
there  amounting  to  £220.     In  that  case 
the  patronage  fetched  two  and   a-half 
times  the  amount  proposed  by  the  BilL 
I  will  not  use  the  words  confiscation,  be- 
cause I  agree  very  much  with  the  opi- 
nions of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord, 
that  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  patrons 
justly  held  those   rights,   and  whether 
the}'  were  entitled  to  any  compensation 
at  all ;  but  certainly  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  ^fember  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  never  even  proposed  to  deal 
with  what  had  been  previously  consi- 
dered valid  rights  of  property'  in  so  sum- 
mary a  manner.     Wo  are  told  that  there 
is  a  great  difTerenco  between  advowsons 
in  Scotland  and  in  England ;  but,  ce^ 
tainly  the  right  cannot  be  more  jealously 
guarded  in  England  now,  than  it  was  in 
Scotland  in  1 842.     In  that  year  in  Aber- 
deenshire, a  military  force  was  called 
out  to  overawe  a  recalcitrant  congrega- 
tion, and  to  support  a  patron  in  doing  as 
he  liked  with  what  ho  doubtless  consi- 
dered his  own — the  presentation  of  a 
minister  to  a  church  of  which  he  owned 
the  patronage.      The   House,  I  think, 
will  listen  with  interest  to  a  brief  ex- 
tract from  the  newspapers  of  the  day, 
giving  a  glimpse  of  the  state  of  matters 
in    Scotland   in    1842.       The   Aherim 
Journal  of  March  2nd,  1842,  said — 


tt'i 


ITio  Prosbyter}'  of  Strathbogie  meet  to-day 
at  Iluntly,  for  tho  purpose  of  reciii^'ing  the  w^ 
Rontation  in  favour  of  the  ]Rov.  Mr.  Dngnu  to 
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th*  chnroh  and  pariah  of  Glaas,  and  arranging 
tiie  furtlier  proceedings  of  his  settlement.  On 
Hflnday  last,  a  detachment  of  the  71st  Regi- 
nant  proceeded  from  this  to  Huntly,  where  wo 
Qndentand  they  are  to  bo  quartered  for  some 
timis,  in  case  of  any  attempted  repetition  of  the 
late  acandalons  scenes  at  Culsalmond." 

Again,  TkeAUrdeen  Herald  of  March  5th, 
1842,  Bays — 

**  The  Sheriff,  Procurator  Fiscal,  and  Supcr- 
iatendent  of  Police  were  at  Keith,  hut  no  op. 
poaition  was  offered  to  the  I'resbytery.  As  a 
upeliminary  measure,  as  well  as  to  show  that 
GoTenunent  are  determined  to  support  the 
Sfeimthbogie  clerg^'man  deposed  hy  the  As- 
sembly, a  detachment  of  the  71st  Ilighlanders 
is  stationed  at  Huntly,  where  they  remain  till 
furtlier  cnrders." 

Sir,  I  think  that  it  adds  to  the  interest 
of  the  case  to  know  that  the  patron  who 
was  thus  prepared  to  adopt  measures  so 
extreme,  was  the  predecessor  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  introduced  the  measure  into 
the  other  House  of  Parliament — the  late 
I>uke  of  Bichmond.  And  now  this  right 
is  not  only  condemned  as  contemptible, 
bnt  any  patron  who  may  demand  com- 
pensation for  its  loss  is  held  up  to  public 
opprobrium  and  contempt.  Sir,  I  do 
not  quarrel  with  the  Government  in  re- 
gard to  this ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
non.  Members  opposite,  that  there  may 
be  other  asserted  rights  of  property  as 
jealously  guarded  now  as  pabi^onage  was 
80  years  ago,  but  without  any  better 
foundation.  Would  it  not  be  well,  I 
BUgffOfit  to  them,  to  moderate  such  ex- 
ceasiTe  pretensions  while  it  is  still  time, 
instead  of  clinging  to  them,  uncompro- 
misingly, until  as  is  the  case  with  pa- 
tronage, it  becomes  too  late  ?  And  now, 
Sir,  I  thank  the  House  for  its  kind  in- 
dnlg^ce,  while  I  have  been  stating  my 
views  on  the  Bill,  which  I  must  oppose 
both  in  the  interests  of  the  nation  and 
of  the  Church.  Bather  than  that  the 
Chnroh  should  accept  this  fatal  gift,  it 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  far  better  for 
the  people  of  Scotland,  better  for  the 
interests  of  true  religion,  and  better  for 
the  Church  herself,  if  the  State  Church 
of  Scotland  recognized  that  her  mission 
as  an  endowed  Church  was  accomplished, 
and  that  the  time  had  come  when  she 
must  conform  her  constitution  to  the 
mind  of  the  people.  By  yoluntarily  ac- 
cepting the  inevitable,  she  might  gather 
into  one  fold  the  various  Presbyterian 
Bodies  in  Scotland,  and  trusting  not  to 
the  State,  bnt  to  the  power  of  the  truths 


she  inculcates  and  the  affections  of  the 
people  she  serves,  enter  on  a  new  and 
wide  career,  no  less  useful  and  no  less 
noble  than  her  glorious  past. 

Mr.  gee  EWaNG :  Mr.  Speaker- 
Considering  the  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, the  length  of  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  the 
large  majority  with  which  it  was  car- 
ried, I  regret  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee — who  himself  is  not  a  Scotch- 
man, although  a  Scotch  Member — has 
thought  it  necessary  to  renew  the  dis- 
cussion and  prevent  this  Bill  going  into 
Committee.  Both  the  speeches  which  have 
just  been  delivered  might  have  very  well 
been  postponed  until  the  House  had 
before  it  the  question  of  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  for,  in 
fact,  they  were  nothing  more  than  dis- 
establishment speeches.  I  did  not  speak 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  as  the 
measure  had  been  so  fully  discussed, 
and  I  was  so  anxious  that  the  House 
should  come  to  a  vote ;  but  there 
are  one  or  two  points  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment, which  I  desire  to  reply  to.  He 
said — this  is  a  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
Church  against  the  wishes  of  the  people 
of  Scotland.  I  should  like  to  know  on 
what  authority  he  makes  that  statement? 
Was  it  not  the  case  that  the  General 
Assembly  almost  unanimously  supported 
this  Bill?  Was  it  not  the  case  that 
meetings  of  3,000  or  4,000  of  the  laity 
were  held  in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
which  unanimously  supported  the  aboli- 
tion of  patronage  ?  I  myself  attended 
a  meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Glasgow, 
where  there  were  not  less  than  4,000 
people.  Have  there  been  any  similar 
meetings  held  in  opposition  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  patronage  ?  Not  one.  It  was  a 
mere  fiction,  therefore,  to  say  that  this 
Bill  was  introduced  against  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  The  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill  is  from  the  clergy,  not 
from  the  laity  of  Scotland.  We  all 
know  that  the  Liberation  Society  of 
England  sent  an  emissary  some  two 
months  ago  into  Scotland — Mr.  Carvell 
Williams,  I  believe,  was  his  name — to 
rouse  the  people  of  Scotland  to  a  sense 
of  their  duty,  and  to  warn  them  that  if 
they  allowed  this  Bill  to  pass,  they 
would  perpetuate  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land for  generations.  What  was  the 
result  of  that  visit  ?  A  complete  failure. 
That  gentleman  convened  meetings  in 
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many  of  our  large  cities  and  towns. 
Even  in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  I 
assert,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
not  more  than  100  laymen  attended  any 
one  of  those  meetings,  and  all  the  reso- 
lutions were  moved  and  seconded  by 
clergymen  or  office-bearers  of  the  Dis- 
senting Churches.  The  people  made  no 
response  to  this  attempted  agitation 
of  the  Liberation  Society.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich in  his  speech  on  this  question,  so 
hostile  to  the  Church  of  Scotland,  used 
language  so  vehement — and  his  manner 
almost  exceeded  his  language  —  that 
it  was  well  calculated  to  raise  religious 
animosities — and  what  has  happened 
since?  Has  the  laity  of  Scotland 
shown  any  sympathy  with  him?  Has 
there  been  a  single  meeting  held 
in  support  of  his  views?  Not  one. 
I  would  therefore  ask,  what  right 
anyone  has  to  assume  and  assert  that 
this  Bill  was  opposed  by  the  people  of 
Scotland?  I  believe  the  case  to  be  the 
very  reverse.  I  believe  the  laity  of 
Scotland,  if  not  unanimous,  are  almost 
"unanimouRly  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  patronage,  which  has  been  such  a 
hindrance  to  the  liarmony  of  religious 
feeling  in  Scotland.  The  hon.  Member 
has  made  a  comparison  as  to  the  amount 
of  money  contributed  voluntarily  by  the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  the  Dissenting 
Churches  of  that  country.  "VVe  do  not 
protend  to  compare  in  this  respect  with 
Dissenting  Churches,  because  we  are 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  raising  so 
much  money  because  of  the  endowments 
b<^loiiging  to  the  Church — wo  are  able, 
th«refore,  to  do  without  seat-rents  which 
Dissenting  Churches  are  compelled  to 
impose,  and  this  is  of  great  advantage 
to  the  nation,  because  it  makes  it  the 
Church  of  the  poor,  as  it  truly  is,  for 
every  man,  however  low  his  position 
may  be,  is  welcomed  to  hear  the 
preach  in  e:  of  the  Gosi)el  without  money 
and  without  price.  There  is  one  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
with  which  I  quite  agree — tlie  great  im- 
portance of  the  question — I  behcve  it  to 
be  the  most  important  Scotch  measure 
which  has  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment since  the  Union  of  the  two  countries. 
The  object  of  it  is  to  rc^storo  to  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  its  an- 
cient constitution,  which  gave  to  the 
congi'cgations  of  every  parish  the 
right,  as  vacancies  occur,  to  elect  their 
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dergyman,  of  which  right  they  wen 
deprived  by  the  infamons  Act  of  Qneen 
Anne — an   Act   which    was   huzriedlj 
passed  through  Parliament  against  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  in 
violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Union — an  Act 
which  was  brought  in  by  the  enemies  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church   in  order  to 
harass  and  disunite  her  members ;  and 
well  has  the  intention  of  its  promoten 
been  realized,  for  it  has  been  the  cause 
of  all  the  religious  dissensions  and  se- 
cessions since  1733  till  the   great  Dis- 
ruption of  1843,  when  the  Chuzch  wu 
rent  asunder.     I  hesitate  not  to  say  that, 
but  for  the  imposition  of  lay  patronage 
by  this  Act  of  Queen  Anne,  the  seces- 
sions of  1733,   17.52,  and   1843,  would 
never  have  taken  place,  and  but  for  it 
the   United  Presbyterian  or  the  Free 
Church    would     not     have     been    in 
existence.     Sir,   I  believe  that  if  this 
Bill    receives    the     approval     of    this 
House — ^which  I  trust  it  shall — its  ulti- 
mate effect  will  be  to  unite  the  Pk«sbj- 
terians  of  Scotland  in  one  Church,  for  it 
removes  the  only  stumbling  block  in  the 
way.      Their  forms  of  worship,    their 
standards  of  faitli,  their  Church  govern- 
ment   are  the  same ;  but  whether  this 
union  of  Churches  takes  place  or  not,  it 
will  at  all  events  prevent  a  minister 
being  thrust  upon  a  congregation  against 
their  will,  and  above  all,  it  will  render 
impossible  a  similar  disruption  to  that  of 
1K43.     It  has  been  said  in  "another 
place  "  by  the  noble  Lord  whose  death 
we  all  deplore,  and  has  been  repeated 
in  this  House  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich,  that  this  Bill  is  not  now 
required ;  that  at  present,  and  for  the 
last  80  years,  we  practically  have  had 
no  patronage,  for  all  patrons,  including 
the  Crown  and  corporations,  leave  the 
choice  of  the  clergyman,   as  vacancies 
occur,  to  the  congregations.     It  is  qoite 
true  that  it  is  almost  invariably  the  rule, 
and     it    therefore    does    surprise    me 
that    so     much    opposition    should  be 
raised  to  giving  us  dejure  what  it  is  ad- 
mitted we  have  de  facto.     But  while  I 
admit  that  patrons,  almost  as  a  role, 
since  the  Disruption,  do  exercise  their 
privilege  generously  towards  the  con- 
gregations, still  now  and  again  corpora- 
tions and  individual  patrons  do  not  art 
in  this  spirit,  and  do  attempt,  sometimes 
successfully,  to  thrust  a  minister  against 
the  wishes  of  the  congregation,  and  the 
fac:t  is,  that  since  the  Disruptionf  wa 
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have  had  in  the  Ghurch  58  disputed  set- 
tlements,  which  have  been  before  the 
Church  Courts.     There  are  also  some 

Satrons  who  consider  that  it  is  their 
uty  to  perform  the  responsible  trust 
imposed   upon  them   by   law.      They 
therefore,  alter  much  earnest  considera- 
tion and  enquiry,  present  a  clergyman 
to  the  vacant  living,  who,  however  ac- 
ceptable he  may  be  personally,  is  not 
well  received,  and  some  members  may 
leave  that  church,  as  they  feel  that  the 
congregation    should  have    been    con- 
sulted.   The  Established  Church  is  in 
this  way  from  time  to  time  weakened. 
Hence  the  necessity  of  this  Bill  to  abo- 
lish this  excrescence  on  the  Presbyterian 
Church.     But  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ghreenwich  opposes  the  Church  being 
released  of  this  incubus.    He  said — **  I 
am  quite  ready  to  make  a  large  admis- 
luon  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ijord. 
From  the  point  of  view  of  a  member  of 
the  present  Established  Church  of  Scot- 
land, it  is  impossible,  I  think,  to  object 
to  his  efforts  to  get  rid  of  patronage. 
He  is  acting  in  conformity  with  the  tra- 
ditions at  least  of  the  popular  party  in 
the  Church ;  but  as  he  ignores  and  sots 
aside  those  whom  you  drove  from  the 
Church,  he  therefore  opposes  this  Bill.'' 
I  must  say  this  is  visiting  the  sins  of  the 
fathers  upon  the  children  unto  the  third 
and  fourth  generation;    but  I  should 
like  to  know  who  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man means  by  *'you,"  when  ho  speaks 
of  driving  those  estimable  men  from  the 
Church  of  Scotland  ?    Docs  he  mean  the 
Conservative  party  ?    ^Vhy,  tlie  Liberal 
party  was  in  power  from  1832  to  1841 — 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  months  in 
1834 — when    this    great    conflict    was 
going  on  in  the  Church,  and  if  they  had 
wished  they  could  have  leg^ilized  the 
Veto  law,  which  was  all  the  nou-Intrusion 
party  desired,  and  a  moderate  and  reason- 
able desire  it  was.     But  the  Liberal 
party  failed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  during 
these  nine  years  to  prevent  this  broach 
in  the  Established  Church.     It  is  true  a 
Conservative  Oovcrnment    came  in   in 
1841 ;  but  the  right   hon.   Gentleman 
cannot  mean  to  place  the  blame  upon  it, 
for  he  was  a  Member  of  that  Cabinet — 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — until 
1845,  when  he  left  it,  because  of  in- 
creasing the  grant  to  the  Eomau  Catho- 
lic College  of  Maynooth,  which  College 
he  permanently  endowed  in  1869  ;  and 
perhaps  it  would  have  been  well  for  the 
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peace  of  Ireland  if  he  had  gone  a  step 
further  and  purchased  the  allegiance  of 
the  Boman  Hierarchy  out  of  the  funds 
from  the  Irish  Church.    We  might  now 
have    found    them    a    more  contented 
people.    Or  docs  the  ri^ht  hon.  Member 
meanby**you"  the  clergy,  the  office- 
bearers, or  the  laity,  who  did  not  leave 
the  Church  in  1843.    I  assure  him  and 
the  House  that  many  of  tlie  clcrG;y  and 
the  great  majority  of  the  laity  who  re- 
mained in  were  non-Intrusionists ;  but 
while  they  were  so,  they  loved  the  old 
Church  too  well  to  desert  her  at  that 
trying    moment,   and    had    those    who 
left  nor  then  not  acted  so  hastily,  we 
would  have  had  lay  patronage  abolished 
long  ago.    But  a  generation  has  elapsed 
since  then,  and  is  it  fair  or  just  that  the 
members    of   the  Church  of   Scotland 
should  bo  for  ever  burdened  with  this 
grievance — which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  admits  to  be  a  grievance — 
because  our  forefathers  in  Parliament  or 
in  the  Church  did  not  grant  the  reason- 
able desires  of  the  non-Intrusion  party 
of  the  Church  ?    It  would  be  preposte- 
rous to  treat  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  in  such  a  way.    In  another 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich,  he  made  use  of 
the  following  important  words : — **  This 
Bill    is    introduced  to   strengthen    the 
Church.    But  how?    By  weakening  the 
other  religious  Bodies ;  by  inducing  ad- 
herents of  the  Dissenting  Bodies  to  come 
over,  man  by  man ;  and  I  ask  the  ques- 
tion fairly  and  publicly,  is  this  a  fair  and 
generous  course  ?    You  compelled  them 
to  become  Dissenters  by  contemptuously 
spurning   and  casting    aside  proposals 
which  you  are  now  adopting.     You  do 
not  offer  to  receive  them  back  in  bodies. 
If  you  did,  1  would  withdraw  my  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  we  are  now  discussing." 
Sir,  tlieso  arti  important  words,  which 
no  one  occupying  the  high  position  that 
tlie  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  docs  would 
use,  unless   he  was  autliorized  by  the 
parties  he  ropresented  to  do  so.     I  am 
the  more  inclined  to  think  that  ho  may 
be  so  authorized,  for  I  know  he  has  been 
in  close  and  confidential  intercourse  with 
the  leaders  of  the  Free  Church  and  the 
United  Presbyterian  Cliurch,  who  have 
been  daily  canvassing  Members  in  the 
Lobby  of  this  House.     I  have  always 
imderstood  that  two  parties  were  ne- 
cessary to    a  bargain.     If,    therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  authoiized 
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to  make  that  statement  on  behalf  of  the 
Free  Church,  I,  on  behalf  of  the  Esta- 
bliehed,  beg  to  state  that  we  will  be 
delighted  to  receive  them  back  in  a 
body.  Nothing  will  give  me  so  much 
pleasure  as  to  see  the  reunion  of  these 
two  Churches,  which  should  never  have 
been  separated.  I  have  always  looked 
upon  the  Disruption  of  1843  as  a  great 
national  calamity.  I  will  not  yield  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  my  admira- 
tion of  those  noble  men  who  left  the 
Church  then — many  of  them  men  of 
great  intellectual  power,  of  great  earnest- 
ness of  purpose,  and  all  of  them  men  of 
the  highest  Christian  character.  There 
never  was  a  darker  day  for  Scotland 
than  that  on  which  they  left  the  Esta- 
blished Church.  I  have  always  looked 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Governments  of 
that  time,  in  resisting  the  moderate  and 
reasonable  request  of  the  non-Intrusion 
party,  as  a  groat  political  blunder.  The 
passing  of  this  measure  will  reverse  that 
policy,  and  I  trust  it  may  be  the  means 
of  reunion  of  tliese  Churches  on  terms 
equally  honourable  and  advantageous. 
I  desire  that  the  doors  of  the  Established 
Cliurch  should  be  opened  wide  to  the 
ministers  of  all  Presbyterian  Churches. 
I  desire  that  the  congregations,  as 
vacancies  occur,  should  be  enabled  to 
elect  clergymen  of  otlier  Presbyterian 
Churches,  and  that  those  clergymen  so 
elected  should,  after  making  a  do(.'lara- 
tion  that  they  adhere  and  (fonform  to  the 
standards  of  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
be  ministers  of  the  Church,  and  minis- 
ter of  those  churches  for  which  they  are 
elected.  I  believe  the  Church  Courts 
have  the  power  of  altering  the  rules 
for  the  admission  of  clergymen  belonging 
to  other  Cliurches;  but,  if  not,  T  hope 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  insert  a  clause, 
giving  them  this  power,  when  this  Bill 
is  in  Committee.  Sir,  much  lias  been 
said  as  to  the  position  of  the  Church  in 
the  Higlilamls.  I  admit,  at  once,  that 
the  condition  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
in  these  parishes  is  not  satisfactor}' ; 
althougli  it  is  not  so  bad  as  the  enemies 
of  the  Cliurch  represent,  and  endeavour 
to  make  this  Ilouse  believe.  But,  I 
would  ask,  what  is  the  cause  of  the 
weakness  of  the  Guirch  there?  The 
existence  of  lay  patronage,  which  it  is 
the  object  of  tliis  Bill  to  abolish.  The 
Highlanders  are  now  as  strongly  at- 
tached to  the  principles  of  an  Established 
Church  as  they  were  in   1843.     They 
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have  firmly  adhered  to  the  prindpleB  an 
which  they  left  the  Church.  Thef  hire 
not  become  Yolimtaries — ^they  look  upon 
Voluntaryism  as  a  sin.  The  Yoluntaij 
Church  has  never  taken  root  there ;  and 
hon.  Members  from  Scotland  know  that 
one  of  the  main  reasons  for  giviitf 
up  the  proposed  union  of  the  Free  ana 
United  Presbyterian  Churches,  was  the 
determined  opposition  of  the  High- 
landers against  that  union.  Well,  w^ 
if  it  is  true  that  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Highlands  are  still  attached  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  which  they  left  becaiue 
of  the  collision  between  the  Church  and 
Civil  Courts  on  account  of  this  law  of 
patronage — is  it  too  much  to  expect  that 
when  this  law  is  abolished,  they  will 
again  return  to  the  old  Church  to  which 
they  are  still  so  much  attached  ?  I  hope 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
hon.  Member  will  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, and  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into 
Committee. 

Sir  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  was  anxious  to  give  the  reasons  why 
he  could  not  support  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  did  not  pretend  to  be 
an  enthusiastic  supporter  of  the  Bill; 
indeed,  he  felt  that  the  Gbvemment  had 
entered  into  a  course  of  action  which 
might  be  productive  of  danger  and  diffi- 
culty. In  this  case,  everything  depended 
on  tlie  shape  which  might  be  given  to 
the  Bill  in  Committee,  whether  it  would 
prove  merely  an  instrument  of  discord 
or  a  change  for  good.  He  was  therefore 
anxious  for  the  Bill  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee, in  order  that  it  might  receive  the 
shape  wHich  would  make  it  beneficial. 
He  believed  that,  with  certain  Amend- 
ments, it  was  a  measure  which  would  be 
beneficial  to  the  Church  of  Scotland  by 
adding  to  its  members,  and  that  it  might 
give  it  a  better  selection  of  ministers, 
and  a  better  administration  so  far  as  re- 
garded the  poor.  He  did  not  think  that 
an  object  to  be  deprecated.  He  did  not 
see  any  reason  why  that  legislation 
should  be  vetoed.  On  these  grounds  he 
supported  the  measure  brou^t  forward 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
would  be  satisfied  with  the  discussion  he 
had  raised,  and  allow  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

The  LOEI)  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
that  was  the  third  day  of  the  discussion, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  now  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
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soimittoe.  He  hoped  hon.  Mem- 
lio  wished  to  speat,  and  who  had 
id  the  opportunity,  would  just 
)  themselves  with  the  reflection — 
I  often  done  so — ^that  the  speeches 
)ken  were  very  likely  the  best  in 
bate. 

BAMSAY  said,  he  did  not  wish 
aruct  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  but 
were  some  points  in  the  debate 
should  not  be  passed  over  without 
ation.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
shire  (Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  spoke  com- 
rely  of  the  efforts  maae  by  the 
fhurch  and  the  Established  Church 
le  ftmds  for  promoting  religious 
I,  and  he  said  that  the  effoi^s  of 
tter  were  especially  beneficial  to 
or,  though  less  in  amoimt,  in  con- 
loe  of  seat-rents  being  charged  in 
ee  Church  and  hot  in  the  Estab- 
The  hon.  Member  said  he  was 
loquainted  with  the  Highlands, 
lat  he  knew  those  regions  well; 
•  (Mr.  Ramsay)  challenged  him  to 
»  any  Free  Church  case*  in  which 
)nts  were  levied  in  the  Highlands. 
>n.  Member  could  adduce  no  such 
In  laree  towns,  no  doubt  it  was 
stom ;  but  it  was  equally  the  cus- 
1  the  Established  Church.  Seats 
d  free  to  the  poor  were  as  usual 
Free  Church  as  in  the  Estab- 
That,  he  would  remind  the 
ly  was  not  a  Bill  for  the  abolition 
ronage— that  could  not  be  said  of 
the  true  sense  of  the  word.  The 
ransferred  the  right  of  electing 
ers  from  those  who  were  at  present 
in  that  right,  to  a  new  electoral 
to  be  created  by  the  law.  The 
>  of  Scotland  had  always  recog- 
bhe  right  of  communicants  to  elect 
»wn  ministers,  and  that,  too,  whe- 
ley  belonged  to  the  Dissenting  or 
Established  Church  ;  but  the  BiU 
;ed  also  such  adherents  as  the 
dssion  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill 
[  determine  to  be  members  of  the 
^tion.  That  was  a  new,  vague, 
itherto  wholly  imknown  policy, 
in  the  Dissenting,  or  in  the  Es- 
led  Church.  They  had  been  told 
ntly  that  that  was  a  Bill  with 
those  who  were  not  members  of 
tablished  Church  had  nothing  to 
le  could  understand  that,  if  it  ab- 
all  but  members  of  the  Estab- 
Ghurch  from  payments  towards 
les  of  the  Estabushment.  He  had. 


however,  heard  from  its  supporters  no 
such  thing.  It  left  the  Established 
Church  power  to  extract  from  the  unwil- 
ling hands  of  those  who  were  not  its 
members  the  same  payments  as  hereto- 
fore for  the  support  of  that  Church.  He 
did  think  that  whatever  increase  to 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church 
that  Bill  mi^ht  bring,  there  would  be  no 
increase  to  the  power  of  Christian  truth 
and  morals,  and  that  he  valued  much 
more  than  the  interests  of  the  denomi- 
nation to  which  he  belonged.  What 
the  House  ought  to  consider  was,  whe- 
ther the  measure  would  tend  to  increase 
and  strengthen  the  beneficial  influences 
of  Christianity,  and  not  those  of  any 
particular  pcurty  either  in  Church  or 
State. 

Mr.  LYON  PLATFAIR  suggested 
that  after  the  former  division  which  had 
pronounced  the  sense  of  the  House  in 
such  a  marked  manner,  it  would  be 
scarcely  fair  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  to  divide  the  House  on  going 
into  Committee. 

Me.  HOESMAN  also  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  EDWARD  JENEINS  said,  he 
was  willing  to  do  so,  but  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  House  would  go  on 
with  the  Bill  after  the  adjournment  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  would  de- 
pend upon  the  courtesy  of  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  Motions  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  EDWARD  JENKINS  said,  in 
that  case  he  should  not  proceed  with  his 
Motion  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  circumstances  attending  an  alleged 
Zulu  rising  in  Natal. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 

MAN, 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  House 
would  sit  at  12  to-morrow  to  discuss  and 
dispose  of  the  Expiring  Laws  Continu- 
ance Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  this  day. 
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ROYAL  (LATE  INDIAN)  ORDNANCE 

CORPS  COMPENSATION  BILL. 

{Mr.  Jtaikes,  Mr.  Secretary  Hardy,  Mr.  William 

Hetiry  Smith.) 
[bill    219.]      SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  mov- 
ing "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,"  said,  the  corps  to  which  it 
referred  were  excluded  fiim  the  Army 
Eegulation  Bill,  and,  therefore,  there 
was  no  power  to  compensate  the  officers 
for  the  bonuses  they  had  paid  on  their 
commissions.  The  late  Government  had 
intended  to  allow  the  system  of  such 
bonuses  to  die  out  gradually,  but  were 
advised  that  such  a  course  was  illegal. 
A  correspondence  ensued  between  the 
India  Office  and  the  War  Office  on  the 
subject,  and  a  dispute  arose  as  to  the 
source  of  payment.  In  the  meantime, 
the  officers  were  suffering  great  hard- 
ship. It  was  therefore  agreed  between 
himself  and  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
India  Office  to  refer  that  question  to  an 
ominent  retired  Judge,  and  the  Bill  was 
tho  result  of  his  decision.  He  made  it  a 
condition  of  the  arrangement  that  the 
funds  now  in  possession  of  the  different 
corps  should  be  handed  over  to  the 
general  fund.  That  condition  had  been 
included  in  the  Bill,  and  its  fairness 
would,  ho  tliouglit,  be  at  once  apparent 
and  admitted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Secretary  Hardy.) 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
supported  tlie  Motion,  and  asked  that 
the  House  should  be  made  acquainted 
as  early  as  possible  with  Wxq  relative 
proportions  of  cost  to  be  borne  by  tlie 
Indian  and  Homo  Governments. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  road  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

CO-OPERATIVE  STORES  AXT)  THE 
CITIL  SERVICE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Marylebone,  AVhether  he  would  post- 
pone his  Motion  on  the  Paper  for  that 
evening,  and  allow  the  House  to  go  on 
with  tho  Scotch  Patronage  Bill  ? 


SiK  THOMAS  CHAMBERS 
that  although  the  question  be  had  pikusd 
upon  the  Paper  was  one  in  which  many 
hon.  Members  took  the  greatest  possiUi 
interest,  he  could  not  resist  the  appeil 
of  the  Cfovemment,  and  he  should  tlier»* 
fore  withdraw  his  Motion  in  &TOur  of 
the  Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  BiH 

And  it  being  now  five  minutes  to 
Seven  of  the  clock,  House  suspended  iti 

sitting. 

House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of 
the  dock. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ARM  Y— CITY  OF  LONDON  VOLUNTEERS 
—THE  ARTILLEll  Y  COMPANY'S  DRIU 
GROUND.— RESOTiUTION. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  rising  to 

move — 

*'  llmt  it  iM  oxpedinnt  that  Her  Majesty*!  Go- 
voiTunrnt  lihoiild  take  tiich  steps  as  they  miy 
(loom  noooHsarv  to  obtain  for  the  City  of  Londn 
V()Iunt4>i>r8  tho  uso  of  tho  Artillery  Ground  in 
Fiiishiin',  at  Hiich  times  as  it  is  not  required  by 
tho  llonoumhlo  Artillery  Company  or  the  City 
of  Tendon  ^lilitiu," 

said,  he  did  so  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
attention  to  tho  refusal  by  the  Hon. 
Artillery  Company  to  permit  the  City  of 
London  Volunteers  to  drill  in  their 
Artillery  Ground  in  Finsbuiy ,  and  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  be  prepared 
to  accede  to  the  very  modest  and  reason- 
able request  which  he  hod  to  make  on 
behalf  of  the  latter  body,  that  they 
should  bo  permitted  to  use  the  ground 
in  question  at  such  times  as  it  was  not 
required  by  the  Artillery  Company.  The 
City  of  London  Volunteers  numbered 
•1,500,  and  the  average  number  attend- 
ing drill  was  1,000.  At  present,  the 
nearest  place  thoy  could  resort  to  for  the 
purpose  of  drilling  was  Hyde  PaA, 
whereas  the  Artillery  Ground  was  within 
a  quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land. Tho  Hon.  Artillery  Company  de- 
rived a  large  revenue  for  their  c»ip8 
from  the  land,  which  was  eight  acres  in 
extent,  beyond  what  they  paid  for  rent 
in  respect  of  it.  The  property,  which 
belonged  to  the  Corporation,  was  leased 
by  the  Ijieutenancy  to  the  Company,  and 
tho  lease  contained  a  provision  that  the 
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d  Bhould  be  available  for  drilling 
rained  Bands  of  the  City  of  London 

required    for  that  purpose.     It 

aflsumed  with  considerable  show 
tioe  that  the  City  of  London  Yolun- 
■epresented  the  ancient  City  Trained 
I,  applications  had  been  made  at 
mt  tunes  by  the  Lieutenancy,  by 
ord  Mayor,  and  by  the  conunand- 
flicers  of  the  Volunteer  Corps  to 
[on.  Artillery  Company  to  permit 
olunteers  to  drill  m  the  Artillery 
id,  but  without  success.  He  trusted, 
ore,  that  without  in  any  way  in- 
ing  with  the  rights  of  private  pro- 

Mer  Majesty's  Government  would 
heir  influence  with  the  Hon.  Ar- 
'Company  to  induce  them  to  accede 
is  very  reasonable  request  on  the 
>f  the  City  of  London  Volunteers, 
ion.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
or  Berkshiro  (Colonel  Loyd-Lind- 
old  him  last  year,  that  if  all  legal 
was  withdrawn,  he  would  use  his 
ace  with  the  Hon.  Artillery  Com- 
to  allow  the  Volunteers  the  use  of 
round.  On  that  understanding,  he 
rew  his  Motion,  and  induced  the 
ds  of  the  Volimteers  to  write  to 
IrtiUery  Company,  withdrawing 
daim  lis  a  right,  <^d  submitting  it 
rounds  of  public  policy.  But  al- 
h  that  letter  was  stated  by  the  hon. 
[^ant  Gentleman  to  bo  perfectly 
u^ry,  no  result  followed,  and  the 
Artillery  Company  had  absolutely 
led  to  idlow  the  Volimteers  to  use 
Tound,  even  when  they  were  not 
lelves  using  it.  If  the  ground  in 
ion  was  taken  up  wholly  by  the 
ery  Company,  there  woidd  be  no 
to  be  said ;  but  that  body,  if  an- 

was  by  no  means  large,  as  its  full 
er  was  620,  of  which  240  never 
led  a  drill  at  all ;  140  not  more 
nine  drills  in  the  year,  and  the 
)  number  of  effectives  were  150. 
as  told  last  vear,  when  he  made  a 
ir  Motion,  mat  it  was  a  matter  of 
be  property;  but  it  was  not  free- 
but  leasehold,  and  as  he  had  said, 
i^twas  specially  reserved  to  the 

Bands,  and  since  their  time  the 
a,  to  exercise.  It  was,  in  fact, 
3  property,  and  it  was  therefore 
wiuiin  the  province  of  Government 
r  and  influence  the  Hon.  Artillery 
any  to  make  their  splendid  exercise 
id  as  useful  as  possible.  TheVo- 
an  did  not  ask  for  admittance  to 


the  ground  as  a  right,  but  as  a  matter 
of  public  policy,  and  in  the  interest  of 
the  nation.  The  hon.  Baronet  concluded 
by  moving  the  Eesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  is  expedient  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  take  such  steps  as  they  may  deem  neces- 
sary' to  obtain  for  the  City  of  London  Volunteers 
the  use  of  the  Artillery  Ground  in  Finsbury,  at 
such  times  as  it  is  not  required  by  the  Honourable 
Artillery  Company  or  the  City  of  London 
Militia,"--(i^ir  John  Lubbock,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  must  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  not  to  press  tne  Motion.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  present  that  afternoon  when  the 
Prime  Minister  made  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  Notices  on  the 
Paper  to  waive  them,  with  a  view  to  en- 
able the  House  to  go  on  with  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Church  Patronage  (Scot- 
land) Bill ;  but  as  those  Gentlemen  had 
complied  with  the  request,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  do  so  likewise.  The 
hon.  Baronet's  Notice  stood  fourth  on 
the  Hst,  and  if  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  precedence  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  been  disposed  to  waive  their 
right,  the  Motion  could  not  have  been 
brought  forward,  at  all  events,  until  a 
late  period.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  whose 
Department  this  matter  lay,  did  not  con- 
ceive it  probable  that  he  would  have 
been  expected  to  be  here  to  give  an  an- 
swer to  the  question.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  whether  it  would  be  fair  to  the 
House,  or  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  waived  their  rights,  to  proceed  fur- 
ther with  the  discussion  of  this  Motion  ? 
He  woidd,  however,  at  once  admit  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  case,  beyond  sa3ring  that  it 
was  in  substance,  if  not  in  words,  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  that  which  had  been 
brought  forward  last  year;  it  was  a 
question  between  two  private  rights, 
and  not  one  in  which  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  concerned. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon.  Baronot 
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would  rest  satisfied  with  having  called 
public  attention  to  the  question. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  must  also  recommend  the  hon. 
Baronet  not  to  press  the  Motion,  though 
it  was  only  fair  to  him  to  say  that  he 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  Prime 
Minister  made  his  appeal.  It  was  from 
that  circumstance  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  not  aware  that  other  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  withdrawn  their  Motions.  But 
there  was  this  di£Forence  between  this 
Motion  and  the  others  which  stood  on 
the  Paper,  that  this  Motion  was  not 
likely  to  give  rise  to  a  long  discussion 
as  the  others  mic;ht  have  done.  He 
thought,  however,  nis  hon.  Friend  might 
be  very  well  contented  with  having  called 
attention  to  the  matter.  For  his  own 
part,  he  regretted  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Colonel  Loyd-Lindsay)  was  not 
present,  because  after  what  that  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  stated  last  year,  he 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  was  sur- 
prised that  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  should  be  under  the  necessity 
of  bringing  the  subject  again  before  the 
House ;  for  it  was  stated  last  year,  that 
if  certain  expressions  should  be  with- 
drawn on  the  part  of  the  Volunteers, 
the  Artillery  Company  would  be  willing 
to  grant  the  use  of  the  ground.  Then, 
why  had  not  that  arrangement  been 
kept  ?  He  thought  that  the  Government 
might  well  bo  called  upon  to  give  some 
assistance  in  the  matter,  it  appearing  to 
be  a  reasonable  request  on  the  part  of 
the  Volunteers. 

Lteitt. -Colonel  HAYTER  contended 
that  the  subject  embraced  in  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  one  which,  sooner 
or  Inter,  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Government.  The  City  Volunteers, 
indeed,  had  no  hope  of  getting  posses- 
•sion  of  the  ground  referred  to,  unless 
the  Government  lent  them  their  assist- 
ance. He  thought  it  was  a  pity  that 
some  3,000  should  be  sacrinced  to 
about  150. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

T//C  Chancellor  of  the  Exchcqwr 


SERVICES  ON  THE  GOLD  COAST. 

POSTPOITEMEKT  OF  MOTION. 

Sir  EAEDLET  WILMOT,  who  lul 
given  Notice  of  a  Motion  in  favour  of 
a  clasp,  as  well  as  a  medal,  for  eerrics 
south  of  the  Prah,  said,  that  after  tlu 
appeal  made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
having  regard  to  the  state  of  PaUir 
Business,  he  should  poaitpone  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDT  sud, 
with  reference  to  the  Motion  of  tin 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Maid- 
stone, just  negatived,  that  if  he  could 
have  supposed  the  hon.  Oentlemaa 
would  persist  in  goine  on  with  hia  Mo- 
tion, he  should  have  been  in  hia  place. 
With  regard  to  the  Motion  of  hia  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  he  mu 
anxious  that  he  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  bringing  it  forwud,  al- 
though he  must  canoidlytell  hia  hon. 
Friend  that  he  did  not  think  that  Home 
the  proper  place  to  originate  the  ques- 
tion of  nonours  to  the  officers  and  men 
in  Her  Majesty's  service. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  he 
had  not  been  requested  to  postpone  his 
Motion.  It  was  unreasonaDle  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  complain  of 
hon.  Members  for  bringing  forward 
Motions  which  had  been  on  the  Paper 
for  weeks,  and  which  they  had  not  been 
even  asked  to  defer. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL  [Zorrf*]— [Bill  159.] 

{The  Lord  Advocate.) 

COaCMITTES. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Extent  of  Act) ;  and  CIauie2 
(Commencement  of  Act)  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Eepeal  of  Acts  10  Anna 
c.  12.,  and  6  &  7  Vict.  c.  61.  Appcnnt- 
ment  of  ministers  in  future). 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
in  moving  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1. 
line  28,  after  ''repealed,"  leave  oat  to 
''thcreanent,"  in  page  2,  line  13,  and 
insert — 

*'  And  conndmng  that  patronaf^  and  mtn- 
tation  to  kirks  is  an  c^il  prejudicial  to  tholibeitj 
of  tho  people  and  plantinfi^  of  kirks,  and  antn 
the  free  calling  and  entxy  of  ministon  into  their 
charge,  discharge  for  ever  hereafter  all  iiatrai- 
ngos  and  prcsrn tuitions  to  kirks,  whether  oeloiif- 
ing  to  Her  Majesty  or  any  lay  patTona,  pntbr- 
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^  and  others  as  being  unlawful,  unwarrant- 
and  contrary  to  the  doctrines  and  liberties 
e  Presbyterian  Kirk  of  Scotland,  and  do 
U  rescind,  and  make  void  and  annul  all 

and  rights  granted  thereanent,  and  all 
r  Acts  made  in  Parliament,  or  in  any  in- 

jodicatory,  in  favour  of  any  patron  or 
OS  whatsoever,  so  far  as  the  same  doth  in 
rmy  relate  unto  the  presentation  of  kirks ; 
x>tii  statute  and  ordain  Uiat  no  persons 
loever  shall  in  any  time  hereafter  take 

them,  under  pretext  of  any  title,  infeft- 
,  or  Act  of  Parliament,  possession  or  vrar- 
whatsoevcr  which  are  hereby  repealed,  to 
•ubsoribe,  or  seal  any  presentation  to  any 
Rrithin  this  Kingdom,  and  discharges  the 
ig  of  any  infeftments  hereafter  bearing  a 

to  patronages  to  be  granted  in  favour  of 
for  whom  &o  infeftments  arc  presented ; 
hat  no  person  or  persons  shall  either  on 
f  of  themselves  or  others  procure,  receive, 
aka  use  of  any  presentation  to  any  Idrk 
n  this  Kingdom ;  and  it  is  further  declared 
ordained  that  if  any  presentation  shall 
fker  be  given,  procured,  or  received,  that 
ime  is  null  and  of  non  effect,  and  that  it 
irfnl  for  presbyteries  to  reject  the  same, 
to  refuse  to  achnit  any  to  txials  thereupon, 
loiwithstanding  thereof  to  proceed  to  the 
ing  of  the  kirk  upon  the  suit  and  calling, 
th  consent  of  the  con^gation,  on  whom 
is  to  bo  obtruded  agamst  their  will ;  and 
decerned,  statute  and  ordained,  that  who- 
r  hereafter  shall,  upon  the  suit  and  calling 
e  congregation,  after  due  examination  Gi 

literature  and  conversation,  be  admitted 
ay  prosbj-tery  into  the  exercise  and  f unc- 

of  the  ministry  in  any  paroch  within  this 
dom — that  the  said  person  or  persons  with- 
vesentation,  by  virtue  of  their  admission, 

sufiident  right  and  title  to  possess  and 

the  manse  and  globe,  and  the  whole  rents, 
ids,  and  profits  whic^  the  ministers  of  that 
had  formerly  possessed  and  enjoyed,  or 
lereafter  shall  bo  modified  by  the  Commis- 
for  plantation  of  kirks;  and  decerns  all 
rs  and  tacksmen  of  tithes,  heritors,  life- 
rs, or  others,  subject  and  liable  in  pa\nnent 
ten'  stipends,  to  make  payment  of  the 
,  notwithstanding  the  mimsters'  want  of 
Qtation ;  and  ordains  the  Lords  of  Session 
ther  judges  competent  to  give  out  decreets 
ientences,  letters  conform,  homing  inhibi- 
and  all  other  executorials  upon  the  said 
non  of  ministers  by  presbyteries,  as  they 
formerly  in  use  to  do,  upon  collation  and 
ation  following  upon  presentations  from 
ns :  Declaring  silways.  That  where  minis- 
re  already  admitted  upon  presentation  and 
obtained  decreets  conform  thereupon,  that 
aid  decreets  and  executorials  following 
upon  shall  be  good  and  valid  rights  to  the 
tors  for  suiting  and  obtaining  payments  of 
stipend ;  and  the  presentation  and  decreet 
nn  obtained  before  the  date  thereof  shall 
ralid  ground  and  right  for  that  effect,  not- 
fa^wHing  the  anmilling  of  presentations  hj 
3  of  this  present  Act:  And  because  it  is 
ul  that  the  just  and  proper  interest  of  con- 
itions  and  presbyteries  in  providing  of  kirks 

ministers  be  clearly  determinea  by  the 
ral  assembly,  and  what  is  to  be  accounted 
xmgTQgatiaQ  having  that  interest;  there- 


fore, it  is  hereby  seriously  recommended  unto 
the  next  general  assembly  clearly  to  determine 
the  same,  and  to  condescend  upon  a  certain 
standing  way  for  being  a  settled  rule  therein 
for  all  times  coming.  It  is  hereby  provided 
that,  pending  the  consultations  of  the  general 
assembly  in  communication  with  the  various 
kirk  sessions,  presbyteries,  and  provincisil  synods 
of  the  presbyterian  churches,  in  settling  the 
rule  for  naming,  proi>osing,  electing,  and  ap- 
pointing ministo:^  to  churches  and  parishes  in 
Scotland,  the  whole  of  the  presentations  hitherto 
vested  in  Her  Majesty  and  others  shall  be  vested 
in  the  Lord  High  Commissioner  to  the  general 
assembly,  who  &all  exercise  this  right  to  pre- 
sent to  vacancies,  subject  to  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  the  congregation,'* 

said,  he  was  unfortunately  obliged  to  go 
back  to  the  past  history  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  because  without  bearing  in 
mind  the  cii*cumstances  of  former  years, 
they  could  not  possibly  understand  those 
of  the  present  day.  The  Eeformation 
brought  about  a  desire  in  Scotland  to  be 
free  &om  the  corruptions  of  the  Church 
of  Home.  Not  only  was  freedom  of  wor- 
ship established  in  Scotland,  but  the 
people  rose  up  strongly  against  all  op- 
position. In  1561,  the  Church  was  in- 
dependent, and  exercised  all  her  rights, 
including  that  of  presenting  ministers. 
That  continued  until  the  year  1638, 
when,  under  the  Stuarts,  the  Church 
came  into  bondage,  and  so  remained 
until  1649.  In  that  year,  an  Act  was 
passed,  distinctly  giving  the  Church  the 
right  to  nominate  its  own  ministers.  The 
Church  was  free  until  1661,  when,  with 
the  !Restoration  of  the  Stuarts,  evil  days 
came  again.  In  1689  the  Stuarts  were 
expelled  from  Scotland,  and  in  the  fol- 
lowing year,  the  Presbyterian  Church 
became  entirely  free.  From  that  time 
up  to  1712,  the  Church  exercised  every 
power  which  a  free  Church  ought  to  ex- 
ercise. They  had  the  right  to  choose 
their  own  ministers.  Again  in  1712,  an 
unfortunate  Act  was  passed  under  the 
government  of  Queen  Anne,  giving  cer- 
tain parties  the  right  to  impose  on  the 
Church  of  Scotland  whatever  ministers 
they  wished,  and  the  Church  had  never 
ceased  to  complain  of  the  tyranny  of 
that  Act.  At  that  time,  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  quiescent  under  that  Act ; 
but  in  the  early  part  of  this  century, 
they  raised  themselves  up  to  try  and 
free  themselves  from  oppression,  and  in 
1833  an  endeavour  was  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to  repeal  the  Act  of 
Queen  Anne;  but  imfortunately,  Sir 
Bobert  Feel  was  succeBsful  in  preventing 
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tlio  roscinding  of  the  Act.  No  one  could 
road  the  debates  of  that  x^eriod  without 
coming  to  the  conchision  that  the  Church 
of  S(Jotland  had  invariably  been  staunch 
to  the  principles  of  the  Act  of  Queen 
Anne.  It  was  moved  in  the  General  As- 
sembly, however,  that  the  Scotch  people 
should  have  the  right  of  veto  on  the 
ministers  presented  to  them.  That  was 
in  operation  for  five  years.  The  civil 
Courts  were  then  called  upon  to  interfere, 
and  they  saw  that  the  Veto  Act  was  ille- 
gal. From  that  time,  various  attempts 
were  made  to  give  back  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland  the  right  to  nominate  her  own 
ministers,  but  unfortunately  all  the  efforts 
failed.  The  Free  Church  of  Scotland 
had  now  been  in  operation  30  years,  and 
during  that  time,  her  congregations  had 
exercised  the  right  of  selecting  tlieir  OAvn 
ministers.  With  that  example  before 
them,  he  thought  it  right  to  come  and  ask 
the  House  tliat,  instead  of  accepting  tlie 
various  provisions  of  tlio  Bill  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  they  should  give  back  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  the  right  of  fixing 
the  mode  in  which  their  ministers  should 
be  selected.  It  was  true  the  Bill  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  proposed  to  give  them 
that  right ;  but  ho  held  that  this  House 
had  no  riglit  to  dictate  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  the  manner  in  which  they 
should  nominate  their  ministers,  and  to 
that  part  of  the  Bill  he  distinctly  ob- 
jected. He  would  therefore  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  consider  the  Amendment  he 
had  to  proi)ose,  which  would  give  to 
the  General  Assembly  the  right  to  decide 
the  manner  in  whic^h  they  would  elect 
their  own  ministers,  and  would  then  give 
to  the  people  of  Scotland  an  expression 
of  opinion  as  to  the  mode  in  which  that 
right  should  be  exercised. 

Tin:  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  inform 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  that 
I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting the  highest  authoiities  in  the 
House  as  to  the  language  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  I  must  tell  him  and  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  first  sentence  being  un- 
usual, unprecedented,  and  irregular,  I 
cannot  put  it  to  the  Committee.  It  has 
never  been  the  practice  of  Parliament  to 
make  recommendations  to  other  bodies, 
but  to  enact  laws ;  and  I  can  onl3'  put 
to  the  Committee  the  latter  part  of  the 
Amendment — the  operative  part. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  in  that  case,  he  would  propose  the 
latioT  j)art  of  his  Amendment,  to  leave 

(re/ieral  Sir  Gewgo  Baljow 


out  from  "repealed"  to  " thereanent," 
and  insert  the  following  : — 

**  It  iu  horcLy  provided  that,  ]N>ndinfr  the  cnn- 
8uUutiun8  of  the  ^^ncral  luiaumblv  in  commiiiu- 
cAtion  with  the  vurious  kirk  scwions,  prMbylK 
rics,  and  prov-int'Lil  s^-nodis  of  the  prMlnliTiu 
churches,  in  settling  the  rule  for  naming;,  ]»t>- 
posin^,  electing,  and  up]H>intinpr  ministCK  tA 
ehurchfis  »nd  purishes  in  Scotland,  the  whok<)f 
the  presentutions  hitherto  vested  in  ilcr  Maj^ 
and  uthen  bhall  1k)  vested  in  the  Lord  liiich 
Commissioner  to  the  gt^ncral  ussemMy,  whu 
iihnll  oxert.-i.se  this  right  to  present  to  vai^mncsk 
subject  to  the  fec^inf^  and  "dishes  of  the  von- 
grejjation." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE :  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  r[uite  right  in 
having  voted  against  the  second  reading 
of  tlie  Bill,  if  he  intended  to  propoie 
this  Amendment,  for  it  is  quite  incoiuis- 
tent  with  the  purport  and  tenour  of  the 
Bill.  I  was  suri)n8ed  that  he  objected  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  BUI,  became 
last  Session,  he  said  that  he  would  vote 
for  the  abolition  of  patronag^.      It  is, 
however,  quite  out  or  the  question  that 
an   Amendment  of   this  kind  can  be 
adopted  by  the  Committee.  The  Amend- 
ment is  apparently  of  this  character- 
patronage  is  to  be  repealed  nominally  or 
provisionally,  or  in  some  way  which!  do 
not    understand,    and    the    Lord  High 
Commissioner,  representing  Her  Majesty 
is  to  have  the  ^hole  of  the  patronage 
placed  in  his  hands,  at  least,  until  the 
General   Assembly  of   the    Established 
Church  shall  have  made  arrangements 
with  the  other  Presbyterian  Churches. 
But  with  respect  to  that,  I  rog^t  to  say 
t]iat  we  have  had  no  encouragement  \.o 
enter     into    consultation     with    those 
Churches.     In  the  month  of  April,  be- 
fore the  Bill  was  brought  forward,  there 
were  meetings  in  Glasgow   and  Edin- 
burgh of  the  two  principal  Dissenting 
Presbyteries,  and  there  the  Free  Chuxcn 
and  the  other  ministers  intimated  that 
they  could  have  no  communication  with 
tlie  Government   in    reference   to  the 
question  of  the  abolition  of  patronage. 
Therefore,  it  would  be  vain  for  us  to  ap- 
proach those  Churches ;  and  although  I 
hoj)e  matters  may  mend  in  this  respect, 
I  regret  to  say  that,  so   far  as  any  open 
declaration  on  their  part  is  concerned, 
we  have  had  hitherto  no  encouragement. 
We  are,  however,  sincerely  desirous  that 
tliere  should  be  a  reconciliation  of  the 
Presbyterian  Churches,   and  I  wish  to 
avoid  using  any  language  which  might 
produce  an  irritating  effect,  or  tend  to  pre- 
vent that  good  feelmg  which  I  troifc  wffl 
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jret  exist  between  the  Established  Church 
and  the  other  Presbyterian  Churches. 
It  has  been  stated  that  the  question  of 
duestablishment  has  been  raised  in  con- 
sequence of  the  introduction  of  this  Bill ; 
but  that  question  of  disestablishment  was 
raised  last  year,  before  there  was  any 
diBCUSsion  in  this  House  in  reference  to 
the  abolition  of  patronage.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
the  United  Presbyterian  Church  had  de- 
elared  for  disestablishment  then,  and 
have  declared  for  it  now.  Then,  further, 
the  Free  Church,  before  there  was  any 
mofyement  of  this  kind  in  reference  to 
patvonaffe— I  mean  in  Parliament — con- 
tended for  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  the  Church  of 
England.  I  think  it  must  be  obvious, 
therefore,  that  to  stop  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  until  we  have  had  communica- 
tionB  with  the  Churches  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded  would  be  not  only 
useless,  but  a  waste  of  time.  We  are 
now  trying  in  the  interest  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  to  get  patronage  removed, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  those  who  main- 
tain that  popular  election  is  the  proper 
mode  of  electing  ministers  can  oppose 
such  a  measure.  When  we  have  got  rid 
of  patronage  in  the  Established  Church 
all  Churches  will  so  far  be  on  a  footing 
of  equality,  and  a  barrier  which  now  ex- 
ists will  have  been  removed.  I  submit 
that  the  proper  course  for  the  Committee 
to  pursue  is  to  negative  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  if  he  were  a 
Churchman  he  should  certainly  object  to 
the  transfer  of  the  power  of  electing  the 
minister  to  a  new  body  not  known  in 
Scotland.  In  Scotland  the  commimicants 
were  regarded  as  the  only  congregation. 
Thcgr  looked  to  no  Act  of  ParHament  to 
QODier  on  them  that  right;  but  they 
looked  to  the  charter  which  was  con- 
ferred on  them  by  the  Founder  of  Chris- 
tianity Himself. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  suggested 
that  it  would  be  better  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Mb.  OKR-EWING  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  2,  to  leave 
out  the  word  ''  shall,"  and  to  insert  the 
words  **  is  hereby  declared  to." 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
What  is  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  ? 


Mb.  OER  EWING  :  The  congrega- 
tions of  Scotland  do  not  like  the  Act  of 
Parliament  to  declare  a  right  which 
they  believe  they  possess  already. 

Mb.  LEITH  :  It  appears  to  me  that 
this  Amendment  is  to  declare  what  the 
law  of  Scotland  is  in  regard  to  the  power 
vested  in  the  communicants  and  other 
members  of  the  congregation.  The  hon. 
Member  desires  not  that  we  should  give 
the  power,  but  to  declare  that  it  now 
exists  in  the  Church  of  Scotland. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE:  Before 
the  Act  of  Queen  Anne  was  passed,  the 
right  of  presentation  was  in  the  commu- 
nicants and  members  of  the  congre- 
gation. [Mr.  Leith  :  No ;  the  congre- 
gation only.]  In  the  congregation, 
which  included  the  commimicants.  I 
do  not  see  anything  material  in  the 
Amendment,  but  I  am  not  inclined  to 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  if  the  Amendment  referred  to 
the  state  of  things  previous  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  of  Queen  Anne,  it  effec- 
tually stopped  all  the  Amendments  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  his 
hon.  Friends  around  him,  with  reference 
to  the  constitution  of  the  elective  body. 

Mr.  ORR  EWING  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Leith)  ob- 
jected to  the  Amendment,  because  the 
previous  Acts  did  not  mention  communi- 
cants as  forming  the  congregation.  If 
the  House  intended  that  the  ratepayers 
should  have  the  right,  then  he  thought 
it  would  be  inconsistent  to  put  the 
Amendment ;  but  he  thought  they  should 
take  a  division  to  settle  whether  the  rate- 
payers were  to  have  the  right. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  was  rather 
perplexed  with  the  explanation,  but  he 
understood  that  the  Bill  was  to  make  a 
change  in  the  existing  law.  By  the  ex- 
isting law  the  right  of  nominating  minis- 
ters was  vested  in  the  patron.  They 
repealed  that,  and  intended  to  vest  it  in 
the  communicants  and  congregation; 
but  he  understood  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
say  that  by  the  simple  repeal  of  the  Act 
of  Queen  Anne,  tnings  went  back  to 
their  former  state,  and  vested  it  in  the 
congregation.  Now,  by  Lord  Aber- 
deen's Act,  the  ri^ht  of  patrons  was 
continued,  but  subject  to  the  rights  of 
congregations.      That  was  existing  lavr. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  :  Lord 
Aberdeen's  Act  is  repealed,  as  well  as 
the  Act  of  Queen  Anne. 
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Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  denied  that ' 
the  word  *' Church"  would  represent  the 
true  state  of  tlie  case,  because  the  Act 
of  1690  j^ave  the  election  to  heritors  and 
elders.  Now,  they  admitted  the  heritors 
hero ;  but  be3'ond  that,  it  would  be  an 
unfair  proceeding  to  shut  out  the  Com- 
mittee from  discussing  the  Amendment 
by  inserting  a  few  words  which  nobody 
imderstood  the  meaning  of. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  failed  to  see  that  the 
Act  of  1 690  gave  the  people  of  Scotland 
a  satisfactory  right  to  have  a  voice  in 
the  election  of  ministers. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  remarked  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  an  enacting 
clause.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumbarton  would  make  it 
merely  a  declaratorv  clause. 

The  LOEI)  ADVOCATE  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Act  of  1690  did  not 
give  the  lieritors  or  elders  a  right  of 
presenting  a  minister  to  a  parish,  but 
merely  the  right  of  proposing  one.  That 
meaning  of  the  Act  was  laid  down  by 
the  official  representing  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate of  that  day,  and  the  objection  of 
respectable  parisliioners  was  held  good. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  admitted  that  there 
was  no  doubt  patronage  was  abolished 
by  the  Act  in  question,  but  it  did  not 
follow  that  it  was  transferred  to  the 
public.  That  was  one  of  the  evils  which 
the  friends  of  the  Established  Church 
had  to  complain  of. 

Gkxeral  Sir  GEOEGE  BAI.FOUE 
contended  that  the  Act  of  1690  did  not 
make  the  Church  of  Scotland  free.  It 
certainly  gave  the  heritors  and  ciders 
influence  over  other  electors,  and  that 
was  what  had  been  complained  of.  At 
the  same  time,  ho  did  not  think  the 
House  of  Commons  should  dictate  to 
the  people  of  Scotland  as  to  how  they 
should  elect  their  ministers. 

On  the  understanding  that  it  would  bo 
brought  up  on  the  Eeport, 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ivithdraivn. 

Mr.  ANDEESON,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  Hno  2,  after 
^'  vested  in  "  to  insert  **  the  ratepayers  of 
the  parish  along  with,"  said,  he  hoped 
he  should  not  be  considered  hostile  to 
the  Bill  in  taking  that  course.  As  it  at 
present  stood,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be 
of  a  very  sectarian  character,  and  the 
object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  make  it 
as  broad  as  possible.  The  BiU  was  not 
to  abolish  patronage,  but  to  transfer  it 


from  one  somewhat  narrow  body  to  u- 
othor  still  narrower  body.  He  wished 
to  provide  that  in  making  that  ttaiu- 
ference  from  one  body  to  another,  can 
should  bo  taken  that  the  body  to  whidi 
the  patronage  was  to  be  transfened 
should  be  at  least  as  national  as  tint 
from  which  patronage  was  to  be  takeiL 
The  Bill  as  it  now  stood  would  not  do  lo. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to 
make  the  constituency  somewhAt  broader 
than  that  by  adding  the  ratepayers  to 
the  electing  body.  Indeed,  there  were 
others  who,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be 
added,  although  it  miffht  be  difficult  to 
constitute  such  an  enlarged  body,  fiir 
there  were  many  members  of  congrega- 
tions who  were  not  ratepayers  who  on^ 
to  have  some  say  in  the  nomination  to 
the  pulpit.  In  this  country,  as  well  ai 
in  Scotland,  much  was  left  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  parishes  to  females,  and  he 
thought  it  entirely  wrong  not  togire 
them  a  fair  share  in  the  election  of 
clergymen.  He  should  be  glad  to  vote 
for  any  Amendment  which  would  make 
the  Bill  wider  than  it  .was,  and  there 
were  many  Amendments  of  that  kind  on 
the  Paper.  But  on  the  whole  he  thought 
his  own  Amendment  was  the  best,  as  it 
was  the  broadest,  and  he  therefore 
moved  it. 

Mr.   mark   STEWART    said,  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Andei*son)  at  first  sight  was  very 
taking ;  but  a  little  consideration  showed 
that  it  would  be  ridiculous  to  entertain 
it  for  a  single  moment,  and  not  only  that, 
but  the  other  Amendments  to  which  tht* 
hon.  Member   referred.     If  ratepayers 
were  allowed  to  have  a  direct  voice  in 
the  election  of  clergymen,  everyone  who 
had  any  knowledge  of  Scotland  know 
that  there  would   be  nothing  but  con- 
fusion   and  turmoil  in    such  electioDs. 
Besides,  it  was  a  proposition  that  no 
other  religious  or  irrelinous  community 
would    submit   to.      What   would  the 
Roman  Catholics  say,  if  Protestants  were 
to  got  the  legal  right  to  appoint  the 
clergymen  of  their  churches ;  and  what 
would  the  other  Presbyterian  denomi- 
nations say  if  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  were  to  claim  the  right  to 
elect  the  ministers   of  their  Church? 
This  was  a  question  which  referred  to 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland  only, 
and  though  she  would  be  willinff  to  take 
in  any  other  Church,  or  any  omer  per* 
sons  who  would  come  into  her&loiii 
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would  not  be  right  to  thrust  upon  her 
those  who  had  shown  towards  her  dis- 
like, if  not  hatred,  and  who  might  put 
into  the  ministry  clorg}Tnen  inimical  to 
her  interests.  [**  No,  no!"]  AVhat 
happened  at  the  time  of  the  Disruption, 
when  party  spirit  ran  high?  Town 
councils  are  said  to  have  takon  great 
pains  and  trouble  to  put  into  the 
Church  pulpits  clergymen  who  were 
inimical  to  and  hostile  to  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  The  whole  nation  had 
a  right  to  the  services  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church ;  but  they  would  not  give 
the  Established  Church  into  the  hands 
of  her  enemies.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich,  on  the 
second  reading,  completely  passed  over 
that  part  of  the  subject.  He  never  sup- 
posed the  possibility  of  such  a  thing 
taking  place.  Ho  (Mr.  Stewart)  main- 
tained that  no  sensible  person  in  that 
House  who  entertained  a  comprehensive 
view  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  would 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow. 

CoLOXEL  MUKE  said,  he  must  oppose 
the  Amendment,  but  not  on  the  same 
grounds  as  the  last  Roeaker,  and  certainly 
not  on  the  ground  that  no  sensible  man 
would  propose  such  an  Amendiuent. 
His  motive  was  his  utter  objection  to  a 
ratcpaying  constituency  as  being  un- 
suitable. The  great  object  he  had  in 
view  in  supporting  the  Bill  was  to  try  to 
conciliate  other  Churches ;  and  if  anv- 
thing  was  eminently  calculated  to  have 
the  very  reverse  effect,  it  would  be  the 
introduction  of  a  ratepaying  constituency. 
Ho  desired  to  make  the  body  entrusted 
with  that  power  as  ecclesiastical  as 
possible. 

Mr.  ERNEST  NOEL  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  if  such  a  power  as  that 
proposed  in  the  Amendment  were  given 
to  the  ratepayers,  they  might  elect  a 
minister  who  might  be  of  some  denomi- 
nation different  from  that  of  the  Church, 
or  of  no  denomination  whatever,  which 
could  not  but  be  regarded  as  an  insult  to 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland .  He 
objected  to  the  Bill  altogether,  but  woidd 
certainly  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Colonel  AI3)XANDER  said,  every 
hon.  Member  who  knew  the  Highland 
parishes  was  acquainted  with  the  fact, 
that  in  the  Highlands  there  was  a  par- 
ticular prejufuce  against  taking  the 
Sacrament,  and  it  was  only  on  particular 
ocoaaionfl  it  was  partaken  of,  and  there- 


fore there  were  very  communicants  in 
those  districts.  He  however  woidd  re- 
peat what  he  said  on  the  occasion  of  the 
second  reading,  that  the  Bill  was  a 
matter  of  internal  organization  with 
which  Dissenters  had  nothing  to  do. 
They  had  no  right  to  say  that  United 
Presbyterians  had  a  right  to  choose 
their  own  ministers,  and  to  deny 
Churchmen  the  same  right.  If  the 
Amendment  were  passed,  there  would 
be  a  danger  of  swamping  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  the  game  on  the 
other  side  would  be  *'  Heads,  I  win, 
tails,  you  lose." 

Mr.  HOESMAN  said,  tliat  amongst 
other  questions  raised  was  this — *'  What 
is  a  l)issenter?"  In  England,  they 
knew  very  well  what  a  Dissenter  was, 
and  they  knew  what  it  was  in  Ireland 
also;  but  in  Scotland,  there  were  no 
Dissenters,  and  therefore  the  term  was 
not  so  well  understood.  Tliev  had  the 
Free  Kirk  and  the  United  Presbyte- 
rians ;  but  there  was  no  difference 
either  in  their  creed  or  worship,  and 
they  went  out  from  the  Established  Church 
merely  on  the  question  of  patronage. 
As  there  were  as  many  as  seven  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  each  fixing  a  differ- 
ent constituency  for  the  (election  of  the 
ministers,  and  each  evincing  a  dissatis- 
faction at  the  narrowness  of  its  existing 
scope,  tlio  Committee  ought  to  cliooso 
that  one  which  opened  the  door  widest, 
so  as  to  facilitate  the  return  of  the  Free 
('hurch  and  the  United  Presb3i;erians 
into  the  body  of  the  Established  Church, 
now  that  patronage,  the  point  on  which 
they  had  separated,  was  done  away 
with.  They  siiould  choose  that  Amend- 
ment which  would  unite  the  greatest 
amount  of  support.  He  did  not  think 
the  proposal  to  make  the  ratepayers  the 
electoral  body  would  meet  with  much 
support  in  Scotiand,  and  therefore  he 
would  advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  It  was  clear  that  the  con- 
stituency must  be  a  religious,  a  Con- 
gregational, a  Presbyterian,  or  a  Pro- 
testant constituency,  and  the  Amend- 
ment which  most  fully  answered  thos-e 
requirements  was  that  of  his  hoTi. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Fifeshire  (Sir 
Kobert  Anstruther).  All  the  three 
Churches  he  had  mentioned  were  iden- 
tical in  doctrine  and  ceremonial,  and 
would  become  identical  in  government, 
if  they  had  the  opportunity  given  to 
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them  to  show  a  common  intorost  in  the 
selection  of  a  minister. 

Mr.  ASSnETON  GEOSS  hoped  the 
discussion  would  not  be  allowed  to  range 
over  the  whole  of  the  seven  pro^iosals, 
and  therefore  ho  would  suggest  that  for 
the  present  it  shoidd  be  limited  to  the 
question  of  the  ratepayers.  He  believed 
that  there  was  a  great  objection  to  the 
Amendment  on  both  sides  of  the  House ; 
and  that  it  was  as  much  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  the  Free  Church  and  of 
the  United  Presbyterians  as  it  was  to 
those  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  put  the  Church 
of  Scotland  into  the  position  in  which  she 
was  originally.  The  general  principle 
of  all  Presbyterian  Churches,  he  un- 
derstood, was  that  no  minister  should 
be  imposed  upon  them  simply  by  the 
nomination  of  a  patron,  but  that  the 
congregations  should  have  the  power  of 
electing  their  ministers,  and  what  they 
wanted  by  this  Bill  was  to  put  the  Church 
of  Scotland  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
other  denominations.  If  the  Committee 
were  to  insert  ''ratepayers"  in  the 
clause,  they  would  do  that  which  no 
Presbyterian  Body  would  do  of  them- 
selves 

Mr.'  LYON  PLAYFAIR  thought  the 
lion.  Gentleman  would  do  well  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  The  proposal 
was  obviously  an  unpopular  one  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  whilst  he  acknow- 
ledged that,  he  must  say  that  it  was 
not  so  monstrous  as  had  been  endea- 
voured to  bo  made  out  by  some  hon. 
Members.  He  knew  of  churches  in 
whicli  it  prevailed,  and  had  not  failed 
to  provide  thorn  with  a  succession  of 
excellent  clergymen. 

Sir  EDWiUil)  COLEBROOKE  asked 
those  who  recognized  the  congregation 
as  having  rights,  who  were  the  congre- 
gation ?  For  liis  own  part  he  considered 
the  seatowners  constituted  the  congrega- 
tion, independently  of  the  sacramental 
tost.  Unless  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  lay  down  some  satisfactory  test,  he 
would  ratlier  take  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  than  have  the  matter 
decided  by  a  purely  ecclesiastical  tri- 
bunal. IIo  did  so  for  this  reason — in 
appointing  a  minister  of  a  congregation 
they  were  not  only  dealing  with  an 
ecclesiastical  matter,  but  they  were 
raising  a  person  to  a  considerable  social 
position,  and  one  which  gave  him  con- 
siderable civil  influence  in  his  parish, 
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and  therefore  it  was  importaiit  beyond 
the  interests  of  the  oommanicantB  tlut 
the  appointment  should  be  a  good  one. 
It  was  only  right  that  those  persona  wlu) 
had  some  influence  in  the  parish  should 
have  some  influence  in  the  election. 
That  fact  was  recognized  by  the  ri^t 
which  the  heritors  possessed  hitherto, 
independently  of  any  ecclesiastical  test. 
Why  should  the  Committee  say  that  uj 
one  who  did  not  accept  this  religious  te^ 
was  necessarily  an  enemy,  and  would 
vote  for  the  worst  person  possible  ? 

Mb.  M'LAEI^  said,  if  he  had  to 
choose  one  of  the  seven  AmendmentR, 
he  should  certainly  choose  the  one  of  hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow, 
for  he  considered  it  the  right  of  ereij 
parishioner  to  vote  for  the  election  of 
minister.  Its  justice  was  shown  by  ths 
fact  that  half  of  tho  people  in  ScotlaDd 
did  not  belong  to  the  Established  Ghuidt 
This,  however,  might  be  said  against  it, 
that  in  some  instances  the  ratepayers 
might  be  a  narrower  constituency  than 
the  communicants. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  ho  failed  to  discover  that  there  was 
any  virtue  in  a  ratepayer,  which  entitled 
him  to  vote  for  the  election  of  a  mini- 
ster. However  much  he  desired  to 
liberalize  the  electoral  body,  he  could 
not  see  that  it  was  possible  to  widen  its 
basis;  and  he  was  disposed  to  agree 
with  the  Government  that  the  bosttlung 
they  could  do  was  to  leave  tho  choice  of 
the  minister  to  those  who  were  person- 
ally and  directly  interested  in  him,  and 
who  were  to  have  the  benefit  of  his 
ministrations. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  said,  it  appeared  to 
liim  that  in  a  national  Churoh,  main- 
tained with  national  funds,  every  in- 
habitant of  a  parish  had  something  to 
do  with  tho  election  of  a  minister,  and 
should  accordingly  have  a  voice  in  the 
matter.  However  he  did  not  wish  to 
multiply  divisions,  and  he  would  there- 
fore withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  vans  AGNEW,  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  to  insert  in 
line  2,  after  *^  vested  in,^'  ''a committee 
consisting  as  to  one-thud  of  its  number 
of  heritors  being  Protestants,  and  as  to 
the  remaining  two-thirds  of,"  said,  he 
would  withdraw  it,  having  been  informed 
that  it  would  place  the  patronage  in  the 
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hands  of  the  heritors,  with  the  commu- 
*     aioaiitt  and  the  members. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Stt  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2, 
Hue  2,  to  leave  out ' '  the  communicants, ' ' 
and  insert  ''the  seatholdors,"  said  that 
the  only  point  in  which  his  Amendment 
differed  from  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Edinburgh  was  this — that  it  created 
what  he  thought  was  a  very  proper  re- 
striction of  the  operation  of  the  clause 
to  the  heads  of  families. 

Me.  grant  duff  :  I  regret  that  I 
cannot  support  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  ;  nor,  to  say  the 
truth,  do  I  see  a  single  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  which  I  care  to  support.  It 
seems,  indeed,  to  mo,  that  the  fairest 
and  justest  course  that  can  be  taken  by 
those  who,  like  myself,  disapprove  of 
the  BOl  from  beginning  to  end,  and  who 
made  their  protest  against  it  by  voting 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Montrose,  is  to  let  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pass  it,  much 
in  the  form  in  which  they  have  brought 
it  in,  merely  expressing  a  hope  that  it 
will  turn  out  a  happier  measure  for 
Scotland  than  I  fear  it  will. 

Me.  M'LAGAN  approved  of  the 
Amendment,  thinking  that  the  seat- 
holders  were  the  most  proper  persons  in 
whom  the  power  given  by  the  clause 
could  be  vested.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Edinburgh  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  would  come  to  an  agreement 
upon  the  question  under  discussion. 

Me.  HOESMAN  suggested  they 
shoidd  select  one  out  of  the  seven  similar 
Amendments  and  divide  upon  it  to  save 
time.  By  adopting  that  course  a  door 
might  be  opened  to  bring  back  the  three 
great  religious  Bodies,  which  wore  one 
in  doctrine  and  practice,  into  unity ;  and 
then  the  Bill  would  be  a  most  useful 
one.  After  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Grant  Duff)  had  said,  he  (Mr. 
Horsman)  wondered  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  go  to  bed  instead  of  sitting  there. 
If  by  the  Bill  all  came  back  to  one 
Church  the  measure  would  be  extremely 
creditable  to  the  Government  and  very 
satisfactory  to  the  House  to  pass. 

Me.  DALEYMPLE  said,  the  objec- 
tion  to  seatholders  was,  that  it  would  in- 
clude heads  of  families  and  exclude  the 


female  members  of  those  families.  He 
concurred  in  the  suggestion  that  it  would 
be  convenient  if  hon.  Members  would 
agree  upon  which  of  these  Amendments, 
which  were  all  alike  in  intention  and 
very  similar  in  language,  they  would 
support ,  and  then  the  Committee  could 
divide  at  once. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  if  the 
suggestion  was  adopted,  he  hoped  the 
division  would  be  taken,  not  on  the  sub- 
stitution of  seatholders  for  communi- 
cants, but  on  the  addition  of  seatholders 
to  commimicants.  It  had  always  been 
the  custom  in  the  Church  of  Scotland  to 
acknowledge  the  heritors ;  and  by  letting 
them  into  the  Bill,  they  would  not  only 
restore  the  language  of  the  old  Acts, 
but  make  it  more  difficult  to  admit  the 
Free  Church  again  within  its  pale. 

Mr.  J.  S.  HAEDY  objected  to  the 
term  seatholders,  on  the  general  ground 
that  it  would  include  the  rich  and  might 
exclude  the  poor.  His  object  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill  was,  that  he  thought  it 
would  pave  the  way  to  a  general  recon- 
ciliation. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  OEE  EWING  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  hne  2,  the  omis- 
sion of  **  communicants  and  other  mem- 
bers of  the,"  so  as  to  leave  the  election 
vested  in  the  *'  congregation.'* 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
would  accept  the  Amendment,  subject  to 
the  subsequent  definition  of  congrega- 
tion. 

Mr.  LYON  TTAYFAIE  said,  in  that 
case,  he  should  move  that  the  definition 
include  seatholders. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  EOBEET  ANSTEUTHEE 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2, 
lines  3  and  4,  after  **  respectively,"  in- 
sert *  *  and  in  the  congregation  of  any 
other  Protestant  church  or  churches  in 
the  parish."  He  considered  tliat  as  far 
as  the  Free  Church  were  concerned,  they 
went  out  of  the  Church  in  1843  upon 
free  principles;  and  the  demand  made 
by  that  Church,  it  was  utterly  impossible 
to  assent  to.  Thoy  still  remained  out, 
and  he  (Sir  Eobert  Anstrutlier)  sub- 
mitted that  they  should  fall  back  upon 
the  Act  of  1690,  when  the  ministers 
were  elected  by  the  congregations.  He 
thought  the  Amendment  would  prove  of 
immense  benefit  to  the  Establishment 
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and  would  add  greatly  to  its  prosperity. 
Were  the  right  to  cdect  the  ministers 
confined  to  members  of  the  Established 
Church  the  Church  would  be  open  to  the 
reproach  of  being  a  mere  sect,  but  this 
would  be  removed  by  allowing  all  Pres- 
byterian congregations  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  election  of  the  parish  minister. 

Mr.  OEE  EWING  opposed  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
form  an  insurmountable  barrier  to  the 
union  of  tlie  Established  and  Free 
Churches  of  Scotland.  He  believed  the 
General  Assembly  had  a  strong  objection 
to  it,  and  if  they  wanted  a  union  with 
the  Free  Church,  thoy  must  got  them  to 
come  in  in  some  other  way. 

Mr.  CAMrBELI.  BANNERMAN 
said,  ho  was  also  of  opinion  that  the 
Amendment  was  impolitic  and  objec- 
tionable. It  would  not  effect  the  object 
for  which  it  was  designed — the  bringing 
back  of  the  Nonconformists  to  the  Estab- 
lishment. Ho  objected  to  it  as  an  at- 
tempt to  set  up  a  sort  of  secondary  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Scotland,  over  which 
the  State  would  have  no  control.  He 
also  wished  to  know  how  Protestant 
CMiurches  wore  to  bo  defined,  and  where 
the  lino  was  to  bo  drawn. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  entered  a  protest  on 
the  pai*t  of  the  other  Protestant  Churches 
of  Scotland  against  their  having  that 
duty  of  electing  ministers  of  the  Estab- 
lisliod  Church  tlirust  upon  tliem.  He 
was  sure  that  it  would  be  anything  but 
satisfactory  to  them  if  the  Amendment 
wore  caniod. 

Mr.  EIINEST  NOEL  thought  that  the 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
rendering  tho  Established  Church  more 
national  than  it  was  at  present.  lie  held 
that  an  Established  (Jhurch  kept  up  for 
a  minority  of  the  people  was  an  estab- 
lished injustice.  The  people  of  Scotland 
were  at  that  moment  still  Presbyterians. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said  that  the  parish 
church  in  Scotland  was  open  to  every 
person  in  tho  parish,  whereas  the  Dis- 
senting church  was  only  open  to  sub- 

SCPlb  QFS 

Mr.  HOESMAN  said  he  heartily 
supported  tho  Amendment  as  calculated 
to  render  tho  Establi6h(Kl  Churc^h  more 
national,  and  so  to  prevent  her  disestab- 
lishment ;  but  he  would  suggest  that  the 
word  *^ Presbyterian"  should  be  substi- 
tuted for  ** Protestant,"  as  bethought 
his  hon.  Friend  had  made  a  mistake  in 
using  the  latter  term.     They  wore  now 

jSir  Jiokrt  Amtruther 


asked  to  legislate  for  a  Chuxeh  whidi 
was  confessedly  the  Churoh  of  the  mino- 
rity, and  they  were  asked  to  giye  thit 
Church  by  new  statutory  enactment, 
fresh  recognition  and  fresh  power.  That 
was  a  thing  that  was  actually  unpre- 
cedented in  the  annals  of  English  leeif- 
lation.  They  were  bound  to  do  all  Aey 
could  to  make  that  Church  popular, 
strong,  and  useful ;  but  when  they  wen 
asked  to  take  statutory  action,  and  gire 
further  power  to  it  as  a  national  Church, 
they  were  placed  in  a  fedse  position.  He 
should  support  the  Amendment,  be- 
lieving that  if  they  passed  the  Bill  in  its 
present  form,  they  would  make  the  ma- 
jority of  the  nation  enemies  to  Establish- 
ment. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  the 
Amendment  was  inconsistent  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  measure  waff 
intended  to  abolish  patronage  in  the  Ee- 
tabUshed  Chui*ch  of  Scotland ;  but  that 
Amendment  would  set  up  a  system  of 
external  pati'onage  in  that  Church  in  its 
worst  form.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fife 
could  hardly  be  in  earnest  in  proposing 
that  all  the  Protestant  Bodies  in  Scotland 
should  elect  the  ministers  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  The  different  Presbyterian 
Bodies  woro  not  on  such  terms  of  friend- 
ship as  would  make  them  act  together 
cordially  in  the  election  of  ministers, 
although  he  trusted  the  time  would  come 
when  they  would  do  so.  But  if  anything 
more  than  another  could  tend  to  retara 
that  result,  it  would  be  anything  like  an 
attempt  to  force  a  mode  of  elecbng  their 
ministers  on  the  Scotch  people.  The 
nearer  allied  sects  were  to  each  other. 
the  greater  often  was  their  hostility,  just 
as  the  quarrols  between  brothers  were 
the  bitterest.  By  trying  to  force  the 
Presbyterian  Churches  to  come  together 
by  pressure  from  without,  Parhament 
was  likely  to  do  more  harm  than  good. 

CoLo^*ELMUEE  supported  tho  Amend- 
ment, tho  adoption  of  which  would,  he 
believed,  induce  many  persons  to  with- 
draw their  opposition  to  that  measure. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Fiiend  would  compel  any  one  to 
take  part  in  the  election  of  ministen. 
By  creating  discontent  among  the  Dis- 
senting Bodies  of  Scotland,  that  Bill,  as 
it  stood,  would  undermine  the  position  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  the  day 
was  not  far  distant  when  they  woold 
combine  to  attack  her.  In  order  to  pre- 
vent that  eventuality,  the  object  tney 
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Iiad  in  Tiew  was  to  restore  patronage  to 
where  it  onglit  to  be,  so  as  to  smooth 
over  the  difficulty  and  re-unite  the  an- 
mnt  Church  of  Scotland.  The  bitter 
ftdiiiff  which  was  said  to  exist  between 
fte  Free  Church  and  the  Church  of 
Beotland  was  never  heard  of  till  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  before  the  House. 

Th«  lord  advocate,  although 
sympathizing  to  a  considerable  extent 
with  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hfe,  and  being  anxious  for  agreement 
unonff  the  different  Presbyterian 
Churdies,  yet  felt  himself  unable  to  ac- 
cept that  Amendment.  If  he  had  made 
saoh  a  proposal  himself,  he  might  have 
been  accused  of  offering  the  other 
Churches  a  bribe  to  bring  them  over. 
From  communications  ho  had  held  with 
them  he  believed  that  members  of  the 
Free  Church  did  not  want  the  privilege 
which  the  Amendment  would  give  them. 
and  that  they  concurred  in  the  view  ex- 
raeesed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk 
[llr.  Bamsay). 

Mb.  BEID  wished  for  a  more  precise 
definition  of  the  term  '^  seatholder/'  so 
M  to  limit  it  to  regular  attendants.  At 
pzeaent,  therefore,  he  could  not  support 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIE  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  thought  that  if  the 
dause  was  to  be  amended,  it  should  be 
by  adding  the  words  ** heritors"  or 
'' ratepayers,"  and  not  in  the  manner 
proposed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Mb.  LEITH,  in  moving  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  2,  lines  3  and  4,  after 
"  respectively,"  to  insert  '*  and  also  in 
the  inhabitants  generally  of  the  said 
parishes,  being  ratepayers  and  members 
of  any  of  the  congregations  of  Protestant 
Churches  in  Scotland,"  said  his  Amend- 
ment differed  in  form,  but  was  identical 
in  principle  with  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fife  just  withdrawn. 
In  conjunction  with  the  proposition,  he 
deairea  to  embody  the  condition  that 
the  selection  of  ministers  should  be  ex- 
tended to  licentiates  or  ministers  of  any 
of  the  Presbyterian  Churches  of  Scot- 
hmd. 

The  LOHD  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
the  question  had  already  been  disposed 
of,  involving  as  it  did,  the  extension  of 
the  electonu  body  to  ''  ratepayers  "  and 


"  other  Plrotestant  Communions,^'  each 
head  having  been  proposed  and  rejected 
by  the  Committee.  For  that  reason,  he 
could  not  accept  it. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  ANDEESON  moved,  as  an 
Amendment  in  page  2,  line  17,  to 
leave  out  from  *'  and  the  courts "  to 
"thereof,"  in  line  22,  inclusive.  The 
object  was  to  deprive  the  Church 
Courts  of  the  power  of  finally  settling 
all  questions  connected  with  and  arising 
out  of  the  appointment  of  any  minister 
thereof. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  "  and,"  in  lino 
17,  to  the  word  "thereof,"  in  line  22, 
both  inclusive. — {Mr,  Anderson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  and  the  courts  of  the  said  church ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  opposed  the 
Amendment.  Tlie  Bill  abolished  the 
civil  rights  of  election,  and  to  the 
Church  Courts  ought  to  be  given  the 
power  of  settling  disputes  which  might 
arise  under  the  new  system  of  election. 

Colonel  MUEE  thought  that  all 
fighting  in  the  Churcli  Courts  should 
be  put  an  end  to,  and  therefore  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  BANNEEMAN 
would  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment. He  thought  it  dangerous  to 
allow  the  Church  Courts  such  supreme 
power  as  was  given  by  the  Bill. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
thought  the  simplest  process  to  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  would  be  to  re- 
peal the  Act  of  Queen  Anne. 

Mr.  TEE\^ELYAN  protested  against 
the  exemption  of  national  property  from 
the  influence  of  the  Civil  Courts. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  that  as  under 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stood,  there  would 
be  no  appeals  if  civil  right  should  be 
interfered  with,  he  must  take  the  sense 
of  the  Committee  upon  his  proposal. 
He  considered  that  the  effect  of  the 
clause  would  be  to  set  up  a  sacerdotal 
usurpation. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  104; 
Noes  45  :  Majority  59. 
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Motion  madoi  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Chairman  report  jhrogress, 

and  ask   leave    to    sit    again." — {Mr. 

Lyon  Play  fair.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  allow  the  clause 
to  pass. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Lyon 
Play  fair) ;  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

TRAMWAYS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

CONFIRMATION  {re-committed)  BILL. 

[Xorrf*.]— [Bill  220.] 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Schedide  I. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE,  moved 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  5, 
to  omit  tlie  words  from  **  London ''  to 
the  word  ^*  Middlesex  "  in  line  8.  The 
lion.  Member  said  his  reason  for  doing 
so  was,  that  these  tramways  were  gene- 
rally objected  to  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  ^*  London,"  in 
line  5,  to  the  word  **  Middlesex,"  in 
line  8. — {Mr.  Beresford  Hope.) 

Mr.  a.  mills  said,  he  had  visited 
the  locality,  and  saw  no  objection  to  the 
proposed  extension. 

Mr.  C  ay  end  1 SH  BENTINCK 
said,  the  tramways  liad  been  approved 
of  by  the  local  authorities,  and  a  Com- 
mittee of  Parliament,  and  on  those 
groimds  ho  should  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  90 ; 
Noes  8  :  Majority  82. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported^  without  further  Amend- 
ment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 


OPEN  SPAOBB  (ifETBOFOtlB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whallbt,  Bill  for  afti 
ing  facilities  for  vesting  in  the  Metropolil 
Board  of  Works  Open  Spaces,  Gardenia 
Squares  within  the  Metropolitan  Diatzkt  i 
the  exercise  and  recreation  of  the  pobUc,  ardn 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Whallit  and  J 
George  Bowtbb. 

BUlpresentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bin  SI 


Home  adjouMd 
Twoo'do 
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MINUTES.]— Pi^BLic  Bills— Firi< 
Bills  of   Sale  Amendment*  [231];   Pri 
Leopold's  Annuity*  [232]. 

Second]  Beading — Expiring  Laws  Continiia] 
[201] ;  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  •  £22 
Fines  Act  (In»land)  Amendment  *  [222  J. 

Cotnmittee  —  Itcpnrt — Turnpike  Acta  Contb 
ance  [186] ;  Ko\'al  (lato  Indian)  Ordna 
CJorps  Compensation  *  [219] :  Valuation  (1 
land)  Act  Amendment*  [1341. 

Cotisidcred  as  amended — Bounoaries  of  Ax 
deaconries  and  Rural  Deaneries  *  [212]. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  do 

PARLIAMENT— POINT  OP  ORDER- 
SATURDAY  SITTINGS. 
QUE8TI0X. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  wished 
draw  the  attention  of  Mr.  Speaker 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  House,  wh 
says  that  the  House  at  its  rising  on  i 
day  shall  stand  adjourned  to  the  folic 
ing  Monday,  unless  the  House  sli 
otherwise  order,  and  asked  wheth 
that  being  so,  the  present  sitting  i 
reg^ar  ?  

Mr.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  Standi 
Order  had  been  complied  with,  inasmn 
as  the  Ilouse  had  **  otherwise  ordered 
and  Business  had  been  set  down  on  tl 
Paper  in  the  shape  of  certain  Bills, 
accordance  with  that  Kesolation,  to  1 
proceeded  with  at  12  o'clock  that  day. 


8TJPERANNTJATI0N  ACT—COUNTY 
COURT  CLERKS.— QUESTION. 

Bib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Seeretazy  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  con- 
mdenng  that  the  County  Courts  have 
been  established  nearly  thirty  years,  and 
that  many  of  the  clerks  have  served  from 
the  opening  of  the  Courts  in  1847  to  the 
present  time,  he  will  consider  the  claim 
of  the  clerks  of  County  Courts  to  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act  1859  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  clerks 
in  question  were  employed  by  the  regis- 
trars of  the  Courts.  They  were  appointed 
by  them  and  wore  removable  by  them, 
and  were  not,  in  fact,  servants  of  the 
Government  in  any  way  or  shape.  They 
oould  not,  therefore,  be  superannuated 
without  further  legislation,  as  they  did 
not  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
Act;  neither  did  their  employers,  the 
regifltrars. 

8UPRE31E  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE  ACT 
(1873)  AMEND^IENT  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  he  wished 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  Notice. 
He  (Sir  Henry  James)  had  learnt,  with 
great  surprise,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  state- 
ment on  the  previous  day,  had  announced 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  allow 
the  Judicature  Bill  to  drop,  and  that 
Btatement  was  supplemented  by  a  further 
announcement  by  the  Attorney  General, 
that  he  purposed  introducing  a  Bill  to 
postpone  the  period  at  which  the  Judi- 
cature Act  of  last  Session  was  to  come 
into  operation.  That  statement  had  also 
taken  the  profession  and  the  public  by 
lurprise,  and  in  his  (Sir  Henry  James's) 
opinion,  the  course  thus  indicated  was 
likely  to  lead  to  a  very  unsatisfactory 
condition  of  affairs.  The  House  would 
remember  that  it  was  now  nearly  12 
months  ago  since  the  Judicature  Act  of 
last  Session  passed.  The  time  fixed  for 
the  coming  into  operation  of  the  Act 
was  the  2nd  of  November,  1874,  a 
period  which  allowed  some  16  or  17 
months  for  the  consideration  and  pre- 
paration of  the  several  arrangements 
necessary  for  carrying  it  into  effect.  Not 
only  the  late  and  present  Governments, 
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but  also  the  whole  House,  which  had 
taken  part  in  the  discussion  of  the  Act, 
stood  pledged  to  keep  faith  with  the  pro- 
fession as  to  the  Act  coming  into  ope- 
ration at  the  time  named.  Now,  how- 
ever, it  seemed  it  was  proposed  to  post- 
pone the  coming  into  operation  of  the 
Act  for  12  months,  and  although  the 
state  of  *'  suspended  animation"  which 
would  be  the  result  might  be  supposed 
to  involve  inconveniences  which  were 
more  theoretical  than  practical,  still  he 
ventured  to  think  that  the  inconvenience 
would  be  very  great.  The  members  of 
the  profession  and  the  Judges,  antici- 
pating the  changes  in  November,  had 
made  their  preparations  for  them.  He 
might  mention  that  the  district  regis- 
trars, the  local  Bars,  and  the  Bar  gene- 
rally, had  made  their  arrangements. 
There  were  matters  also  connected  with 
the  future  existence  of  Serjeants'  Inn, 
in  consequence  of  the  Judges  ceasing  to 
be  members  of  it  after  November,  1874, 
that  had  been  arranged  for.  Nothing 
could  be  more  inconvenient,  therefore, 
than  that  this  Act  should  bo  postponed 
until  November,  1875.  He  saw,  more- 
over, no  reason  why  the  pledge  which 
had  been  given  in  1873,  when  the  mea- 
sure was  discussed,  should  not  be  kept. 
The  discussion  of  the  Judicature  Act 
Amendment  Bill  would  not  occupy  many 
hours  in  Committee,  and  he  must  ex- 
press his  regret  that  it  had  not  been 
proceeded  with  in  preference  to  the 
Scotch  Patronage  Bill,  with  regard  to 
which  no  such  pledge  as  he  had  men- 
tioned had  been  given.  In  order  to  go 
on  with  it  now,  it  would  not  be  at  all 
necessary  to  take  up  the  Irish  Judica- 
ture Bill,  from  which  it  might  easily  be 
disassociated,  and  which  could  be  passed 
early  next  Session.  That  Bill  and  the 
English  Amending  Bill  were  perfectly 
distinct,  and  should  be  kept  distinct. 
The  English  Bill  came  down  on  the 
23rd  of  June,  and  progress  had  been 
made  with  it.  It  had  been  rend  a  second 
time,  it  had  passed  into  Committee,  and 
he  could  appeal  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  say  that  it  had  received  nothing 
like  a  factious  opposition.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  try 
to  complete  it,  as  he  (Sir  Henry  James) 
felt  that  a  few  hours  more  would  have 
completed  it  at  its  last  sitting.  The  two 
Bills,  as  he  had  said,  were  perfectly  dis- 
tinct. They  did  not  come  into  operation 
on  the  same  day,  as  the  Irish  Bill  did 
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not  come  into  operation  until  1st  Janu- 
ary, 1875.  "What  he  wished  to  impress 
upon  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was, 
that  there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  pass  the  English  amended  Act. 
It  appeared  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  it  had  been  found  necessary 
to  put  it  off  to  another  year,  ineismuch 
as  the  Bules  had  not  been  laid  on  the 
Table;  but  on  that  point,  he  thought 
there  must  be  some  misunderstanding, 
for  the  Bill  could  not  depend  on  Eules 
which  would  be  to  a  great  extent  sub- 
ject to  its  provisions  and  created  by 
them.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
accept  the  view  which  he  now  urged  upon 
his  attention  and  proceed  with  the  Bill, 
the  discussion  of  which,  as  he  said  be- 
fore, was  not  likely  to  occupy  more  than  a 
few  hours.  They  could  separate  it  from 
anything  connected  with  the  Irish  Courts, 
and  he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  if  that  were  done,  that 
would  be  the  only  matter  that  need  stand 
in  their  way.  Though  he  would  rather  see 
the  Rules  on  the  Table  before  the  Bill 
was  passed,  yet  it  should  bo  remembered 
that  the  Rules  were  only  matter  of  pro- 
cedure, and  that  they  should  not  affect 
the  question  of  the  Bill  passing  that 
JSession.  He  was  not  making  those  re- 
marks in  any  factious  spirit ;  but,  on 
the  coutrar}',  was  ready  to  render  any 
assistance  towards  the  passing  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  thought  the  House  would 
not  object,  if  necessary,  to  sit  a  day  or 
two  hmger  for  llio  purpose  of  passing 
it.  The  Question  ho  wished  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  was,  Whether  tlie 
English  and  Irish  l^ills  might  not  be 
separated,  and  the  former  carried  through 
Parliament  this  Session  ? 

Tub  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
although  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  given  him  private  Notice  that  he 
was  about  to  put  a  Quest i(m  to  him  on 
the  subject  which  lie  had  just  mentioned, 
yet  that  Notice  had  reached  him  only  a 
f(.'w  minutes  before  he  entered  the  House, 
lie  might  add  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  aware  that  it  did  not  rest 
with  the  Attorney  Goiioral  to  regulate 
the  Business  of  the  House,  and  Si  say 
what  Bills  should  be  proceeded  with  and 
what  Bills  stopped.  He  certainly  under- 
stood that  what  was  stated  by  the  Prime 
Minister  vcsterdav  was  the  result  of  de- 
liberate  consideration  —  namely,  that 
those  Bills  should  not  be  proceeded  with. 

Sir  llcnry  James 


His  hon.  and  leametd  Friend  waa  awan 
that  application  would  be  made  on  Mon- 
day for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  poit- 
pone  the  operation  of  the  Judicature  Act 
for  a  year,  and  that,  at  present,  tlu 
amending  Bill  stood  for  Monday.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  there- 
fore excuse  him,  if  he  said  he  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  considering  t]ie 
various  statements  that  had  been  made 
on  the  subject ;  but  he  should  be  fflad 
to  give  him  a  definite  answer  on  Monday. 

TUIiNPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUAXCE 

BHiL.— [Bill   186.] 

{Mr.  Clare  Read,  Mr,  Sefater-Bootk,) 

GOSmiTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  M'LAEEN,  in  rising  to  move— 

**  That  the  modo  in  which  expired  Tarnpib 
Acts  in  ScotLind  have  hitherto  been  dealt  with, 
and  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  follow,  is  unintt 
in  principle,  and  ought  not  to  be  continued, 

said,  he  would  not  take  up  much  of  the 
time  of  the  House  upon  the  matter; 
but  ho  should  like  shortly  to  explain  the 
grievance  which  existed.     In  England, 
as  hon.  Members  knew,  when  Turnpike 
Acts  expired,  there  was  a  body  to  wnom 
the  maintenance  of  the  roads  was  handed 
over ;  but  in  Scotland,  there  was  no  such 
law,  and  if  the  Turnpike  Acts  were  al- 
lowed to  expii-e,  there  was  no  provision 
for  keeping  up  the  roads.     Last  year, 
for  the  fivbt  time,  the  Scotch  expired 
Acts  were  placed  in  a  separate  Schedule 
of  the  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  BiD. 
with  the  intention  that  they  should  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way  as  the  English 
expired  Acts.     A  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, over  which  a  noble  Lord  on  that 
side  of  the  House  presided  ;  but  the  re- 
ference to  the  Committee  was  found  to 
be  so  restricted,  that  it  did  not  indode 
Scotch  expired  Acts,  and  therefore  they 
could  not  take  up  any  question  relating 
to  Scotland.    It  was  suggested  that  a 
separate  Committee  should  be  appointed 
for  the  consideration  of  Scotch  ^ills,  in 
the  same  manner  as  was  done  with  Eng- 
lish expired  Acts ;  but  this  was  not  done, 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  all  the  ex- 
pired Scotch  Acts — 45  in  number— vere 
included  in  the  renewal  Bill  now  before 
the  House.    It  was  proposed  in  the  Bill 
that  they  should  be  continued  for  one 
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year,  and  thereafter  until  the  end  of  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  which  meant 
that  the  expired  Acts  should  all  have  an 
ezistenoe  of  two  years  more.  That  was 
exactly  what  was  done  last  year ;  and 
there  beine  no  Committee  to  refer  them 
to,  they  miffht  in  the  next  and  the  year 
fbllowing  DO  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way,  and  thus  be  establishing  a  ma- 
chinery for  continuing  these  Scotch 
Acts  until  the  end  of  time,  without  ever 
being  able  to  review  them.  The  effect 
of  this  system  was  such,  that  the  feeling 
in  Scotland  was  almost  universally  in 
fiiTOur  of  the  abolition  of  tolls  and  tum- 
pikes.  ["No,  no!"]  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  "  no,  no,"  which  meant  that 
the  feeling  was  not  almost  universal. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  would  restrict 
the  expression  as  much  as  tlie  hon.  Gen- 
tleman liked,  and  he  would  say  only 
that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  Scot- 
land in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  tolls. 
The  proof  of  that  was  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  16  counties  in  Scotland  had 
already  applied  for,  and  obtained,  private 
Bills  for  throwing  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads  on  rates  in  the  counties.  There  were 
many  other  counties  in  which  the  same 
feeling  had  been  expressed.  Another 
proof  of  the  accuracy  of  his  statement 
was,  that  in  the  metropolitan  county  of 
Edinburgh,  the  feeling  was  so  universal 
that  last  Session  the  county  trustees  and 
the  town  councils  unanimously  resolved 
to  give  notices  for  Bills  to  abolish  turn- 
pike trusts  on  all  the  roads.  Each  party 
g^ve  the  required  notice.  Prelimmary 
meetings  were  held,  and  it  was  expected 
that  they  would  be  able  to  arrange  the 
clauses  and  get  a  Bill  passed.  Circum- 
stances occurred  —  he  did  not  wish  to 
blame  anybody  for  it,  as  he  did  not  think 
anybody  was  to  blame — under  which 
both  Bills  were  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee; but  the  county  trustees  appeared 
to  have  changed  their  minds  to  a  certain 
extent,  because  they  urged  that  the  Pre- 
amble of  their  own  Bill  should  not  pass, 
but  that  they  should  have  another  year 
to  arrange  the  details.  The  Committee 
he  referred  to  was  a  most  important  and 
excellent  Committee,  with  whom  nobody 
could  find  any  fault ;  but  their  first  de- 
rision was  to  agree  to  the  request  of  the 
county  authorities  that  the  Preamble  of 
iheir  own  Bill  should  not  be  passed.  The 
BiUpromotedby  the  town  council  of  Edin- 
borgli  and  the  other  town  councils,  was 
gone  on  triih.  4  deal  of  evidence 


was  taken  on  the  subject.  The  Commit- 
tee adjourned  for  two  or  three  days,  and 
asked  the  parties  to  agree  to  clauses  that 
would  suit  them ;  but  as  the  parties 
were  not  able  to  agree,  the  Bill  was 
withdrawn.  He  thought  that  what  he 
had  stated  was  sufficient  to  justify  him 
in  saying  that  there  was  an  exceedingly 
strong  general  feeling  in  Scotland  in  fa- 
vour of  the  abolition  of  tolls  and  of 
maintaining  the  roads  by  means  of  a 
rate.  A  good  many  years  ago,  Tjord 
Derby's  Government  appointed  a  Eoyal 
Commission,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
devise  a  plan  for  the  abolition  of  tolls,  and 
to  levy  a  rate  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads,  and  that  fact  showed  that  there 
was  even  at  that  time — 15  years  ago — a 
strong  feeling  in  Scotland  on  the  sub- 
ject. Tliat  Commission  unanimously  re- 
ported that  tolls  ought  to  be  abolished 
and  the  roads  maintained  by  rates.  He 
was  not  going  farther  into  that  Re- 
port, but  he  was  glad  to  see  the  Home 
Secretary  present,  as  it  was  to  him 
his  appeal  was  made ;  for  ho  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  was  aware  that,  althougli 
technically  the  Bill  before  the  House 
was  promoted  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  yet,  in  consequence  of  an  ar- 
rangement between  that  Board  and  the 
Home  Office,  the  latter  Department  had 
the  charge  of  Scotch  roads.  All  he 
wished  to  urge  on  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  next 
Session  he  should  bring  in  a  Bill  to  place 
the  law  of  Scotland  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  law  of  England — namely,  that 
when  the  Turnpike  Trust  Acts  expired, 
the  roads  should  be  thrown  upon  the 
rates  ;  and  that  there  should  be  a  Com- 
mittee appointed,  as  was  now  the  case  for 
England,  to  report  upon  such  Acts  as 
should  be  allowed  to  drop  at  pai'ticular 
dates.  The  English  law  was  found  to 
work  so  well  and  so  economically,  that 
the  people  of  Scotland  ought  to  have  a 
similar  law  passed  with  respect  to  their 
turnpikes;  and  he  therefore  entreated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary to  place  Scotland  in  this  respect 
on  the  same  footing  as  England.  He 
asked,  as  an  act  of  justice,  that  when  the 
Committee  should  bo  appointed  next 
year  to  consider  the  expiring  trusts,  the 
reference  should  not  bo  limited  as  it  was 
this  year  to  English  trusts,  but  that  it 
should  be  a  general  reference  including 
all  expiring  trusts;  or  failing  that,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
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bers,  and  thon  to  other  lion.  Members 
who  had  not  heard  a  word  of  the 
debate  coming  in,  and  recording  their 
votes.  Ho  objected  altogether  to  that 
morning's  sitting,  although  perhaps  he 
onght  not  to  do  so,  as  that  was  the  first 
attempt  he  had  seen  in  that  House  to 
separate  Irish  Business  into  a  distinct 
department,  and  to  fix  a  specific  day 
for  its  discussion.  If  the  sitting  had 
been  one  at  which  Irish  Members  ex- 
clusively should  attend,  he  would  not 
object  to  it.  The  Irish  Bills  which  had 
been  sot  down  for  the  sitting  were  of 
the  utmost  importance.  This  Bill,  for 
instance,  involved  the  question,  whether 
Ireland  shoidd  be  subject  to  constant 
coercion.  It  proposed  to  continue, 
for  instance,  Coercion  Acts  which  would 
otherwise  expire.  Those  Acts  had  been  re- 
newed every  two  or  three  years,  some  of 
tliem  since  1848,  others  since  1839,  and 
they  were  always  brought  forward  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  as  a  matter  of 
course.  Against  that  system  of  dealing 
with  Ireland,  ho,  for  one,  was  deter- 
mined to  set  his  face,  and  to  offer  every 
resistance  that  the  Forms  of  the  House 
allowed.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
House  was  sitting  for  Irish  Bills,  and 
without  questioning  what  had  been 
said  by  Mr.  Spi'aker,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther the  sitting  was  properly  held,  and 
thought,  at  any  rate,  that  it  would  have 
been  more  within  the  spirit  of  the 
Standing  Order  that  there  should  have 
been  a  distinct  Resolution  as  to  the 
adjounmiont  to  that  day.  If  the  mere 
lixing  of  a  Bill  for  a  Saturday  waste  be 
hf'ld  as  tantamount  to  a  Resolution  to 
adjourn  to  that  day,  great  inconvenience 
] night  arise  from  it.  They  were  told 
that  the  proper  time  to  raise  objections 
was  in  Committoo.  Would  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  give  them  an 
assurance  that  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discusbing  in  Committee 
whether  tliey  should  continue  the  Act 
which  enabled  any  policeman  to  enter 
any  house  in  Ireland  at  any  hour  of  the 
night?  Tlie  Bills  which  would  have 
to  be  considered  wt»ro  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  be  discussed  in  a  full 
House,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division,  for  in  that  case  he  (Mr. 
Butt),  would  certainly  vote  for  it. 

TuE   CHANCELLOE  of   the    EX- 
CHEQUER said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  ought   to   remember   that  a 
great  deal  of  time    and  attention  had 
been  given  to  the  consideration  of  Irish 
questions  that  Session.     There  had  be«n 
no  indisposition  to  give  Irish  Memhon 
an  opiK)rtunity  of  uiBCUsaing  questions 
of  interest    to   Ireland,    and  he  could 
assure  hon.  Gentlemen  on  behalf  of  thf) 
Government,  that  the  same  feeling  whieh 
had  actuated  them  throughout  the  iSefi- 
sion  still  prevailed.    Wliat  was  it  ther 
were  now  asked  to  do?    Here  was  a 
Bill  which  was  to  continue  various  ex- 
piring laws,  and  they  were  told  that 
they  had  sot  apart  the  Saturday  aittiiif; 
for  the  consideration  of  Irish  Businew. 
There  were  13  Orders  of  the  Day,  only 
four  or  five  of  which  related  specilically 
to  Ireland ;  and  couongst  these  was  the 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  which 
did  not  relate  exclusively  to  Ireland  at 
all,  but  which  continued  a  number  of 
Acts,  many  of  which  were  of  Imperial 
importance.     There  were  Acts   in  the 
Schedule  with  regai'd  to  the  continuance 
of  the  stock-in-trade   exemption  from 
rating.       Did  hon.    Members  mean  tD 
say  that  they  wished  to  reject  the  Bill, 
and  thereby  reject  the  annual  Bill  for  the 
exemption  of  stock-in-trade  from  rating? 
Did  they  wish  to   put  an    end  to  the 
Public  Schools  Bill,   to  the    Episcopal 
Bill,  or  to  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill? 
Let  them  deal  with  those  Bills  singly 
and    in    Committee.    It .  was  admitted 
that  some  30  out  of  the  34  Acts  wero 
unobjectionable.     Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
really  mean  that  they  were  to  reject  the 
l^ill  on  the  second  reading,  and  put  an 
end  to  those  30  Acts  to  which  they  did 
not  object?    The  proper  course  would 
be  not  to  reject  the  wliole  Bill,  but  to 
move  Amendments  to  the  Schedule  in 
Committee ;  and  he  could  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  part  of  Uie  Government, 
that  every  opportunity  would  be  given 
of   discussing  the    Bill  in   Committee. 
No  attempt  would  be  made  to  smuggle 
the  Bill  through  the  House,  or  to  force 
Irish  ^fembers  to  discuss  it  under  in- 
convenient circumstances. 

Mr.  M'CAETHY  D0\\T^"ING  said, 
if  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man correctly,  it  was  that  by  aUoving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  would  not  press  any  of 
those  measures  which  they  thought 
ought  not  to  bo  continued. — [The  Chis- 
cKLLou  of  the    Exchequer:    No,  so.] 
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At  any  rate,  that  time  would-be  given  in 
Committee  to  discuss  any  of  those  mea- 
sures to  which  Irish  Members  were 
opposed.  [The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chsqueb:  In  the  Schedule.]  On  that 
understanding,  he  should  recommend 
hts   hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sullivan)  not  to 

Eress  his  Amendment.  He  could  not, 
owever,  agree  that  proper  time  had 
been  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  Irish 
subjects  that  Session.  The  Bill  relating 
to  the  Irish  Constabulary  Force  was 
brought  in  on  the  10th  July  ;  the  second 
reading  was  postponed  three  or  four 
times,  and  at  last  it  was  read  a  se- 
cond time  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
without  sufficient  time  having  been 
fldven  for  placing  a  Notice  on  the 
I'ft'Der* 

Mr."  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
should  advise  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  not  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  even  after  the 
oonciliatory  words  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  only  way  of  making 
the  House  aware  of  the  strong  feeling 
entertained  by  the  Irish  people  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  legislation  on  Irish  sub- 
jects was  conducted  was,  by  making 
their  power  as  a  compact  body  felt,  in 
the  obstruction  of  measures  such  as  the 
present,  by  eveiy  means  tliat  the  Forms  of 
the  House  would  allow.  To  bring  them 
there  on  a  Saturday,  in  the  hopes  of 
having  a  grand  field-day,  in  which  they 
could  get  rid  of  inconvenient  Bills,  and 
vote  down  the  Irish  Representatives  by 
means  of  a  well  trained  majority  of 
Ministerial  followers,  was  monstrous 
and  indefensible.  Before  the  Govern- 
ment complained  of  want  of  time,  let 
them  cease  to  bring  in  Bills  dealing 
with  Ireland  at  a  late  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing, without  any  information  as  to  what 
the  Bills  were  about.  Within  the  last 
few  days  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  brought 
in  a  Bill,  authorizing  the  sale  of  public 
property  to  private  individuals,  without 
having  had  any  communication  with  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  counties  of  Mayo 
ana  Galway,  in  which  the  property  was 
situated,  and  had  pushed  on  the  Bill  in 
spite  of  their  remonstrances,  so  that  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  ascertain  the 
feeling  of  the  people  in  the  neighbour- 
hood on  the  subject.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  objects  contemplated  in  the 
Lough  Corrib  Canal  Bill  were  not  proper 
and  desirable  objects.    Ho  could  give 


no  opinion  on  that  matter ;  but  he  did 
say  that  regard  for  the  high  character  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  was  to  buv  the 
works,  and  for  the  good  he  had  done  in 
that  part  of  the  country  in  which  he  re- 
sided, should  have  prevented  the  inde- 
cent haste  with  which  the  Bill  was 
hurried  forward;  for  now  its  passage, 
instead  of  being  marked  by  the  good- 
will of  all  concerned,  would  be  stamped 
by  the  fact  that  the  Representatives  of 
the  counties  concerned  had  voted  against 
it  in  every  stage.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  much  time  had 
been  given  to  Irish  Members  that  Ses- 
sion ;  but  that  was  a  mere  accidental 
circumstance,  and  did  not  spring  from 
any  particular  willingness  of  the  House 
or  the  Government  to  be  informed  about 
Irish  matters.  The  peculiar  circum- 
stances under  which  the  House  met; 
the  recent  formation  of  the  Government 
preventing  it  from  having  Bills  ready  to 
present  to  the  House  ;  and  the  thorough 
disorganization  of  the  Liberal  party, 
had  given  the  Irish  Members  greater 
opportunities  than  they  had  ever  had 
before.  He  did  not  know  whether  much 
good  had  been  done  in  the  enlighten- 
ment of  hon.  Members  opposite  ;  but  lie 
did  believe  that  a  vague  feeling  had 
been  awakened  in  the  House  that  there 
was  something  radically  wrong  in  the 
state  of  Irish  affairs,  and  that  was  in 
itself  a  gain.  When,  however,  they 
spoke  of  attention  being  given  to  Irish 
affairs,  let  him  remind  them  that  when 
the  Irish  Licensing  Bill  was  introduced, 
at  12  o'clock  one  night,  no  statement 
was  made  about  it,  and  the  promise 
that  a  full  explanation  should  be  given 
on  the  second  reading  was  not  kept  at 
all;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  second 
reading  was  taken  at  1  o'clock  one 
morning,  without  discussion,  if  not  by 
surprise.  The  same  thing  occurred  about 
the  Judicature  Bill,  which  was  a  mea- 
sure of  vital  importance,  and  that  was 
the  usual  or  regular  system  of  doing 
Irish  Business.  To  say  that  they  had 
had  plenty  of  time  was  absurd ;  why, 
when  they  had  a  Motion  to  make — tlie 
Home  Rule  Motion — of  the  greatest  im- 
portance to  the  country,  it  was  with  the 
utmost  difficulty  that  they  got  a  day  fixed 
for  it.  When  they  asked  for  a  second 
day,  they  were  absolutely  scoffed  at; 
and  it  was  only  when  Government  came 
to  understand  how  he  (Mr.  Henry)  and 
his  Friends  would,  by  Motions  of  Ad- 
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joumment,  bring  the  Business  of  the 
House  to  a  standstill,  that  they  con- 
sented to  give  them  a  second  day  for  the 
discussion.  They  ought  to  liave  had 
more  than  two  days  for  that  important 
debate.  \_Laughter,']  The  Chairman  of 
the  Committees  laughed  at  the  notion  ; 
but  ho  had  not  objected  to  throe  days 
having  been  subsequently  given  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill,  which,  whatever 
its  imx)ortance  might  be,  was  not  more  im- 
portant than  the  question  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary relations  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  He  would,  however,  read  to 
the  House  a  far  more  graphic  descrip- 
tion of  the  system  pursued  than  any  that 
he  could  give.    A  public  writer  said — 

"  Anyone  who  knows  tho  way  in  which  tho 
purely  Irish  Business  which  is  done  is  trans- 
acted, will  scurcoly  ropjet  that  so  much  of  it  is 
left  undone  at  tho  cliwo  of  every  Session.  In 
tho  small  hours  of  tho  morning  a  number  of 
small  Tiish  l^ills  an^  introduceil.  Xo  statement 
is  made  of  thoir  objects,  or  their  purpose,  and 
thoy  genersilly  ^lass  through  their  stfigus  when 
the  grey  dawn  of  tho  morning  is  struggling 
with  tlie  Budo  lights  tlu'ough  tho  stained  glass 
^Wndows  of  tho  Commons'  Hall.  The  appear- 
ance of  those  Bills  is  invariably  preceded  by 
a  tlight  of  a  great  number  of  the  officials  of 
thuse  Boanls  which  pn»y  upon  overy  Irish  in- 
terest. These  officials,  however,  like  binls  of 
ill-ouum,  hover  i-irtmd  the  Tjo])bies,  or  perch 
under  the;  galleries,  waiting  anxiously  for  the 
small  hours  of  the  morning,  when  each  of  them 
watcln^s  over  his  little  (irotchet.  or  his  little  job. 
No  vigilance  of  the  most  HUK])icious  Irish  Mem- 
bers can  di'teet  all  the  artitic4S  which  lie  liid 
undi-r  all  the  Protean  forms  which  tbest;  little 
Bills  assume.  If  an  Frisli  Member  is  c(mt«^nt  to 
wait  in  iitrndou  to  the  very  last  night  of  the 
Si'ssion.  and  to  wait  each  moniing  until  tho 
Jloiisf'  briaks  ujj.  In-  is  still  ]»oweriess  to  defeat, 
or  evi.n  to  inij)  tb-.  The  Bill  is  brought  in  at 
an  un.<i  ciulv  h'»nr,  wbi'ii  no  on«^  remains  in  tho 
llriii»;i'  r\-ci'|it  tlw.sc  of  the  Ministei*s  who  have 
the  strongest  constitution,  and  their  devoted 
adherents  wlioni  their  whipi)er-in  hiis  inffuencc 
enough  t«)  detain  in  the  libniry,  or  smoking- 
room,  to  make  a  House." 

[''Name,  name!"]  He  would  gladly 
give  llie  name  of  tlio  book  from  which 
he  liad  quoted;  or,  if  hon.  lilembers 
would  promise  to  read  it,  lie  would  pro- 
sent  them  with  copies  of  it.  Tho  book 
was  Iriah  IWrratiojiy  and  the  author 
was  tho  hr)n.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limorick.  l^it  he  wished  to  base  his 
opposition  to  that  Continuance  Bill  upon 
even  higher  grounds.  The  present  Bill, 
wliich  contained  .*54  Acts,  was  very 
nearly  a  copy  of  the  liill  introduced 
under  similar  circumstances  last  year  by 
the  late  Government.  The  Irish  lilem- 
bers  did  their  best  to  oppose  it,  and 
when  it  got  to  the  House  of  Lords,  a 

Jf/'.  Mitchell  Uenr]! 


noble   Lord  spoke    of   the   system  u 
follows : — 

**Tho  Bill  under  discussion  was  m«relT  i 
means  to  enable  Parliament  and  ^liniflten  ta 
cheat  themselves,  by  smuggling  Acts  throofEli 
quietly,  against  which  there  was  very  cooadtkr- 
able  objection.  Thus  Acts,  which  wem  m^pely 
allowed  to  pass  on  condition  that  thoy  were  only 
to  be  in  o]>emtion  for  a  vesir,  wen;  continiud 
iind  re>continued  without  discussion  until  ther 
became  part  of  the  permanent  statutes  of  Uie 
land." — [3  Uamat'dy  ccxvii.  1427.] 

Perhaps,  the  Government  would  be  in- 
terested in  knowing  that  it  was  the 
noble  Lord  the  Marquess  of  Salisbuzy, 
a  Member  of  tho  present  Cabinet,  who 
spoke  those  words ;  and  that  Lord  Car- 
narvon, another  Member  of  the  present 
!  Cabinet,  said — 

'^  That  he  complained  of  the  practice  whirb 
had  gprown  up  oi  passing  this  Bill  huni^r 
through  Parliament  at  the  ver>'  close  of  th^ 
Session,  when  there  was  no  opportunitT  uf 
gi\'ing  it  adetj^uato  consideration.  Many  o/  lh« 
Acts  named  m  it  were  of  the  very  gmvest  im- 
portance. Many  of  tho  Acts,  when  first  intro- 
duced, were  designed  to  bo  merely  tempomr. 
but  thoy  actually  became  permanont  by  being 
anniuilly  renowecl  through  the  medium  of  thL 
Bill."— [/Am/.,  1426-7.] 

Well,  one  of  these,  which  it  was  pro- 
posed now  to  continue,,  was  enacted  eo 
far  back  as  1859,  and  the  Irish  Coercion 
Bills  had  got  a  year  to  run,  so  that  there 
was  no  necessity  to  renew  them  now. 

Mil.  SPEAKEE  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  tliat  he  must  not  dis- 
cuss the  merits  of  the  Bill,  but  must 
confine  himself  to  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. 

Mk.  AIITCHELL  henry  said,  he 
would  bow  at  once  to  any  intervention 
from  the  Cliair,  for  ho  had  no  wish  to  be 
irregular,  and  would  only  observe,  he 
thought  it  an  excellent  reason  for  ad- 
jourament  to  give  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment time  to  look  into  the  matter, 
and  see  if  his  statement  was  not  correct. 
If  matters  had  been  let  alone,  the  Coe^ 
cion  Acts  would  have  expired  at  tho  end 
of  next  Session  of  Parliament ;  but  by 
including    them    in    the    present  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  they  would  be  kept  ahve 
for  two  years  longer.     Let  the  GoTern- 
nient  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
Arts  wliich  did   not  expire  that  year; 
and  then  the  Irish  party,  which  had 
shown  itself  to  be  the  true  constitutioimi 
party,  in  favour  of  the  maintainment  of 
the    proper  Constitution  of  their  own 
country,  would  give  no  opposition  to  Ae 
removal  of  Acts  which  did  expizei  il^ 
though  they  thoroughly  disapprorsd  d 


Sxpiring  Laws 


{July  26,  1874) 


Continuant  Bill. 


722 


em  of  slipshod  legislation,  which 
lually  undermining  the  liberties 
)ople. 

£ACARTNEY  said,  he  must  re- 
the  charge,  that  hon.  Mcihbers 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
the  habit  of  rushing  up  from  the 
-room  and  giving  the  Govem- 
senseless  support,  without  hav- 
med  to  the  debate  upon  the 
mder  discussion.     For  his  own 

never  went  into  any  portion  of 
ise  where  hon.  Members  were 
led  to  obtain  refreshment  for 
id  body,  that  he  did  not  find  it 

by  a  very  much  larger  con- 
of  the  .Followers  of  nie  hon. 
•ned  Member  for  limerick  than 
ther  party  in  the  House. 
JEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
aot  have  opposed  an  ordinary 
inceBill,  but  he  objected  strongly 
ling  in  such  a  measure  debate- 
;ters,  such  as  the  Irish  Coercion 
ich  had  always  been  resisted  by 
\i  Members.  He  regarded  the 
Bill,  for  that  reason,  as  irregular 
>n8titutional. 

[on  put. 

louse  divided: — Ayes  35;  Noes 
ijority  79. 

RING  LAWS  CONTINUANCE 

BILL.— [Bill  201.] 
am  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Attorfiey  General.) 

SECOND   READING. 

for  Second  Reading  read. 

1  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
he  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
{Mr,  iniliam  Henry  Smith) 

Dr  NOLAN,  in  moving  that  the 
)ad  a  second  time  that  day  three 
said,  he  regretted  that  the  hon. 
who  held  the  post  of  Financial 
Y  of  the  Treasury  had  not  in- 
hem  what  was  the  object  of  the 
',  as  was  the  case  last  night, 
I  before  them  a  Bill  for  the  con- 
1  of  a  tramway  a  mile  and  a-half 
1,  they  would  have  an  elaborate 
tory  statement,  and  they  would 
>  it  more  time  than  they  ^ave  to 
[deration  of  an  Irish  Bill  need- 
most  important  consideration, 
as  a  most  important  measure, 
might  term  an  Omnibus  Bill,  com- 
18  it  did  with  various  others,  mea- 
feoting  the  constitutional  rights 
idi  pMpUi  and  yet  the  Secretary 


of  the  Treasury  had  not  thought  it  worth 
an  introductory  speech  of  ten  minutes' 
duration.  To  compare  it  with  the  legis- 
lation of  the  Session,  so  far  as  it  had  ad- 
vanced, he  should  say  that  it  was  of  ten 
times  more  importance  than  the  whole 
of  it.  It  was  only  right  that  they  should 
know  what  was  intended  by  this  Bill. 
Of  the  whole  list  of  the  34  Bills,  there 
were  only  two  of  them  which  expired  in 
the  course  of  the  present  year.  The 
others  would  not  expire  until  August, 
1875,  a  fact,  he  contended,  of  itself  suf- 
ficient to  show  that  those  who  had  voted 
in  favour  of  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  were  not  animated  by  a  desire  to 
give  to  it  a  factious  opposition.  There 
would,  therefore,  not  be  any  difficulty  in 
removing  those  two  Bills  from  the  cate- 
gory, and  dealing  with  them  separately, 
so  as  to  allow  the  consideration  of  the 
other  measures  to  stand  over  until  next 
Session.  The  present  system  of  continu- 
ing expiring  laws  was,  so  far  as  he  could 
see,  quite  a  new  practice.  The  abuse 
seemed  to  have  sprung  up  in  1863,  when 
for  the  first  time,  a  batch  of  expiring 
Acts  was  included  in  one  Bill,  and  in 
following  years  the  number  so  dealt 
with  was  increased.  In  the  course  of 
time,  the  Committee  which  used  to  con- 
sider the  expediency  of  renewing  the 
Acts  was  discontinued.  What  he  would 
suggest  was,  that  in  future  the  Acts 
which  were  not  likely  to  give  rise  to  any 
debate  should  be  included  in  one  Bill, 
and  the  others  brought  before  the  House 
in  a  different  Bill  or  dealt  with  separately. 
He  objected  to  the  principle  of  voting  in 
a  lump  the  continuance  of  34  Acts  of 
Parliament,  which,  when  they  were 
passed,  were  intended  to  be  oidy  tem- 
porary, and  which  were,  by  a  Bill  like 
this,  rendered  permanent.  Gradually 
the  number  of  these  Bills  increased 
yearly  up  to  the  year  1870,  when  they 
amounted  to  over  30.  Since  then  these 
expiring  Bills  had  oscillated  each  year 
from  33  in  number  to  35.  Many  of  the 
Bills  in  the  present  measure  were  of  no 
great  importance,  no  doubt ;  but  there 
were  certain  of  them  of  sufficient  moment 
to  need  a  much  larger  amount  of  con- 
sideration than  the  Government  seemed 
to  attach  to  them,  when  they  classed  them 
in  an  Order  of  the  Day  which  was  looked 
upon  as  a  matter  of  course.  When  a 
Bill  was  passed  for  a  limited  time,  there 
was  primd  facie  reason  for  supposing 
that  it  might  need  revision.  It  had  been 
expected  for  example,  in  passing  the 
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Elortion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices 
Act — ono  of  those  included  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill — tliat  the  expenence  of  a  Ge- 
neral Election  would  afford  reasons  for 
altorinji^  it,  and  in  point  of  fact,  it  was 
the  opinion  of  many  people  at  present 
that  it  stood  in  need  of  a  certain  amount 
of  revision.  With  rep:ard  to  the  Master 
and  Servant  Act,  he  thought  it  most  im- 
poi'tant  that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  considerinp^  the  propriety 
of  repealing  the  14th  clause,  under 
"svliich  a  workman  was  liable  to  be 
sent  to  prison  for  breaking  a  civil  con- 
tract. He  desired  to  move  in  Committee 
that  the  clause  in  questi(m  should  be 
struck  out,  but  he  was  doubtful  whether 
that  ((mrso  would  Ix*  in  accordance  with 
the  Rules.  Those  who  voted  against  his 
Amendment  would  vote  to  perpetuate  it 
t^)  August,  1 876,  and  that,  in  his  opinion, 
would  inilict  great  hardships  on  the  Irish 
working  classes,  especially  those  coming 
to  this  (?ountr}\  Turning  to  the  speci- 
fically Irish  part  of  his  subject,  ho  would 
refer  especially  to  the  Unlawful  Societies 
Act.  The  Freemasons  and  certain 
fricmdly  societies  were  specially  exempt 
from  the  i>peration  of  that  Act ;  but  it 
discouraged  the  formation  in  Ireland  of 
trades  unions,  and  that  fact  had  a  great 
iniiuence  on  the  question  of  wages. 
Then,  again,  he  objected  to  the  Bill  con- 
tinuing the  Peace  IVeservation  Act  in 
Ireland,  altliough  it  was  then  totally  un- 
necessary. That  Act  prevented  the  use 
of  firearms.  With  resp»*ct  to  arms,  he 
thought  if  a  nmn  were  disposed  to  com- 
mit the  horribk*  crime  of  murder,  either 
in  Kngland  or  Ir««land,  that  he  w(mld  be 
nmch  mor(»  likely  to  use  an  ordinary 
pistol  or  a  revolver  than  a  rifle.  He  de- 
nie«l  that  they  could  show  that  any  ex- 
traordinarv  state  of  thinjjs  now  existed 
in  Ireland  to  warrant  th(*  (fovernment  to 
forbid  men  in  Ireland  fnmi  having  arms. 
Men  accustomed  to  carry  arms  were  in- 
variably car«'ful  nf)t  to  abuse  them;  it 
liad  been  objected  to  that  statement  that 
there  was  such  a  thing  as  '*  free-shoot- 
ing"— [LffKf/Itferl — in  the  United  States, 
but  lie  had  heard  fnnn  many  Amencans 
that  that  meant  only  firing  in  the  air. 
[^Lauffhter.']  Hon.  ^Fembers  might  laugh ; 
but  what  he  stated  was  correct,  and  ho 
saw  no  reason  why,  in  the  present  peace- 
able state  of  Ireland,  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  not  be  trusted  like  the  people  of 
that  countiy  with  firearms.  He  had 
put  an  Amendment  on  tho  Paper  which 


he  intended  to  propose  in  Committee,  to 
'^  allow  any  man  who  paid  £12  a-year  in 
rates,  and  who  had  the  right  to  vote,  to 
have  arms  "  He  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  farmers  in  Ireland  who  wen 
not  allowed,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  to  have  ann#. 
and  who,  in  answer  to  questions  put  to 
them  by  him  said — "  Wo  suffer  much 
damage  to  our  crops  by  birds,  which, 
if  we  were  allowed  to  have,  and  nee, 
a  gun,  would  not  trouble  us  much, 
and  of  which  only  a  fev  might  come 
after  we  fired  even  to  frighten  them: 
but  which,  in  the  absence  of  such  means 
to  frighten  them,  (X)me  in  large  flocks 
and  inflict  considerable  damage."  Now, 
that  was  the  case  of  the  farmers ;  and 
if  the  Government  would  only  grant 
"  fowling  pieces  "  in  Ireland  they  would 
make  things  much  more  comfortable. 
That  House,  he  believed,  had  been  asked 
to  keep  arms  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  the  plea  of  danger 
of  msuirectiou.  The  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  having  been  entnuted 
with  firearms  almost  since  these  were 
invented,  ho  could  not  see  any  reason 
why  the  people  of  Ireland  should  not  be 
allowed  possession  of  arms ;  but  the 
reason  which  practically  actuated  some 
persons  in  Ireland  to  endeavour  to  keep 
arms  from  their  poorer  neighbours  wa;^ 
the  fear  that  they  would  bo  after  the 
' '  game. ' '  He  remembered  one  gentleman 
saying,  in  answer  to  a  question  put  to 
him,  why  the  people  were  not  allowed  to 
have  arms  ?  *'  Why,  do  you  want  them 
to  destroy  all  the  game?"  Now,  hi» 
(Captain  Nolan)  would  tell  the  Gtevem- 
ment  and  the  House,  that  if  that  was  to 
be  advanced  as  a  cause  of  withholding 
arms  from  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
effect  would  be  that  the  Irish  would 
join  the  £nglish  and  Scotch  in  demand- 
ing the  abolition  of  the  Game  Laws. 
Any  man  who  voted  for  the  Bill  would 
vote  for  the  continuance  of  the  14th 
clause  of  the  Masters  and  Servants  Act, 
which  would  impose  most  unconstitu- 
tional disabilities  on  the  Irish  people. 
The  hon.  and  g^ant  Member  conduaed 
by  moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Captain  Nokm.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  woid 
<  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
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Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thoup^ht  tho  discussion 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
g^allant  Gentleman  was  divisible  into  two 
parts — the  first,  that  the  Bill  be  road  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months,  a 
Motion  which  involved  the  question, 
whether  they  were  to  (continue  all  the 
Acts  which  were  now  about  to  expire. 
That  was  a  question  which,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  argued  with  great  ability.  The 
second  part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman's argument  was  his  objection  to 
the  ''  Continuance  "  part  of  this  Bill ; 
and  the  hon  and  gallant  Gentleman,  he 
was  bound  to  say,  had  argued  very  logi- 
cally on  that  question.  He  had  raised 
questions  which  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  (tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
to  enter  into  now ;  but  it  was  obvious 
that  there  might  be  other  Bills  in  the 
Schedule  which  other  hon.  Members 
might  wish  to  discuss,  and  he  must 
xemind  the  House  that  to  all  the  objec- 
tions, one  general  answer  would  have  to 
be  given.  That  course  was  formerly 
pursued  when  discussions  on  very  diverse 
topics  were  raised  on  the  Motion  that  the 
House  adjourn  from  Friday  to  Monday, 
the  Minister  replying  late  in  the  evening 
to  all  these  matters  together.  But  if 
they  were  to  consider  such  very  different 
measures  as  were  comprised  in  the  Bill 
upon  the  second  reading,  when  hon. 
Members  were  limited  to  one  speech 
each,  great  inconvenience  must  be  felt, 
and  such  an  inconvenience  might  result 
on  questions  of  the  kind  now  before  the 
House.  He,  however,  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member  that  care 
ought  to  be  taken  that  measures  should 
not  be  introduced  unnecessarily  by  a  Bill 
of  the  kind,  which  must  lead  to  a  dis- 
cussion of  various  subjects.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  was  no  doubt  that  it 
was  a  very  convenient  practice — one 
which  saved  the  time  of  Parliament — 
to  include  in  a  single  Bill,  instead  of 
in  separate  Bills,  several  Acts  which 
it  was  desirable  to  continue,  and  which 
had  been  passed  as  temporary  Acts. 
For  example,  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  which  tho  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  called  an  Omnibus  BUI, 
embraced  several  subjects  for  legislation. 
It  was  possible,  however,  they  might 
find  that  that  system  was  carried  rather 
too  far,  and  that  point  he  undertook  to 
■ay  should  receive  careful  consideration. 


Having  said  so  much,  he  woidd  ask  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  in  the  House 
to  the  actual  position  of  affairs.  In  the 
first  place,  ho  hoped  there  would  bo  no 
reasonable  objection  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members,  and  of  Irish  Members  in  par- 
ticular, to  his  assurance,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  them  some  time  to 
argue  tho  questions  involved  in  this 
measure,  and  that  there  was  no  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  push 
those  measures  on  unduly  against  the 
will  of  Irish  Members ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  were  also  English 
measures  which  were  of  importance. 
There  were  several  Bills  which  deserved 
full  consideration,  and  what  he  had 
really  to  suggest  to  hon.  Members  was, 
that  they  should  adopt  the  suggestion 
he  had  made,  and  allow  tho  Bill  to  be 
now  read  a  second  time.  An  hon. 
Member  said  just  now — **  If  we  allow 
you  to  pass  this  Bill,  you  will  allow  it  to 
be  in  force  for  another  year."  But  there 
were  many  things  that  might  happen — 
tliey  might  have  a  very  short  Session, 
and  a  Dissolution  or  something  of 
that  kind  might  happen,  which 
would  cause  a  change,  in  which  case, 
these  Acts  whose  continuance  was  so 
desirable,  would  expire.  Therefore,  he 
thought  it  would  bo  a  decided  inconve- 
nience absolutely  to  tlirow  out  this  Bill. 
He  believed  he  was  entitled  to  say  that 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
passing  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  with  the 
exception  of  one  particular  clause  which 
had  been  alluded  to,  and  ho  would  sug- 
gest that  hon.  Members  in  Committee 
might  very  properly  move  Amendments 
for  the  purpose  of  striking  out  certain 
portions  of  the  Acts  to  which  they  ob- 
jected. He  could  really  appeal  to  tho 
House,  and  especially  to  hon.  ^[embers 
opposite,  whether  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  not  desirable  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  now  read  a  second  time ;  and 
he  promised  if  the  House  assented  to  his 
proposition,  that  the  Government  would 
give  them  a  day,  it  might  be  in  the  next 
week ;  but  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  was  now  absent, 
would  be  able  to  say  what  day  could  be 
given  for  the  purpose.  He  might,  in 
conclusion,  say  that  the  matter  would  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  (Govern- 
ment; and  that  if  they  wished  to  chal- 
lenge, which  they  hod  a  right  to  do 
upon  any  important  question,  he  under- 
took to  say,  on  the  part  of  the  Qovem- 
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mont,   tliat   an  opportunity   would  bo 
given  to  them  to  do  so. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  must  confess  after 
the  conciliatory  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  he  folt  exceedingly 
anxious  to  comply  with  the  proposal. 
But  just  consider  what  the  objects  of 
that  Continuance  Bill  and  of  Coercion 
and  other  Acts  were,  and  that  Irish 
Members  had  a  high  duty  tx)  discharge 
in  opposing  them,  believing  that  they 
were  not  now  necessary.  Ilo  felt  great 
difficulty  in  the  matter  in  reference  to 
these  Continuance  Bills.  He  might 
state  to  the  House  that  it  had  taken 
him  several  hoiu*s  to  traverse  through 
the  Acts  i)assed,  and  amongst  them  he 
found  an  Act  for  restraining  the  Orange- 
men of  Ireland,  and  also  Acts  dealing 
with  friendly  and  other  societies  in  that 
country.  That  Act  was  renewed  in 
1844,  again  in  184;)  for  two  years,  and 
again  in  1848,  with  coercive  Amend- 
ments— one,  enabling  the  police  to  go 
into  a  house  in  search  of  the  signs  and 
passwoi'ds  of  secret  societies,  and  another, 
making  the  iinding  of  such  documents 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  guilt  of  the 
man  in  whose  possession  they  were  found, 
lie  would  tell  the  House  another  matter 
of  importance.  Wlmn  tin?  P'riendly 
Societies  Act  was  passed  for  Ireland, 
there  was  a  clause  in  it  placing  the 
Foresters,  the  Odd  Fellows,  and  similar 
associations  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Freemasons,  and  allowing;  them  the  use 
of  signs  and  passwords  without  the  risk 
of  incurring  a  pi'ualty ;  but  when  that 
Coercion  A»;t  came  to  be  reviewed,  the 
Friendl}'  Sociutios  Act  was  entirely  for- 
gotten, and  it  was  renewed  in  its  old 
form;  so  that  the  use  of  secret  signs 
and  passwords  by  those  societies,  again 
became  a  penal  offence,  and  their  mem- 
bers were  liable  to  be  transported  or 
kept  in  penal  servitude,  for  a  period  of 
seven  years.  Again,  the  case  of  the 
l^eace  Preservation  Act  was  much 
stronger,  but  he  did  not  wish  to  weary 
the  House  by  gt)ing  into  detail  upon  the 
subject.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the  right 
hon.  (jrentleman  would  give  the  House 
«a  pledge  that  the  Acts  in  reference  to 
Ireland  included  in  the  Bill  would  be 
postponed  until  next  Session,  and  that 
they  would  be  tli:en  introduced  sepa- 
rately, so  that  an  opportunity  might 
be  then  given  of  considering  them  on 
their  merits.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 

T/i<f  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


they  could  not  do  that,  inasmuch  as 
if  they  did,   a  Dissolution  might  take 
place  early  next  Session,  before  anything 
could  be  done  in  the  matter,  and  then 
these  laws  would  expire.     Well,  as  re- 
garded the  probability  of  a  Dissolntion 
next  Session,  he  (Mr.  Butt)  did  not  lee 
much  probability  of  that ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,   as  he  knew   the  inner 
counsels  of    the    Government,    was  a 
bettor  authority  on  that  point  than  he 
(Mr.   Butt)  was.     The  difficulty,  how- 
ever,  might  be  got  over  by  providing 
now  that  these  Acts  should  expire  at  a 
fixed  date — the  Ist  of  Aug:ust  or  the 
Ist  of  September,   1875.      That  would 
guard  against  the  possibility   of  such 
an  accident  as  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  dreaded.    If  that  course  were 
pursued,  ho  should  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion to  tlie  present  measure ;  but  if  not, 
ho  must  renew  his  protests  against  the 
system    of  passing    Continuance    Bills 
which  would  impose  coercive  laws  on 
Ireland  for  a  period  of  two  years.    To 
so  treat  them  was  to  make   perpetual 
Acts  which  Parliament  intended  should 
be  only  temporary,  a  course  which  had 
been  censured  by  Lord  Brougham,  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  and  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

The  ATTOENEY   GENERAL  tor 
IKELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  the  usual 
mode  of  dealing    with    such   Bills  as 
those  to  which  the  hon.   and    learned 
Gentleman's  remarks  applied,   was   to 
provide  that  they  should  continue  for  a 
certain  time,  and  from  thence  until  the  end 
of  the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
Tiiat  was  done  in   order  to  avoid  the 
danger  of  a  sudden  and  premature  Dis- 
solution of  Parliament.  But  the  meaning 
and  practical  result  was  a  renewal  for  one 
year.     There  never  was,  he  might  add. 
a  Government  who  were  better  entided 
to  ask  the  House  to  assent  to  a  Con- 
tinuance Bill  than  the  present,  seeing 
how  recently  and  how  unexpectedly  they 
had  acceded  to  office.     In  consequence 
of  that   shoi*tness  of    time,  they  had 
not  been  able  to  consider  tliese  Acts, 
in  order    to    see    how  many  of  them 
they  might  abandon,   and    how  many 
they   should    renew  in    distinct  Bilk 
He  might  also  observe  on  the  geneitl 
question,   that  the    coercive    meaanres 
for    Ireland   which   had    been  puwd 
in    1870     and    1871    were    far    more 
stringent  than  those  it  was  now  pn>- 
posed  to  renew,  and  which  had  been 
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maintained  by  erexy  Parliament  since 
1839.  There  was  no  doubt  a  great 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
at  the  present  moment  as  regarded 
crime — an  improvement  which  had 
ooindded  with  the  accession  of  the 
present  Government  to  power,  and  which 
had  gone  on  since  increasing.  [^Laughter,'] 
He  onght  to  be  able  to  speak  with 
authority  on  the  subject;  for  every 
crime  that  occurred  was  brought  under 
his  notice  as  Attorney  General,  and  he 
repeated  that  there  was  a  progressive 
improvement.  A  recent  murder  and 
attempt  at  murder,  howover,  arising  out 
of  disputes  connected  with  land,  sliowed 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  abandon 
the  protection  given  by  particular  sta- 
tutes against  such  oircnccs,  and  that 
it  would  be  unwise  to  act  precipitately ; 
but  the  House  might  rest  assured  that 
the  powers  whicli  they  conferred  would 
not  be  resorted  to,  except  in  eases  of 
necessity.  It  was  inevitable  tliat  the 
entire  subject  must  ere  long  be  brought 
under  discussion,  and  he  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  whether  it  was 
worth  while  being  at  so  much  trouble 
to  attack  the  more  limited  powers,  wliile 
the  more  stringent  must  necessarily  be 
continued. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  wished  to  eclio 
all  that  had  been  said  by  tlie  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  with  respect  to  tlie 
absence  of  crime  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  however, 
either  did  not  understand  or  did  not 
answer  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tlic  ^lember  for 
Limerick,  which  was  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  those  expiring 
laws  until  next  Session,  by  fixing  a  day 
on  which  they  would  expire ;  and  then 
that  a  positive  measure  should  be 
brought  in  for  the  renewal  of  such 
of  them  as  might  be  considered  neces- 
sary, so  that  Acts  of  such  importance 
might  not  be  smuggled  through  iu  a  re- 
newal Bill,  where  the  great  were  mixed 
up  with  the  small.  Since  the  Govern- 
ment came  into  office,  what  measures  had 
they  taken  to  produce  peace,  order,  and 
tranquillity  in  Ireland  to  justify  the 
credit  claimed  for  them  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ?  Yet  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  condition  of  Ireland  now 
furnished  a  model  of  order;  and  the 


present  on  circuit  in  that  country  sup- 
ported that  view.  At  one  place,  the 
Judge  said  that  in  a  single  county  in 
England,  there  was  more  crime  than  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland ;  and  in  two  other 
places,  there  was  not  a  single  bill  to  be 
sent  before  the  petty  jury.  The  fact 
was,  that  there  never  was  a  time  when 
thetranquiUity  of  Ireland  was  so  marked 
as  it  was  at  the  present  moment ;  though 
he  could  not  accord  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  that  that  arose 
from  the  existence  of  the  statutes  which 
it  was  now  sought  to  continue,  or  from 
the  advent  to  office  of  the  present 
Government.  His  was  a  kind  of  pot^i 
hoCy  propter  hoc  logic,  whi(?li  could  not 
bo  odmitted.  Notwithstanding  the  tran- 
quillity which  prtjvailcd,  the  fact  was 
that  31  out  of  the  *V1  counties  iu  Ireland 
were  now  proclaimed  under  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act;  so  that  the  persons 
who  dwelt  in  those  counties  were  not 
permitted  to  live  under  the  law  which 
was  the  privilege  of  the  rest  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  What  reason  was 
there  for  asking  power  to  continue  these 
proclamations  for  two  years  longur? 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  no  doubt  said  that  there  had  been 
an  attempt  to  murder  in  Queen's  County, 
end  an  actual  murder  in  Tipperarj' ;  but 
surely  that  was  no  sufficient  reason  for 
asking  power  to  continue  these  procla- 
mations in  31  counties  for  two  years 
longer?  Hu  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  reconsider  the  matter  and 
accept  th(?  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  lilember  for  Limerick,  and  not 
continue  the  Acts  for  more  than  one 
year. 

Mil.  MCCARTHY  DOA\TaNG  said, 
that  they  were  not  only  asked  to  con- 
tinue the  l*eace  Preservation  Act  of  1873, 
but  also  tlie  Act  of  1847.  The  last- 
mentioned  Act  recited  that  **  whereas  in 
consequence  of  the  prevalence  of  crime 
and  outrage,  it  is  necessary  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  prt^vention  thereof."  At 
all  events,  thorn  was  no  reason  why  the 
Act  of  1847  should  be  continued,  for  he 
held  that  all  the  special  powers  which  it 
was  desired  by  a  renewal  of  the  Act  in 
question  to  retain  were  given  by  the 
Peace  PreseiTation  Act  of  1870,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  renewal  would  serve 
no  practical  puri)o.se.  To  continue  both 
Acts  would  be  undulv  to  crowd  the 
statute  book  with  penal  legislation.     At 


language  of  the  Judges  who  were  at   the  same  time,  he  maintained  that  the 
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reasons  for  tliat  legislation  had  entirely 
disappeared.  In  proof  of  the  extraor- 
dinary diminution  of  crime  in  Ireland, 
he  could  quote  the  language  of  Baron 
Dowse,  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  and  other 
Judges,  addressed  to  grand  juries  on 
recent  occasions.  The  hardships  result- 
ing from  the  provisions  with  regard  to 
carrying  arms  were,  in  his  opinion, 
peculiarly  grievous.  A  gentleman  going 
out  to  shoot  who  sent  his  gun  by  his 
servant  a  short  distance  before  him,  had 
the  satisfaction  to  find  that  it  was  seized 
by  the  police.  An  old  man  of  70,  whose 
crops  were  being  destroyed  by  birds, 
applied  for  a  licence  to  keep  a  gun,  and 
mot  with  a  refusal,  although  two  magi- 
Ftratcs  certified  as  to  his  good  character. 
Ilia  (^Ir.  Downing' s)  own  experience 
had  not  been  very  favourable.  He 
liad  been  out  shooting  one  day  with 
his  son,  whose  gun  had  burst.  Ho  pro- 
posed to  send  the  barrels  to  Cork  to  have 
them  repaired,  but  was  told  that  the 
police  would  not  allow  him  to  do  so. 
Ho  sent  for  the  constable,  and  was  in- 
formed that  ho  could  not  forward  the 
baiTcls  as  ho  proposed,  but  the  inspector 
stated  that  he  was  about  shortly  to  send 
nu  escort  to  Cork,  and  would  forward 
the  barrels  with  them.  The  consequence 
was  that  he — a  justice  of  the  peace  and 
doputy-licutenant  of  his  county — had  to 
wait  till  a  brother  magistrate  came  to 
his  house  who  took  the  barrels  with  him 
to  Cork.  That  showed  what  Irish  gen- 
th^mon  had  to  endure  in  consoc|uence  of 
this  legislation,  and  that  great  hardships 
arose  to  individuals  under  these  Acts; 
and  ho  asked  why  should  the  Govem- 
niout  insist  upon  the  continuance  of  the 
statutes  for  two  years,  when  they  might 
avoid  any  contention  by  consenting  that 
the  continuance  should  be  only  until  the 
1st  September  1875? 

Mk.  Skiukaxt  SHiaiLOCK  thought 
the  opinions  of  Lord  Salisbury  and  Lord 
Carnarvon,  which  had  been  quoted, 
were  suificient  to  prove  that  the  opposi- 
tion on  the  present  occasion  was  not  at  all 
factious.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attomev  General  for 
Ireland  had  borne  testinionv  to  the 
peaceful  state  of  Ireland.  The  jury  had 
allowed  £1,200  as  damages  in  the  case 
of  the  attempt  to  shoot  Mr.  Whitworth, 
and,  in  th(.»  event  of  his  death,  his 
widow  would  got  that  sum.  The  other 
case  to  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  referred,  and  in  wliich 

Mr.  Jl'C(4/thy  Downing 


an  attempt  was  made  to  shoot  a  womn. 
was  purely  a  family  quarrel.    It  wu 
like  a  family  quarrel  that  might  have 
occurred  in  Finsbury  or  any  other  part 
of  London.    If  he  could  see  any  neces- 
sity for  that  kind  of    legislation,  h« 
should  not  object  to  it ;  but  he  most  nr, 
that  he  certainly  saw  no  necessity  whii- 
ever  for  continuing  those  penal  statute! 
for  two  years  longer.     Not  merely  the 
peasant  class,  but  every  class  of  sodetr 
m  Ireland  had  suffered  under  the  pre- 
sent coercive  system ;  and  under  tnese 
circumstances,  he  (Mr.   Serjeant  Sher- 
lock) appealed  to  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
agree  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick. 

SiK  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
traced  the  real  difficulties  under  which 
Ireland  laboured,  and  the  real  difficulties 
incident  to  legislation  for  Ireland,  to  the 
existence  of  personal  government,  the 
unfavourable  influence  of  which  was 
often  recognized  in  that  House  in  the 
disctussion  of  questions  relating  to  foreign 
affairs.  For  instance,  the  inhabitants  of 
tlie  county  which  he  represented  had 
been  put  under  strict  proclamation,  not 
for  any  broach  of  law,  but  because  their 
county  happened  to  be  coterminous  with 
another  county  in  wliich  certain  outrages 
had  occurred.  Was  it  not  natural  that 
the  people  in  the  county  he  represented 
should  say — **  What  is  the  good  of  ob- 
serving the  law  when  we  aro  treated  in 
this  way?"  The  reason  why  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  their  present  course 
with  regard  to  these  Acts  was  merely  to 
save  themselves  from  the  little  tronble 
of  bringing  forward  a  Bill  next  Session 
on  the  subject.  In  his  opinion  the  Go- 
vernment should  meet  the  real  facts  of 
the  case,  and  he  called  upon  them  to 
give  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  the  at- 
tention which  it  demanded,  and  which, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  the  highest 
policy  to  give  to  it.  If  next  year  it  could 
be  shown  that  Ireland  could  only  be 
ruled  by  repressive  measures,  the  subject 
oujifht  then  to  be  fully  considered. 

Mk.  :MITCHFXL  henry  said,  he 
was  sure  the  House  was  very  tired  of 
the  debate,  and  heartily  wislied  that 
they  would  go  into  Committee  at  once 
ui)on  the  l^ill.  But  how  could  they  be 
expected  to  do  so,  w;hen  they  could  only 
discuss  the  clauses,  and  could  not  deal 
with  the  merits  of  the  Bill  ?  In  what 
way,  ho  asked,  could  they  bring  the 
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matter  fairly  before  the  Hoii8e,rexcept 
bv  making  themselveB  thus  disagree* 
able  ?  He  oould  not  help  pointing  out 
the  paucity  of  attendance  on  the  Trea- 
■uiy  bench  and  the  entire  absence  of 
the  Members  of  the  late  Government, 
and  he  asked,  whether  that  would  have 
been  the  case  if  a  coercion  measure  was 
required  for  England  and  Scotland? 
He  hoped  hon.  Members  would  continue 
the  discussion  of  the  matter,  not  only 
now,  but  in  every  Session,  when  a  re- 
newal of  these  Acts  was  asked  for.  He 
confessed  when  he  considered  what  took 
place  last  Session,  and  what  they  were 
asked  to  agree  to  now,  he  was  almost 
boiling  over  with  indignation  at  the 
contempt  which  was  shown  for  the  liber- 
ties of  tlie  people.  Everyone  must  have 
oome  to  the  conclusion  that  the  renewal 
of  these  Bills  had  been  taken  simply  as 
a  matter  of  course.  It  was  not  for  him 
to  read  a  constitutional  lesson  to  the 
House;  but  if  they  cimsiderod  how  it 
was  that  these  renewal  Bills  wore  brought 
in,  thev  would  see  what  loss  resulted  to 
the  liberty  of  the  people.  His  firm 
belief  was  that  these  questions  had  never 
been  considered  by  the  Cabinet  or  by 
the  Government  at  all.  The  Bill  was 
prepared  across  the  Lobby  by  the  per- 
manent officials  of  the  House  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course.  It  was  introduced  a  few 
days  ago ;  and  because  it  was  thought 
to  be  a  good  thing  that  the  discussion 
should  be  got  through,  and  that  these 
troublesome  Irish  jVIembers  should  be 
got  rid  of,  the  House  had  been  called 
upon  to  sit  on  Saturday.  They  were 
asked  at  that  time  to  pass  Acts  which 
would  put  a  third  of  Groat  Britain  imder 
laws  of  coercion  which  did  not  exist  in 
any  other  country  in  Europe.  Ho  hoped 
that  the  Expiring  Acts  Continuance 
Committee  would  be  re-appointed  an- 
other Session,  and  would  decide  when 
Acts  should  be  continued,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  the  permanent  ofHoials,  who 
had  no  constitutional  res^x)nsibility.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
said  there  was  no  reason  whv  those  Acts 
should  be  renewed  that  year,  as  they  did 
not  expire  till  the  end  of  noxt  Session ; 
and  he  asked  why  the  subject  should 
not  be  allowed  to  stand  over  until  next 
Session,  when  a  full  discussion  might  be 
taken  upon  it.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attornc}'  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  admitted  that  the 
state  of  the  country  had  very  much  im- 


proved, and  seemed  to  think  the  time 
would  soon  arrive  when  those  Acts  might 
be  dispensed  with.  It  would  be  impossible, 
however,  to  say  when  they  might  be 
dispensed  with,  if  the  whole  country  was 
to  be  kept  under  coercion,  until  not  a 
single  murder  was  committed  in  any 
part  of  it.  They  could  hear  of  more 
harrowing  crimes  in  England  in  a  week 
than  took  place  in  Ireland  in  seven  years. 
He  admitted  that  agrarian  outrages  were 
horrible  in  their  character,  and  if  they 
existed,  every  hon.  Member  would  sup- 
port the  Government  in  their  efforts  to 
suppress  them  ;  but  for  years  the  coun- 
try had  been  nearly  free  from  them. 
The  English  mind,  however,  believed 
that  Ireland  was  bubbling  over  with 
these  outrages ;  but  the  charges  of  tlu^ 
various  Judges  of  Assize  had  ])lainly 
showed  that  tliat  was  not  the  case.  It  was, 
therefore,  a  great  hardship  that  Ireland 
shoidd  be  kept  imder  coercicm  when 
crime  lia<l  disappeared.  He  considered 
it  would  bo  very  wise  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  CMiief  Secretary  would  take 
the  trouble  to  mix  a  little  among  the 
landed  gentry  of  Ireland,  amongst  com- 
mercial men  and  agriculturists,  and  hear 
what  was  the  general  fooling,  rather 
than  accept  everything  as  a  fact  whidi 
he  heard  from  the  oihcials  at  tlio  Castle, 
and  in  the  office  in  Queen  Street.  They 
found  that  that  was  wliero  the  real  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  j)roceeded  from. 
There  were  a  numl)or  of  permanent  offi- 
cials who  were  appointed  by  a  former 
re-actionarj'  Government,  wlioso  whole 
sympathies  were  out.  of  accord  with  the 
Irish  x>eoplo,  and  the  system  would  never 
be  satisfactorv,  while  the  affairs  of  the 
country  wore  conducted  imder  police 
government.  Evorj'one  in  the  police 
looked  to  promotion  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  crime  reported,  and  so  it  was 
that  they  heard  of  threatening  letters 
l)eing  sent,  not  one-lialf  of  which  state- 
nient.s,  in  his  belief,  were  correct. 
Again,  a  number  of  local  stipendiary 
magistrates  had  been  appointed,  of  police 
extraction,  who,  ctmtrary  to  the  spirit 
of  the  English  law,  presumed  that  ev(?iy 
one  brought  bifore  them  was  guilty 
before  they  wore  tried.  They  would 
find  stipendiaiy  magistrates,  who  were 
j  paid  to  administer  the  law,  were  in  per- 
'  petual  correspondence  with  the  Castle  at 
I  Dublin.  They  did  not  deal  with  pri- 
,  soners  according  to  the  law,  but  dealt 
I  with  them    in  a  manner  which    they 
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thought  would  be  pleasing  to  the  Castle; 
and  if  the  magistrates  had  any  doubts 
as  to  how  the  Castle  would  like  them  to 
be  dealt  with,  they  wrote  to  the  Castle. 
It  was  proposed  to  give  those  gentlemen 
the  power  of  determining  whether  the 
inhabitants  of  a  district  should  have  the 
power  to  carry  arms.  He  thought  these 
Acts  ought  not  to  be  renewed  annually 
as  matters  of  course.  The  Acts  would 
not  expire  until  the  end  of  next  Session, 
and  he  thought  that  the  proposition  of  tlie 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt)  might  verj'  well  be  accepted 
— that  the  Acts  should  not  expire  until 
noxt  October.  If  that  suggestion  was 
adopted,  it  would  show  the  people  of 
Irc'land  that,  at  any  rate,  their  griev- 
ances were  to  be  considered.  It  would 
afford  tht)  Irish  people  a  proof  that  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  whether  in  Eng- 
land; in  Ireland,  or  in  Scotland,  was 
still  dear  to  the  hearts  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  he  therefore  thought  the  Act 
ought  only  to  be  renewed  for  one  year. 

Ma.  M'LAREN  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  urging  that  lion.  Gentlemen 
who  represented  Ireland  should  not  press 
for  another  division,  lie  voted  with  the 
niinoritv  in  the  last  divisi(m,  to  show  his 
sympathy  with  the  case  they  had  raised, 
and  with  the  arguments  they  had  ad- 
duced in  support  of  the  case.  But,  be- 
lieving tliat  if  they  pressed  for  another 
division,  they  would  bo  in  a  still  smaller 
minority,  and  would  in  no  way  serve 
their  case,  ho  ccmld  not  for  himself,  by 
voting  with  tliem  again,  do  anything 
wliicli  might  be  viewed  as  an  attempt  at 
obstructing  the  remaining  business  of 
the  Session.  As  an  impartial  wit- 
ness of  the  debate  which  had  just 
taken  place,  ht?  tliought  all  the  force 
of  the  arguments  adduced  had  been 
on  the  side  of  the  Irish  Members, 
and  if  any  hou.  Gonthjuian  should  pro- 
pose in  Committoo  that  the  Acts  in  ques- 
tion should  be  deleted  from  the  Bill,  ho 
slumld  most  cordially  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion, lie  did  not,  however,  think  it 
would  bo  well  to  go  to  any  more  divi- 
sions, which  woidd  have  only  the  effect 
of  .obstructing  the  business  that  had  to 
1)0  completed. 

Mr.  J.  MAl^TIN  said,  he  must  ex- 
l>ress  his  astonishment  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  offer  an  apology  to  the 
House,  and  to  the  world,  for  the  uncon- 
stitutional course  which  they  were  taking 
in  pi*oposing  to  inflict  coercive  legisla- 

J/}\  MiivhtU  Henry 


tion  for  a  longer  time  on  his  oonntxr- 
He  should  not  oppose  the  second  lead- 
ing of  the  Bill,  because  it  was  the  datj 
of  the  Government  when  they  proposed 
unconstitutional  measures  of  this  kind 
to  give  good  reasons  for  their  coutm. 
They  had  not  done  so.    On  the  contraxr. 
it  seemed  to  him  that  they  were  endea- 
vouring   to    smuggle    that    legislation 
through  the  House  by  endeavouring  to 
sandwich  three  Coercion  Bills  between 
30  other  measures ;   and  be  begged  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
why  he  was  obstructing  the  busines.s  of 
the  nation  by  taking  a  course  so  excep- 
tional, on  what  he  had  been  informed 
was  regarded  as  a  dies  non  in  Parliamen- 
tary proceedings  ?   He  supposed  for  that 
reason,  it  was  the  better  day  for  the 
business  they  were  transacting,  and  with 
reference  to  which  he  hoped  the  Prime 
Minister,  whom  he  now  saw  in  his  place, 
would  deem  it  to  be  his  duty  to  apolo- 
gize for  making  a  proposal  which  he 
must  know  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  Lrish  people  and  their 
Kepresentatives. 

Mr.  BRYAN  also  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  assent  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick.  Its  adoption  would 
allow  ample  time  for  consideration.  He 
felt  sure  that  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
been  present  before,  as  he  was  now,  he 
would  have  acceded  to  that  very  reason- 
able proposal. 

Mr.  DlSKAELI  said,  he  could  assure 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  that  his  ab- 
sence from  the  debate  up  to  that  time 
was  not  due  to  any  want  of  respect  for 
them.  They  must  be  aware  that  he  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  besides  sitting  in  that 
House.  Although  he  liad  not  been  pre- 
sent, he  had  endeavoured  to  make  him- 
self acquainted  with  the  general  tone 
and  gist  of  the  debate,  and  he  was  not 
entirely  ignorant  of  what  had  been  said 
on  either  side.  Now,  ho  wished  parti- 
culfirly  at  that  period  of  the  Session,  to 
say  that  he  always  liked  hon.  Members 
to  part,  if  possible,  in  tolerably  good 
humour  witli  one  another,  and  he  would 
be  happy  to  make  a  suggestion  which 
he  thought  would  meet  the  ease.  He 
renii;mbered  ver^•■  well  the  remarks  of 
his  Colleagues  (Lord  Salisbury'  and  Lord 
Carnarvon)  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
he  could  not  say  that  he  disagreed  with 
th(jm.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  say 
that  those  two  Acts  should  no  longer  be 
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oontained  in  a  Continuance  Bill ;  and 
that  if  any  continuance  were  wanted, 
trhicli  he  should  regret,  they  should 
be  brought  in  separately  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  when  there  would 
be  an  opportunity  of  discussing  their 
merits.  He  hoped  that  that  offer  would 
be  accepted,  and  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  now  allow  tlie  proposal 
of  the  Government  to  pass. 

Me.  butt  said,  the  proper  time  to 
bring  in  the  Bills  in  question  would  be 
next  Session,  and  ho  had  mot  the  objec- 
tion that  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament 
might  occur,  by  assenting  to  their  con- 
tinuance till  October  next  year.  He  must 
still  protest  against  the  Bills  being  re- 
newed for  two  years  without  discus- 
sion. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  joined  in  the  request 
of  other  Jrish  Members,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  persist  in  including  those 
Acts  in  the  present  Bill.  With  regard 
to  the  county  ho  represented  (Cavan), 
the  evidence  of  Dr.  Conaty,  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bishop  of  Kilmoro,  in  which  dio- 
cese the  greater  part  of  Cavnn  was 
situated,  went  to  show  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  been  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
had  asserted  that  secret  societies  existed 
in  that  county,  or  that  its  condition  af- 
forded any  justification  for  its  being 
proclaimed. 

Sin  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  the 
proposal  of  the  Prime  Minister  showe<l 
that  wisdom  and  conciliation  for  which 
he  was  remarkable  ;  and,  so  far  as  it 
went,  it  was  received  by  Irish  Members 
with  a  very  good  spirit.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might, 
without  at  all  interfering  with  the  inte- 
rests of  the  country,  further  agree  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  and  then  everybody 
would  bo  satisfied,  and  thoro  would  bo 
no  further  opposition  to  the  Bill.  He 
suggested  that  the  renewal  of  those  Bills 
should  not  be  for  two  years,  but  for  one 
year  up  to  a  fixed  time,  so  as  to  obviate 
any  chance  of  their  dropping  through  in 
the  event  of  a  Dissolution  of  Pai'lia- 
ment. 

De.  BRADY  said,  that  in  place  of 
making  the  people  of  Ireland  contented 
with  the  Government,  these  Acts  had 
made  them  discontented,  feeling,  as 
they  did,  that  they  were  placed  in  an 
inferior  position  to  the  people  of  this 
country. 

VOL.  CCXXT.    [xniRD  series. "1 


Sra  HENRY  JAMES  said,  there  was 
nothing  practical  in  dispute  between  the 
Gk)vomment  and  Irish  Members.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
was  willing  to  insert  words  that  these 
Acts  should  not  expire  till  September, 
1875.  The  actual  words  in  the  Bill  were, 
till  the  end  of  the  Session  following 
July  Ist,  1875;  but  those  words  were 
inserted  merely  to  meet  the  contingency 
of  a  Dissolution.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  Prime  Minister  should  accept  the 
proposal  to  renew  the  Acts  till  Septem- 
ber, 1875,  and  then,  if  necessarj',  a  Bill 
could  be  brought  in  for  their  continu- 
ance. By  doing  so,  the  Government 
would  lose  nothing,  and  would  gain  all 
they  wished. 

Mr.  fay  contended  that  no  necessity 
now  existed  for  the  continuance  of  these 
Acts.  They  had  been  grossly  abused  in 
their  application,  for  with  regard  to  the 
county  he  represented,  and  to  which  they 
had  been  applied  (Cavan),  the  Judges 
of  Assize  had,  year  after  year,  described 
it  as  one  of  the  most  peaceful  in  Ireland, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  must  have  been 
grossly  misinformed  when  he  insinuated 
that  there  was  a  necessity  for  their  con- 
tinuance. 

Mr.  O'CLERY  said :  Sir,  in  rising 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  De- 
bate, I  am  impelled  by  an  irresistible 
sense  of  duty  to  my  country.  To  me, 
the  spectacle  this  Assembly  to-day  pre- 
sents is  one,  indeed,  of  deep  humiliation. 
You  are  the  guardians  of  popular  rights 
under  the  Constitution,  and  yet,  at  the 
mere  caprice  of  the  Government,  you 
tamely  surrend(?r  your  groat  privilege, 
and  allow  the  civil  rights  of  millions  of 
my  fellow-countr}'men  to  be  crushed 
without  ev(»n  a  murmur  of  dissent.  It 
caimot  be  disguised  that  the  issue  before 
this  House  tx)-day  is  none  other  than  the 
virtual  suspension  of  the  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people.  It  is  impossible  to  (conceal 
one*s  sense  of  surprise  and  indignation 
that  a  matter  of  such  vital  importance 
to  the  Irish  nation  should  be  so  stealthily 
approached,  and  as  stealthily  hurried 
through,  at  an  extraordinary  and  almost 
secret  sitting  of  this  Assembly.  So  grave 
an  issue  for  our  people  should  involve 
whole  days  of  debate.  Having  lieard 
the  speeches  from  the  Treasury  benches 
— every  sentence  of  which  was  directed 
against  the  Irish  Representatives  in  tones 
of  ill-concealed  menace — I  fail  to  per- 
ceive, from  the   arguments    used,   any 
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pretence  of  justification  for  the  re-enact- 
ment of  these  measures  of  coercion.  The 
whole  history  of  the  relations  of  Eng- 
land towards  Ireland  is  a  history  of  coer- 
cion.    Successive  Governments,  whether 
Whig  or  Tory,  are  alike  at  least  in  this 
respect.     It  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
under    the   paternal  swaj'  of  the  late 
'*  truly  Liberal  "  Government,  Ireland 
received  the  boon  of  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  stringent  and  tyrannical  Coercion 
Acts  ever  passed  since  the  Union.     I  say 
this  in  the  face  of  the  advice  just  ten- 
dered to  the  Prime  Minister  by  the  At- 
torney General  of  England  under  tlie  late 
Government,  who,  in  the  cold  shade  of 
opposition,  manifests  some  semblance  of 
friendliness.   Wore,  however,  the  Whig- 
Liberals  now  in  power,  he  would  find, 
as  many  a  Liberal    Attorney  General 
found  before,  sufficient  reasons  for  the 
enactment  of  measures  of  quite  as  hate- 
ful and  galling  a  character.     Both  par- 
ties in  this  House  seem  equally  ready 
when  in  office  to  pass  coercion  laws  for 
Ireland,  which  when  out  of  office  they 
lire  as    equally  ready  to  doplore.     But 
the  Prime  Minister  in  liis  efforts  to  gloss 
over  the  exceptional  rigour  of  this  Dra- 
conian code,  evidently  sot  a  true  value  on 
tlie  advice  thus  tendered,  and  paid  more 
attention    to  the  determined  resistance 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Representatives 
lioro  present.     I  would  remind  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  that  it  is  as  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  acquire  a  knowledge 
of  measures  for  Ireland  as  it  was  recently 
when  he  folt  compoUod  to  abandon  in 
the  face  of  a  hostile  niinoritv,  a  moasiu'e 
not   of  coercion,    but   of  education   for 
England,  through  iuability.  on  his  own 
adniissicm,  tf>  master  its  details.     Were 
such  oppressive  laws  in  other  countries, 
the  Prime  !Minist(T  would  loudh*  dt'<;laim 
against  their  injnstic^o,  and  he  would  be 
siistaint'd  bv  hon.  !Monib(irs  around  mo. 
The    Press,  too,  would  indulge  in  long 
liomilios  against  tyranny  and  despotism, 
while  not  failing  to  point  with  pride  to 
the    ha])py  socnrity  of  those  who  lived 
under  tlu*     British    Constitution   about 
which  we  hoar  so  much.     It  is,  indeed, 
time  to  tear  off"  tlui  mask  from  such  or- 
gan iziul   hvpo(.'risy  in  (haling  with   Ire- 
land.    You  should  no  longtT,  und(,'r  the 
in'otence  of  the  existence  of  crime  where 
no  crime  exists,  seek  thus  to  destroy  the 
fair  fame  of  Ireland  before  the  nations 
in  order  to  force  upon  her  the  fetters  of 
this   Peace    Preservation  Act.      Either 

Mr.  O'Clern 


you   must    unbluehingly    state  before 
Europe  that,  after  seven   centuries  of 
British  rule,  you  are  prepared,  as  heie> 
tofore,  to  disregard  the  most  sacred  con- 
stitutional rights,  and  hold  Ireland  by 
the  sheer  force  of   bayonets ;  or,  us  a 
logical    sequence,    you    must   abandon 
those  measures,   so  utterly  unwarrant- 
able.    Surely,  it  is  not  by  this  svi^em 
of  insult  and  outrage  on  the  character 
of  the  Irish  nation  you  can  ever  hope  to 
win  to  your  side  the  s^'mpathies  of  a 
brave  and  high-spirited  people.    I  can- 
not support  tlio  advances  from  -some  of 
the  Irish  Hepresentatives  to  accept  the 
operation  of  these  Acts  for  a  year  as  a 
compromise.     I  refuse  even  for  an  hoar 
to  admit  the  right  of  coercion  for  my 
country.     In  the  resolve  to  give  those 
measures  of  coercion  my  most  strenuons 
and  persistent  opposition,  and  to  wring 
from  the  Government  some  expression 
of  regi'ct  to  Parliament  and  to  Ireland 
for  this  insidious  attack  on  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  my  fellow-countrymen, 
I  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 
Mn.  BIGGAE   seconded   the  Motion 
for  Adjournment. 

^[otion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
*'Tliat  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
(J//-.  O'Clery.) 

Mr.  butt,  in  supporting  the  Motion, 
said  he  was  disappointed  at  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  Ho  had  promised  that 
these  Acts  should  not  bo  renewed  again 
in  a  Continuance  Bill ;  but  though  he 
fully  accepted  that  pledge,  it  was  not 
absolutely  certain  that  two  years  hence 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
Prime  ]\rinister.  Not  one  single  reamn 
had  boon  given  for  continuing  this  Bill 
beyond  the  end  of  next  Session,  wlien  it 
expired.  Ho  was  perfectly  willing  to 
let  the  Bill  l)e  renewed  for  a  term  cer- 
tain, if  it  was  understood  that  it  could 
not  be  continued  one  hour  beyond  that 
tinu^  unless  upon  full  discussion. 

Mu.  KONAYNE  protested  against  the 
continuance  of  the  Acts,  for  however 
limited  a  period  it  might  be.  It  was 
not  correct  to  say  that  the  Acts  were  not 
carried  out.  He  knew  many  cases  in 
which  the  operation  of  their  provisions 
had  caused  great  annoyance.  Keferring 
to  the  subject  of  arms,  he  said  that  after 
a  gentleman  of  his  acquaintance  had 
been  refused  a  licence  to  keep  a  gun, 
the   applicant's  father-in-law,  who  was 
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ras  Crown  Prosecutor  in  Crork,  men- 
doned  their  relationship  to  the  magis- 
3*ate,  whereupon  the  latter  said,  **  Why 
lidn't  you  tell  mo  that  before !  I  re- 
Ebsed  the  licence  on  account  of  the  hat 
lie  wore."    

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that  the  Prime 
Ifinister  had  offered  to  drop  the  Coer- 
rion  Acts  out  of  the  next  expiriug  Bill ; 
bat  if  he  would  consent  to  go  a  step 
(brther,  and  strike  them  out  of  the 
Schedule  of  the  present  Bill,  these  Acts 
would  expire  at  tne  end  of  next  Session, 
and  there  could  not  be  a  doubt,  even  in 
tihe  erent  of  a  Dissolution,  but  that  there 
would  be  abundant  time  between  the 
beginning  and  end  of  tlie  Session  to 
paaa  a  special  Act  dealing  with  parti- 
cular cases  that  might  arise. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  that  after 
lifltening  to  the  debate,  he  was  unable 
to  conceive  what  any  well-disposed  man 
in  Ireland  had  to  complain  of.  The 
only  persons  in  Ireland  who  had  any 
reason  to  be  afraid  of  the  law  were  those 
who  were  anxious  to  break  it.  There 
was  in  existence  a  law  in  Belfast,  under 
which  he,  for  walking  into  Belfast  and 
Baying  he  was  a  Protestant,  might  be 
fined  forty  shillings  and  costs,  and  an 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  for  saying 
anything  about  the  Pope  or  King  Wil- 
liam, might  be  mulcted  in  a  similar  fine. 
That  was  a  local  law  passed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  party  riots,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  respectable  in- 
habitant of  Belfast  had  ever  complained 
of  the  existence  of  that  law,  because 
experience  had  shown  it  to  be  a  useful 
and  salutary  one.  It  was  necessary 
sometimes  to  submit  to  harsh  laws  for 
the  general  good.  If  the  condition  of  the 
country  was  such  as  to  render  the  Bill 
unnecessary,  it  ought  not  to  be  carried  ; 
but  the  Government  should  be  allowed 
to  have  the  opportunity  of  ascertaining 
whether  or  not  it  was  necessarv. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  he  ^could  not 
understand  the  reluctance  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  slight  concession  asked 
of  them,  especially  when  Irish  Members 
were  asked  to  make  greater  concessions. 
The  Government  had  all  the  Recess  to 
consider  whether  thev  should  renew  that 
Act  again  ;  but  now  the  House  was  asked 
to  renew  the  Bill  for  twelve  months  after 
next  September.  At  a  recent  discussion  he 
remembered  they  had  been  told  tliat  the 
continuance  of  these  Bills  was  a  mere 
matter  of  form,  that  it  would  be  only 


for  two  years ;  but  that  sort  of  thing 
seemed  likely  to  continue.  He  had  been 
asked  in  Wexford  what  these  Acts  were 
continued  for,  as  the  people  there  were 
at  a  loss  to  understand  why  they  re- 
mained in  force.  To  retain  such  powers 
caused  great  discontent  in  Ireland,  and 
their  renewal  was  no  bulwark  to  the 
order  and  peace  of  Ireland ;  on  the  con- 
trary, it  was  a  most  dangerous  policy. 
[**  Order,  order  I'H 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  perfectly  in  order  in  the 
remarks  ho  was  making. 

Mr.  REDMOND  continued :  No  case 
had  been  made  out  by  the  Government 
for  granting  them  such  powers  as  they 
asked,  and  they  had  the  evidence  of  the 
Judges  of  the  land  that  there  was  no 
need  of  coercive  measures.  If  these 
Acts  were  continued  in  the  absence  of 
any  reason  for^them,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  say  they  wore  governed  by 
men  who  did  not  know  the  state  of  that 
country.  The  Government  had  better 
put  a  little  moro  confidence  in  the  people, 
and  not  so  much  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  magistrates. 

Mr.  COLLINS  hoped  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  would  not  be  pressed,  and 
that  the  Government  would  reconsider 
thoir  docision 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  contended 
that,  as  these  Acts  would  not  expire 
till  the  end  of  next  Session,  there  was 
no  necessity  for  passing  that  Session  a 
Bill  for  their  continuance.  He  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  lion,  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick. 

Mr.  CHARLES  L>:WIS,  while  re- 
gretting  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  T}Tone(^Ir.  Macartney) 
said,  ho  thought,  after  what  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  with  reference  to  the 
particular  Act  objected  to,  that  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  ought  not  to 
be  pressed;  and  in  fairness  to  every- 
body, they  should  now  divide  without 
further  delay  on  the  second  reading.  In 
Committee,  Motions  could  be  made  for 
the  omission  of  certain  Acts  from  the 
Schedule.  For  instance,  he  intended  to 
move  in  Committee  the  omission  of  the 
Election  Petitions  Act.  He  believed  it 
was  essential  to  the  protection  of  the 
character  of  honest  men  and  to  the 
credit  of  the  House  that  that  Act  should 
be  altered. 
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Me.  SULLIVAN  also  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  0*Clery)  not  to  press 
his  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate.  He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  confessed 
that  he  listened  with  deep  regret  and 
•with  some  humiliation  to  the  speech  of  the 
Member  for  Tyrone.  It  was  one  of  the 
worst  evils  of  subjection,  that  it  dulled 
the  moral  susceptibilities,  deadened  that 
noble  resistance  against  wrong,  and  pro- 
duced amongst  those  who  had  been  sub- 
jected to  its  deteriorating  agencies,  men 
who  would  protest  that  they  loved  their 
chains. 

Mr.  l^flTCHELL  HENEY  thought 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned,  because 
hon.  Members  evidently  did  not  under- 
stand the  situation.  The  House  was 
entitled  to  know  from  the  GFovemment, 
and  especially  from  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  on  what  gi'ounds  the  re- 
newal of  these  Acts  for  two  years  was 
asked. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  hoped  the  Motion  for 
adjourning  the  debate  would  bo  per- 
sisted in.  Not  a  single  argument  had 
been  adduced  to  sanction  the  continued 
enactment  of  any  of  the  34  statutes  sot 
out  in  the  Schedule  to  the  Bill,  and  ho 
maintained  that,  in  the  absence  of  know- 
ing anything  more  than  their  names,  it 
was  not  fair  to  be  asked  to  consent  to 
their  continuance.  One  of  the  Bills 
proposed  to  be  renewed  was  the  Grand 
Juries  Bill,  to  which  he  had  every  ob- 
jection, because  in  most  cases  that  body 
acted  in  the  most  atrocious  and  coiTupt 
manner.  ["Order,  order!  "]  lie  con- 
tended that  he  was  perfectly  in  Order. 
Then  canio  the  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill,  which  was  a  most  imper- 
fect measure  and  required  alteration,  es- 
pecially after  some  recent  decisions  of 
the  Irish  Judges.  Then  came  the  most 
objectionable  of  all,  and  that  was  the 
Peace  Prcsei*vation  Act,  which  was  most 
ojffensive  to  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
injurious  to  the  country.  lie  thought 
they  should  be  allowed  to  consider  all 
those  Bills  separately,  and  for  that  rea- 
son supported  the  adjournment  of  tho 
debate. 

Mr.  J.  MARTIN  appealed  to  the 
House  to  adjourn  the  debate,  in  order 
that  a  full  opportimity  might  be  afforded 
for  the  discussion  of  tho  various  Acts 
contained  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  M.  brooks  also  supj^orted  the 
adjournment. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Aye8  85;Noei 
110:  Majority  75. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  112  ;  Nom 
33:  Majority  79. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  McCarthy  Dow5I5g. 

Mr.  I)ISRAELI  said,  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  go  on  that  evening  with  the 
other  Irish  Business  on  the  Paper. 

!&f  otion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
''  That  tho  House  go  into  Committee  « 
the  said  Bill  on  Thursday  next." 

Mr.  M'OAETHY  DOWNING  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  whether, 
considering  the  manner  in  which  the 
House  had  been  kept  all  that  day,  and 
that  the  House  did  not  adjourn  that 
morning  until  between  2  ana  3  o'clock, 
the  House  ought  not  now  to  adjourn. 
He  would  therefore  move  that  the  Houw 
do  now  adjourn. 

Mh.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  Motion  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  was  not  in 
Order.  The  question  before  the  Hoaae 
was,  that  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  be 
taken  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  claimed 
the  fulfilment  of  the  promise  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer — a  promise  in  which 
Irish  Members  had  the  greatest  con- 
fidence— that  a  day  would  be  given  spe- 
cially for  the  discussion  and  consider!- 
tion  of  the  Bill,  and  they  now  hoped 
that  promise  would  be  kept  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mil.  DISEAELI :  I  certainly  consider 
that  the  offer  on  my  part  was  not  ac- 
cepted. At  the  same  time,  so  far  as  that 
offer  was  made  from  my  own  sense  of 
propriety  and  justice,  I  shoidd  certain]/ 
be  infiuenced  by  the  same  considerations 
hereafter 

Mr.  MCCARTHY    DOWNING  ex- 

Slain ed  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
litchell  Henry)  had  referred  not  to  the 
offer  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  but 
to  a  promise  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  at  a  part  of  the  debate 
when  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
present. 

I^Ri)  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
would  give  his  recollection  of  what  hid 
passed.  Very  early  in  the  discussion, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  unde^ 
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took,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
consent  to  the  second  reading,  that  the 
Committee  should  be  fixed  for  some  day 
next  week,  and  that  a  fair  opportunity 
should  then  be  given  of  discussing  the 
particular  matters  in  the  Bill  to  which 
Aon.  Members  objected.  How  that  offer 
had  been  received,  he  need  not  say ;  but 
certainly  after  what  had  passed,  he  held 
that  it  was  not  competent  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  ask  for  a  fulfilment  of  the 
conditional  promise. 

Sib  JOHjJ  GRAY  said,  the  course 
now  taken  was  perfectly  unjust,  and  he 
hoped  the  Piime  Minister  would  see  the 
necessity  of  keeping  the  promise  given 
in  his  absence  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  If  that  promise  was  not 
kept,  then  he  must  say  the  course  pro- 
posed i;o  be  taken  by  the  Government 
was  most  unjust. 

Mb.  SULUVAN  said,  the  promise 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in  the 
most  conciliatory  manner,  and  not  in  any 
trafficking  spirit;  and  let  him  remind 
the  noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  added  that  he 
thought  a  Bill  of  that  groat  importance 
shomd  have  a  full  opportunity  to  be 
considered.  Ho  (Mr.  Sullivan)  there- 
fore hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  to  Irish  Members  an  assurance 
that  a  day  would  be  given  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  Acts,  and  that  they  be 
not  taken  at  '^  the  Irish  hour." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEIB  said,  he  was  not  in  the  House 
when  the  question  was  raised,  and  he 
therefore  did  not  know  how  it  came  be- 
fore the  House.  But  he  would  state 
what  had  occurred  with  regard  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  On  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  of  the  House,  he 
stated  that  it  would  be  exceedingly  in- 
convenient if  the  House  were  then  to 
take  into  consideration  all  the  questions 
comprised  in  this  Bill,  and  also  the  cross 
issues  that  would  be  raised,  and  he 
therefore  suggested  that  the  proper  time 
to  take  them  into  consideration  would  be 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee;  and 
he  promised  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
womd  allow  them  to  proceed  with  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill — discussing, 
if  they  pleasea,  the  general  principle  of 
including  a  large  number  of  Acts  in  one 
Bill  of  this  kind— he  would  take  the 
opportunity  of  saying  that  a  day  would 


be  given  forthe  consideration  of  this  Bill. 
He  further  said  that  if  the  Bill  were  read 
a  second  time,  they  would  in  Committee 
then  go  into  the  consideration  of  the 
various  Acts  to  which  it  referred,  and  of 
course  it  would  be  always  in  the  power 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  raise  discussion  on 
the  particular  Motion ;  but  as  the  dis- 
cussion had  now  gone  on  for  many 
hours,  and  had  turned  on  the  merits  of  the 
particular  measures,  he  held  that  the 
conditional  pledge  he  had  given  was  not 
in  any  way  binding  on  the  Government. 
Mr.  butt  said,  that  without  in  any 
way  disputing  the  accuracy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  recollection,  they  were 
bound  to  take  a  division  on  the  question 
of  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI,  as  a 
protest  against  the  measure  ;  and,  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  considering  the 
danger  that  might  arise  from  the  discus- 
sion of  such  a  Bill,  he  must  say  that 
Bills  of  such  great  importance  ought 
not  to  be  taken  at  a  late  hour  of  the 
morning.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  allow  them  that  request; 
but  if  he  should  not,  he  (Mr.  Butt) 
would  now  plainly  toll  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  although  they  were  a 
small,  they  were  a  strong  minority,  and 
that  they  would  most  resolutely  obstruct 
his  measures. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  for  Thursday, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Seven  o'clock  till  Monday. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
ITonday,  21th  July,  1874. 


MINUTES.!— Public  Bills— 6Vcowrf  Reading-^ 
Aldemev  H.'irbour*  (196) ;  Shannon  Naviga- 
tion •  (189) ;  Statute  Law  Re\'iaion  (No.  2)  • 
(147) ;  Public  Health  (Ireland)  ♦  (195). 

Report — Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  • 
(174). 

Third  Reading — Revisinj?  Barristers  (PajTnent)* 
(175) ;  Mersey  Cliannels*  (182),  bji^  pasted. 

Withdrawn — Poor  Law  Amendment  (Removal) 
(168). 

THE    MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— THE 
LORDS  LIEUTENANT.— QLTiSTION. 

Lord  CARLINGFOED,  in  asking  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  What  they  con- 
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sider  to  bo  the  jwsition  of  Lieutenants 
of  Counties  in  Ireland  as  regards  their 
responsibility  for  tlio  appointment  of 
gentlemen  to  the  commission  of  the 
peace  ?  said,  before  putting  his  Question 
ho  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
justification  for  doing  so,  and  to  explain 
why  he  thought  the  responsibility  of 
the  Lords  Lieutenant  had  been  aflected 
by  the  course;  taken  by  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners. On  tlio  2 1  st  of  May  last  a  Ques- 
tion was  asked  in  that  House  by  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  (Viscount  Lismore), 
the  Lieutenant  for  the  county  Tipporary, 
who  had  previously  recommended  three 
gentlemen  to  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Great  Seal  in  Ireland  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  magistracy — two  for  one 
petty  sessional  division  of  the  county, 
and  one  for  another ;  and  he  understood 
from  the  answer  given,  that  only  one  out 
of  the  three  was  appointed  ? 

The  Duke  of  EICHIVEOND:  What 
are  the  names  of  tlie  others  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORl)  said,  he  had 
not  got  them,  but  there  was  no  doubt 
about  the  facts.  His  noble  Friend  asked 
why  tliere  should  have  been  a  selection 
from  the  names  recommended,  as  it  was 
an  unusual  course  to  take,  and  one  which 
during  liis  17yeai*s*  lieutenancy  liad  not 
occurred  before.  The  answer  liis  noble 
Friend  got  was,  tliat  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners did  not  think  it  necessary  to  ap- 
point more  than  one  to  the  division 
nameil,  and  tliat  there  were  sufficient  jus- 
tices at  tlio  other  place.  About  a  month 
later,  a  similar  Question  was  asked  in  the 
Houst>  of  Oonmions;  and  there  the  Chief 
SiMavtiiry  for  Ireland  stated  that  of  the 
two  rejected  genthMuen  one  was  an  agent 
and  the  other  a  doctor,  and  that  there 
was  an  order  in  existence  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment that  no  agents  or  doctors 
sliould  be  appointed  to  the  bench.  He 
(Lord  Carlinglord)  had  never  heard  of 
anv  such  rule,  but  he  knew  it  had  been 
a  common  thing  to  appoint  agents,  and 
he  believed  nianv  noble  Lords  were 
aware  that  ag<'nts  had  frequently  been 
placed  in  the  coiimiission  of  the  peace. 
He  thought  also  that  it  was  expe- 
dient that  tho  appointments  to  the 
iiiayrLstracv  sliould  not  be  confined  to 
one  class — namely,  the  landed  gentry. 
It  was  sometimes  impossibJo  in  Ire- 
land to  find  sufficient  i)ers()ns  among.Nt 
the  landed  genlrv  of  a  county  quali- 
fied fur  the  pu.-ition  :  and  in  his 
opinion     it     wa.s    better,     fnr    fjuHieient  | 


cause,  to  depart  from  the  rigid  nile, 
and,  provided  other  persons  than  landed 
gentry  could  be  found,  who  were  fit  and 
proper  for  the  position,  who  were  men 
of  intelligence  and  independence,  to  ap- 
point them,  rather  tlian  that  the  bencn 
should    be  unmanned  or  insufBcientlr 
manned,    or    composed    exclusively  tf 
persons  of  one  particular  class  or  crew. 
NVhen  that  course  was  taken,  it  could 
not  be  alleged  that  any  persons  of  any 
particular  class  were  excluded  from  the 
bench,  and  the  result  was,  that  the  acti<jn 
of  the  magistrates   was   received  with 
more   confidence    on    the   part  of  th? 
people.     Ho  could  not  say  whether  it 
was  in  this  case  necessary  to  go  outado 
the  landed  gentry,  but  the  Lieutenant 
of  the  county,  who  was  responsible,  con- 
sidered that  there  was  a  necessity,  and 
the   Commissioners  of  the   Great  Seal 
took  it  upon  themselves  to  override  his 
opinion.     How  many  other  cases  of  the 
sort  there  had  been  he  did  not  know, 
but  two  similar  cases  had  come  to  his 
knowledge.     The   noble   Marquess  the 
Lieutenant  for  the  county  of  Meath  (the 
Marquess  Conyngham)  had,  as  he  un- 
derstood, sent  in  the  usual  way  the  re- 
commendation of  three   gentlemen  fur 
the  commission  of  the  peace  ;  one  of  theiu 
was  rejected,  and  the  reason   given  f(»r 
such  rejection  was,  that  the  Commisaidu- 
ers  considered  there  were  already  to<» 
many  justices  for  the  divisional  distri<-t 
named.     Now  the  noble  Marquess  had 
been  previously  informed  on  good  au- 
thority that  the  justices  for  the  division 
in  question  were  too  limited  in  numb^. 
The    third   case  was   that  of  Viscount 
Monck,   the    Lieutenant  of  the  eountv 
Dublin.     He  sent  in  the  names  of  fivi' 
gentlemen  for  the  commission    of  the 
peace — that  number  was  explained  by 
the  fact  that  the  late  Lieutenant  luid  not 
recommended  anyone  for  a  long  time— 
and  the    whole    were    rejected  by  tlio 
Lords  Commissioners.     As  to  one  gen- 
tleman  the  reason  given  was,  tliat  be 
was  a  member  of  the  medical  profession. 
Ho  (Lord  Oarlingford)   had  made  in- 
quiries, and  had  been  assure<l  that  groat 
inconvenience    would    result  from   th»' 
course    which   the  Commissioners  had 
followed.      The  only  reason  given  f"r 
rejecting  the  other  four  gentlemen  w:i- 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  incnasiu:; 
th(;  number  on  the  bench  for  the  distrii-t 
named.     Now,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
all  tlie;?e  cases,  taken  together,  showed  a 
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remarkable  departure  from  the  usual 
practice — whether  in  regard  to  England 
or  Ireland — in  reference  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  Lieutenants  of  counties. 
He  did  not  question  the  legality  of  the 
oourso  pursued  by  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners— moreover,  he  fully  admitted  that 
there  were  exceptional  occasions  when  it 
was  the  dutv  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
interfere — perhaps  more  frequently  in 
Ireland  than  in  tnis  country — and  refuse 
to  make  the  ap2K)intment ;  and  he  could 
imagine  that  sometimes  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  make  appointments  where  Lieu- 
tenants did  not  recommend  names,  in 
case  the  public  interest  imperatively 
required  it.  But  this  admission  did 
not  coyer  the  cases  which  he  had 
described  in  reference  to  the  practice 
of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Great  Seal. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  their  practice 
was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  novel,  and  that, 
if  it  should  bo  continued,  it  would  se- 
riously interfere  with  the  due  respon- 
aibility  of  Lieutenants  in  Ireland.  The 
serious  danger  was  not,  as  the  Commis- 
sioners seemed  to  think,  that  there  miglit 
be  too  many  magistrates,  but  too  few, 
and  if  the  practice  should  be  drawn 
into  a  precedent,  and  be  followed 
by  future  Chancellors,  that  would  be 
the  result,  for  Lieutenants  would  ■  not 
feel  inclined  to  make  any  recommmenda- 
tions,  not  being  willing  to  subject  them- 
selves to  such  rebufls  as  those  he  had 
referred  to,  and  every  Lieutenant  of  a 
county  would  imagine  that  his  turn 
would  come.  Therefore,  without  going 
any  further,  and  without  imputing  any 
motives  to  the  Commissioners,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice  to  the  Gk)vemment. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  sorry  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  the  subject  under  the  notice  of 
their  Lordships — though  the  subject  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Vis- 
count (Viscount  Lismore)  with  rofen^nce 
to  the  Tipperary  case  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session — for  he  thought  he  should 
be  able  to  show  their  Lordships  that  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Great  8eal  in  Ire- 
land had  not  been  actuated  by  the 
motives  which  the  noble  I^ord  had — not 
attributed  to  them — but  which  the  state- 
ments he  had  made,  if  not  answered, 
might  encourage  other  persons  to  impute 
to  those  learned  personages.  As  to  the 
Question  of  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  Notice,  and  which  lie  had  just  put 


— ^what  the  Government  consider  to  be 
the  position  of  Lieutenants  of  counties 
in  Ireland  as  regards  their  responsibility 
for  the  appointment  of  gentlemen  to  the 
commission    of  the  peace  ? — he  should 
have  thought  from    the    noble    Lord's 
long  connection   with  Ireland   and  the 
high  official  position  he  had  held  in  that 
countiy,   ho   would  have  been  able   to 
answer  it  himself  without  putting  it  to 
any   Member  of  the    present  Govern- 
ment.    He  would,  however,  answer  the 
question — no  doubt  the  position  of  Lieu- 
tenants of  counties  was  this — that  if  they 
thought  more  magistrates  were  required, 
it  was  their  duty  to  inform  the  Lord 
Chancellor  that  such  was  their  opinion, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  forward  names 
for  appointment.     The  noble  Lord  must 
know  that  on  the  form  which  the  Lieute- 
nants of  counties  filled  up  when  making 
application  for  the  appointment  of  magis- 
trates, there  were  a  number  of  questions 
to  be  answered.  One  of  these  was,  **  Whe- 
ther he  (the  candidate)  is  an  agent,  and,  if 
so,  to  whom?*'     He  mentioned  that  in 
reference  to   the  noble   Lord's  remark 
about  the  objection  to  a  gentleman  on 
the  ground  of  his  being  an  agent ;  but 
he  referred  to  tlie  queries  generally  to 
show  that  the  matter  was  not  regarded 
as  one  of  mere  formal  recommendation 
to  be  followed  by  an  appointment.     The 
appointment  was  really   made   on   the 
joint  responsibility  of   the   Lieutenant 
and  the  holder  or  holders  of  the  Great 
Seal.      Otherwise,  why  that   paper    of 
queries  ?    The  state  of  the  case,  he  took 
to  be  this — that  the  Lieutenant  of  the 
county  recommended  on  what  he  thought 
to  be  good  and  sufficient  grounds ;  and 
on  these  having  been  laid  before  the 
Lords  Commissioners,  it  was  their  duty 
to  investigate  the  circumstances  with  a 
view  of  determining  whether  the  grounds 
were  good  and  sufficient ;    and  if  they 
thought  they  were  not,  thoy  declined  to 
make  the  aiipointment.     Now,  as  to  the 
particular  cases  refeiTed  to  })y  the  noble 
Lord,  he  was  informed  that  the  noble 
Viscount  the   Lir-utenant  of  Tipperary 
sent  up  in  May  last  the  names  of  three 
gentlemen,    named    Hackett,    O'Meara, 
and  Eyan.     Mr.  Hackett  was  not  ap- 
pointed because  the  Commissioners  were 
of  the  opinion  that  there  were  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  magistrates  in  the  divi- 
sion for  which  he  was  recommended.  He 
was  informed  that  a  refusal  to  appoint 
based  on  that  ground  was  by  no  means 
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an  uncommon  occurrence.  Mr.  0*Meara 
^vaR  appointed — and  as  the  noble  Lord, 
while  not  himself  imputing  bad  motives, 
spoke  of  wliat  might  bo  said  if  Homan 
Catholics  were  not  appointed,  lie  might 
observe  that  Mr.  O'Meara  was  a  Eoman 
Catholic.  Dr.  Hyan  was  not  appointed 
Because  he  was  the  doctor  of  a  dispen- 
sing district. 

Lord  (^AELlNGFOEl)  said,  he  un- 
derstood Dr.  Ryan  had  at  one  time  been 
the  medical  officer  of  a  dispensing  dis- 
trict, but  liad  ceased  to  be  so  for  the 
previous  12  months. 

The  DricE  oi'  RICHMOND  was  giving 
the  reason  assigned  by  the  Ix)rd8  Com- 
missioners; and  he  wislied  to  call  the 
attention  of  tlie  House  to  the  fact  that 
the  late  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  (Lord 
0*Hagan)  who  was  now  in  his  place, 
liad  declined  to  appoint  to  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  Peace  doctors  of  dispensary 
districts,  and  had  caused  that  fact  to  be 
notified  to  Lieutenants,  and  had  almost 
gone  the  length  of  turning  in  his  mind 
whether  lie  should  not  remove  such  gen- 
tlemen from  the  list  of  the  magistracy 
already  appointed  if  they  still  continued 
to  bo  dispensing. 

ViscorxT  LISMORE  said  Dr.  Ryan 
was  not  a  dispensing  doctor  when  he  re- 
commended him. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  was  in- 
formed that  Dr.  Ryan  was  not  appointed 
b(^rause  lie  was  a  dispensing  doctor. 
Vis(()rxT  LISMORE:  No. 
The  Dike  of  RICHMOND  trusted 
the  nohlo  Viscount  would  allow  him  to 
make  his  stat(.»ment,  and  address  to  their 
Lordships  any  observations  which  he 
niiglit  think  necessary  when  it  came  to 
his  turn  to  speak.  He  had  stated  what 
he  had  been  informed  were  the  facts  in 
respect  to  Tii)perary.  As  regarded  the 
case  of  the  County  Meath,  his  noble 
Relative  the  Lieutenant  of  that  county 
(theMarquossConyngham)  recommended 
iivo  gentlemen — tliree  at  one  time,  and 
two  at  anotlier.  Four  were  appointed, 
one  of  tliem  being  stated  to  be  a  brother 
of  Cardinal  Culk*n.  Tlie  fifth,  who  was 
not  appointed,  was  Mr.  Delaney.  He 
was  a  nepliew  of  Cardinal  CuUen ; 
but  of  course  that  had  nothing  to  do 
with  his  nut  Ixnng  appointed,  but  he  had 
an  uncle  on  the  bench — which  was  re- 
garded as  an  objection.  These  appoint- 
ments were  ior  t]i(>  Navan  petty  sessions 
boncli.and  the  Jjords  Comrnissiunerscon- 
sider«;dthat  there  werealrtiadva  sufiiciejit 

^Yitf  Duki'  of  Richmond 


number  of  magistrates  there.    He  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  believed  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Great  Seal  had 
every  reason  to  conclude  that  his  nobW 
Relative  was  satisfied  with  the  t^nme 
they  adopted  in  this  case,  and  he  could 
not  but  think  himself  that  his  noble 
Relative  was  satisfied.     Now,  as  to  the 
case  of  the  county  of  Duldin.     The  ap- 
plication was  for  the  appointment  of  fire 
magistrates,  two  of  whom  were  to  be  of 
the  sessional  district  of  Cabinteely  and 
two  for  the  sessional  district  of  Sword^k 
In   each  of  these  districts   there  were 
already  10  magistrates,  and  there  had 
been  no  instance  of  the  adjournment  of 
the  sessions  in  either  place  owing  to 
a  want  of  attendance  of   magistrates. 
Under  those  circumstances  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Orcat  Seal  arrived  at  the 
conclusion    that  additional   magistrates 
were  not  required  for  Cabinteelj  and 
Swords,  and  they  did  not  appoint  any  of 
the  four  gentlemen  whose  names  had 
been  sent  in  for  those  districts.  The  fifth 
name  sent  in  by  the  Lieutenant  was  that 
of  Dr.  Eustace — the  reason  he  was  not 
appointed    was    this  —  their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  the  summaiy  jurisdiction 
in  cases  of  lunacy  vested  in  one  magis- 
trate.    Dr.  Eustace  was  the  manager  of 
two  lunatic  asylums,  and  it  was  thought 
that  summary  jurisdiction   in   cases  of 
lunacy  would  be  rather  a  strong  power 
to  put  in  the  hands  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  manager  of  two  lunatic  asylums. 
He  would  observe  that  the  course  of  not 
appointing  additional  magistrates  in  dis- 
tricts in  which  the  bench  was  already 
sufficiently  strong  did  not  prevail  in  Ire- 
land only.      The    Lord    Chancellor  of 
England  would   decline  to  appoint   in 
such  a  case ;  and  he  could  state  from  his 
own   experience  that  his  noble  Friend 
the  Lieutenant  of  Sussex  (the  Earl  of 
Chichester)  had  declined  to  recommend 
some  gentlemen,  friends  of  his,  on  the 
ground  that  there  were  already  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  magistrates  in  the  dis- 
trict.    He  trusted  he  had  shown  tliat  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Great  Seal  in  Ire- 
land were  perfectly  justified  in  the  course 
tliey  had  adopted  in  all  the  cases  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Lord ;  and  on  their 
part,  ho  ought  to  thank  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  opportunity  he  had  afforded  them 
of   making  the  facts  known   to    their 
Lordships  and  the  public. 

Vis( oi'NT  LISMORE  said,  he  had  to 
acknowledge    the  uniform  courtesy  of 


758      Poor  Law  Amendment        }  July  27,  1874) 


{Removal)  Bill. 


754 


the  noble  Duke;  but  tlie  explanation 
given  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
with  reference  to  the  non-appointment  of 
two  of  the  gentlemen  lie  had  recom- 
mended to  the  commission  for  Tipperary 
was  not  the  same  as  that  which  the 
noble  Duke  had  given  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion to  their  Lordships.  The  expla- 
nation of  the  noble  Duke  and  that  given 
in  the  letter  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Qreat  Seal  was  that  additional  magis- 
trates were  not  required.  In  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  was  told  it  was  be- 
cause additional  magistrates  were  not 
wanted ;  but  in  the  other  House  it  was 
stated  that  one  gentleman  had  been  re- 
jected because  ho  was  a  doctor,  and  the 
other  because  ho  was  an  agent.  As  to 
Dr.  By  an,  he  had  ceased  to  hold  any 
medical  appointment  at  the  time  he 
(Viscount  Lismore)  recommended  him ; 
and  as  to  the  exclusion  of  agents,  it  was 
a  very  extraordinary  reason  to  adduce, 
seeing  how  many  agents  there  wore 
actually  on  the  Bench.  Several  noble 
Lords,  who  had  large  estates  in  Ireland, 
placed  them  under  the  management  of 
agents,  who  were  very  able  men,  and 
aunost  all  of  them  were  in  the  commis* 
sion  of  the  peace.  lie  remembered  that 
when  a  former  agent  of  the  late  Earl 
of  Derby  retired,  and  his  successor  was 
appointed,  that  noble  Earl  wrote  to  him, 
as  Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Tippe- 
rary, requesting  him  to  recommend  the 
now  agent  for  the  commission  of  the 
peace.  He  did  so,  and  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  at  once  appointed 
him.  As  to  doctors,  he  did  not  know  the 
rule,  but  he  heard  that  one  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  commission  not  very  long 
ago.  The  gentleman  whom  ho  had  re- 
commended had  retired  from  the  dispen- 
sary practice  before  he  recommended 
him.  As  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  number 
of  magistrates,  without  being  presump- 
tuous, he  thought  that,  as  a  resident 
proprietor,  he  ought  to  be  as  good  a 
judge  of  that  as  the  Commissioners 
could  possibly  be.  Before  their  refusal, 
his  recommendations  had  never  been  re- 
iected. 

Lord  CARLINGFOED  said,  that 
when  he  referred  to  possible  cases,  in 
which  too  many  of  one  creed  might  got 
upon  the  Bench,  he  made  no  allusion 
iniatever  to  any  particular  appointments 
or  rejections  by  the  Commissioners  of 
the  ureat  Seal.  He  was  referring  to 
cases  in  which  a  depai*turo  from  the 


rule  of  appointing  from  the  landed 
gentry  only  might  be  desirable,  and  to 
cases  in  which  the  action  of  the  holder 
of  the  Great  Seal  might  be  necessary  by 
way  of  interference.  He  made  no 
charge  whatever,  except  that  interfe- 
rence with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Lieutenants  of  Counties  had  been  carried 
by  the  Commissioners  to  a  pitch  it  had 
never  been  carried  before,  and  he  hoped 
never  would  be  again. 

POOR  LAW  AMEND^IENt' (REMOVAL) 

BILL— (No.  168.) 

{The    Lord    Henniker.) 

SECOND   READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

Lord  HENNIKEE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
observed  that  the  noble  Duke  the  Lord 
President  had  very  properly  said  the 
other  day  that  he  disapproved  Bills  being 
brought  in  which  were  not  intended  to 
pass.  He  must  apologize  to  their  Lord- 
ships for  bringing  in  this  Bill  at  such  a 
late  period  of  the  Session  ;  but  the  sub- 
ject it  proposed  to  deal  with  was  a  very 
difficult  and  a  very  important  one,  and 
it  really  was  almost  impossible  for  him 
to  bring  it  in  sooner.  However,  it  was 
a  Bill  which  was  meant  to  pass,  and  he 
could  not  expect,  as  a  private  Member 
of  the  House,  to  pass  it  in  one  Session, 
even  if  he  had  been  able  to  bring  it  in 
sooner ;  and  so  he  had  thought  it  best  to 
ask  their  Lordships  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  in  order  thht  it  might  bo 
well  considered  throughout  the  country 
during  the  winter,  and  that  he  might  be 
able  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  drafted  in  the 
most  complete  manner,  early  next  Ses- 
sion. He  was  aware  that,  short  as  the 
Bill  was,  it  had  its  faults  in  detail,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  whatever  he  could 
frame  a  Bill  far  more  complete,  far  more 
satisfactory,  by  postponing  it  till  an- 
other year ;  but  it  would  secure  a  full 
discussion  during  the  Recess  if  it  were 
read  a  second  time.  He  did  not  even 
wish  to  pledge  their  Lordships  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  except  to  the  extent 
that  legislation  of  late  years  had  taken 
the  right  direction  on  this  question,  and 
that  if  a  satisfactory  plan  could  be  pro- 
posed, they  would  not  be  unwilling  to 
entertain  it,  particularly  after  what  he 
had  said  as  to  the  probabiHty  of  its 
being  made  a  far  better  Bill  by  giving 
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more  time  for  the  eonsidoration  of  its 
provisions.      Sonio   noblo  Lords  might 
say  it  would  estabhsh  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  to  the  full  extent  to  read  it  a 
second  time.      If  it   were  the  general 
opinion  of  the  House  that  such  a  course 
would  establish  the  pnuciple  of  the  Bill 
to  a  greater  extent  than  was  desirable 
at  the  prest^nt  time,  he  would  withdraw 
it  at  once ;  but  being  anxious  to  have  it 
fully  discussed,  to  gain  opinions  from  all 
quarters,  so  that  he   might  bring  in  a 
complete  measure,   he    should  bo   ex- 
tremely glad  to  have  it  read  a  second 
time.     All  he  could  say  was,  he  believed 
the   feeling   of  the    country    generally 
would  be  in  favour  of  the  change,  even 
if  some  large  towns  were  not  so.     He 
hoped  tlieir  Lordships  would  allow  him 
to  withdraw  the  l^ill,  if  they  would  not 
allow  it  to  be  read  a  second  time,  for  ho 
had  but  one  object  in  view — to  bo  of  ser- 
vice in  the  matter,  and  it  might  preju- 
dice the  full  discussion  of  the  question 
next  year,  were  the  Motion  negatived. 
Tlie  Bill  was  simply  intended  to  make  an 
alteration  as  far  as  t  lie  removal  of  paupers 
was  concerned,  and  to  improve  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  generally.  This  was 
a  <piesti()n  whicli  had  cropped  up  from 
time  to  tim(\  and  no  dcmbt  legislation 
tended  in  the  direction  the    Bill   took. 
Within  a  short  period,  the  time  when 
a  pauper   was    irremovable    had   been 
reduced  from  live   to    three  years,   and 
from  three  vears  to   one   year.     These 
<'hauges  liad  caused  little,  if  any  incon- 
venience, and  the  change  proposed  now 
was  proposed  in   18().3  by  Mr.  Henley, 
whose  judgment  could  hardly   be   dis- 
puted in  matters  of  this  kind — even  be- 
fore tho  clianjz^es  in  question  had  been 
fully  tried.     Thu  Bill  was  simply  to  do 
awav    with   removal,    and   not  to   deal 
with  tlie  law  of  settlement  of  the  poor. 
The  clauses  were  based  on  9  and  10  Vie. 
cap.  66 — tlie  Act  which  was,  perhaps,  the 
most  important  of  all  the  Acts  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law.      The  Bill   only 
sought  to  do  away  with  removal  in  Eng- 
land, leaving  Irrlaud  and  Scotland  un- 
touched.     Of  course,  that  would  affect 
tlie   law    of    st'ttlement,    but    although 
some  thr)ught  it  did  so   altogether,  he 
maintained  removal  and  settlement  were 
two  distinct  cpu^stions  in  many  respects. 
With  these  remarks  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships    to    read   the    Bill    a   second 
time,  and  he,  on  his  part,  would  imder- 
take   to    place  the  matter  in  a   proper 
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foi-m  before  the  House,  to  the  best  of  his 
ability,  next  Session. 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\"— (77/^  Lord  Benniker.) 

TuE  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  he 
would  ask  his  noble  Friend  not  to  pii'>$ 
the  second  reading.     Except  under  very 
special  circumstances,  it  was  not  desir- 
able  to  read  a  Bill  a  second  time  if 
there  was  no  intention   of  proceeding 
with  it  till  another  Session.     He  saw  nu 
object  in  reading  this  Bill  a  second  time 
in  the  present  Session ;  but  he  saw  great 
inconvenience  attending  such  a  conrse. 
Though  the  Bill  was  a  small    one,  it 
treated  with  a  part  of  what  was  a  verr 
large  subject.     Other  questions  besides 
that  of  removal  would  have  to  be  consi- 
dered in  dealing  with  it.      He  did  not 
think   their   Lordships   should   commit 
themselves  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
and  they  would  be  doing  so  if  they  gave 
it  a  second  reading.     He  would  there- 
fore  recommend  his  noble  Friend  to  with- 
draw the  Bill. 

Lord  EoEUTox  of  Tattox  and  Earl 
FouTEscuE  concurred  in  the  request  that 
the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn  for  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

Lord  HENNIKER  assented. 

l^Iotion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

Order  for  the  Second  Heading  du- 
charged ;  Bill  withdrawn, 

Houuc  adjoumod  Ht  half -post  SSix  o'clock. 

'till  To-morrow,  u  quart<  r 

before  Five  o'cloil. 
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MINUTES.] — Srpi'LV — comtidcrid  in  Cummitut 

-  -  Sr  ITLEMENTA  K Y  ESTIMATES. 

Ways  and  Means — itnuthitrtti  in  CowmitUt  — 
Coiisolidjitod  Fund  (£20,407,568)  ♦. 

I\  liLU;  Wills— lii'itolntiuM  in  Cominitfn  —  Ou-:\l 
Si;al  OHio.'S  [Siiluriiii,  A:c.]  *. 

Onfinii  —first  Riudintf — Suj)n*nicC'<nirtof  Judi- 
catun.'  Act  (187U)  SiwimiMon*  [235]. 

Sivoud  /^v////;/v— Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amiiid- 
munt*  [226] ;  (irwit  ScaI  Offices*  [223]. 

Couonittri  --Jiijwtt  —lA)cii\  Uovemment  Botri 
(Irelau<l)  l*rovisional  Order  Contimution * 
[207] ;  Ii<xal  (rovrmmcnt  Board's  IVonaiooal 
Orders  Confinnation  (So.  5)*  [209];  Rb»1 
I*ruiMi-ty  WndorHand  Puii-haaers*  [137-23.V; 
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CoHtidtrfd  at  tmfHded — Rpngtrntion  of  Birthi 

and  Deaths*  [224];  Enduwed  Schools  Avta 
Amendment  *   [228] ;    Turnpiltp   AcU   Con- 

tinoanco-   [186];    Vuliialion    (Inland)    Act 

Amendment*  [134]. 
Third  RradiHg — Tiamwavs   I'rovisionnl  Orders 

Conflmuition  *    [220]  ;    l^uyal   flHto  Indian] 

Onlnnni-p  Corps  CorapciiBution  •  [219] ;  Boud- 

daries  of  Archdeaconries  and  Rural  Deuuerit'i!  * 

[212],  andjxntn'. 
ff^rA</.Yirr»~Idind  Tithm  nnd  Trjinrtfor*  [laC]  : 

Stunmaly    Jurisdiction    flrcliind)  •    [217]  ; 

Supremo    Court    of   JudicHliire  Act    (1873) 

°[2]""- 


COMlUSaiON'EKS  OF  EDUCATION,  IltE- 

LAA'U— NATIONAL   SCHOOL   AT 

ALTANAGII.— QUESTION. 

Me.  SULUVAN  ueked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  ^Vhother  it  is 
true  that  endeaTours  have  been  made 
sod  are  atill  being  prosecuted  to  obstruct 
or  prevent  the  establishment  by  the 
Comniistiioncr:)  of  Educatiun  of  a  Na- 
tional School  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Altanagh,  county  Tyrone,  under  the 
maaagement  uf  the  Cathohc  clergyman 
of  the  district,  such  obstruction  being 
effected  by  the  landlord  evicting  or 
threatening  f-o  evict  oafh  holding  orpre- 
miBes  in  which  it  has  been  sought  from 
time  to  time  bo  to  establish  a  national 
board  selioul,  unless  on  the  condition  of 
the  board  nominating  himself  as  ma- 
nager of  any  such  echool ;  whetlier  it  is 
trtie  that  the  school  last  or  most  recently 
,  Opened  by  the  national  board  in  the  dis- 
trict has  not  since  been  placed  under 
notice  of  eviction  by  the  landlord  in 
prosecution  of  euch  a  purpose ;  and, 
whether  he  will  have  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table,  Copies  of  any  Cor- 
respondence betireeu  the  Commissioners 
of  Education  and  the  landlord  in  ques- 
tion in  reference  to  those  schools;  and 
Copies  of  any  Keports  upon  the  subject 
b;  any  of  the  National  Board  Inspec- 
tors? 

8iK  MICHAEI,  HICKS  -  BEACH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  as  far  as  he  had 
been  able  to  ascertain  the  facts,  the 
first  application  made  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman  of  the  district  of 
Altanagih,  county  TjTone,  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Education  to  establish  a 
National  School  there  under  his  manage- 
ment, iras  rejected  because  he  proposed 
that  the  school  should  be  built  on  a  site 
ivhioh  was  deemed  unsuitable  for  the 
purpose.  He  then  applied  for  leave  to 
naTe  a  school  established  on  another 


site  which  the  School  Inspector  of  the 
district  reported  to  bo  suitable,  and 
leave  was  given  for  the  establishment 
of  a  school  there ;  but  the  owner  of  that 
site  objected  to  the  erection  of  a  school 
upon  it,  and  he  beheved  that  the  ques- 
tion of  ownership  would  have  to  be 
decided  by  a  Court  of  Law.  As  to  the 
Correspondence  which  had  passed  on  the 
subject,  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
its  production,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
woiud  move  for  it. 

BOAKD  OF  TIUDE— LIGHTHOUSE  VOU 
CARDIGAN  BAY— tiUESTION. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  has 
been  decided  to  erect  a  Liffhthouse  on 
the  mainland  on  the  north  shoro  of  Car- 
digan Bay  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  ADDERLET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  appHcations  made 
through  the  hon.  Member  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiganshire,  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  lighthouse  in  the  vicinity  of 
St.  Tudwall's  !Roads,  Cardigan  Bay, 
were  now  receiving  the  attentive  con- 
sideration of  Trinity  House  and  the 
Board  of  Trade.  A  final  decision  had 
not  yet  been  arrived  at  on  flie  subject, 
but  would  very  soon  bo,  and  it  might  bo 
hoped  satisfactorily. 

INDIA— KIKWEE  BOOIT. 

4UESTI0K. 

Mr.   EVELYN  ASHLEY  asked  tho 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther in  the  matter  of  the  claims  of  the 
Troops  to  further  captured  property  as 
part  of  the  Kirwee  Booty  of  War,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intends  to  follow  tho 
recommendation  of  tho  Uoya!  Commis- 
sion on  Army  Prize,  and  the  precedent 
set  in  the  same  matter  by  Lord  Falmer- 
ston's  Administration  in  1854,  by  sub- 
mitting these  claims  to  the  decision  of 
the  High  Court  of  Admiralty,  under  the 
Act  3  and  4  Vict.  c.  65  ? 

Lord  GEOKGE  HAMILTON  :  In 
reply.  Sir,  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  must 
remind  him  that  the  question  which 
Lord  Palmerston  referred  to  the  High 
Court  of  Admiralty  in  1864  was,  what 
forces  or  portion  of  the  Army  in  tho 
field  should  share  in  tho  amount  which 
had  been  granted  by  the  Crown  as 
prize-money.  The  question  which  my 
hon.  Friend  now  asks  us  to  refer  is, 
That  should  be  considered  prize-money. 
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That   being  a  matter  decided    on 
responsibility  of  Her  Majesty's  Advisers, 
Lord  Salisbury  is  not  disposed  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  hia   Predecessors,  y 
refused    to    allow   the   question   to 
submitted  to  the  tribunal  referred  to. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  SEItVICK. 
QTIEBXION. 

Db.  LTJSn  askfd  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  lie  will  state 
how  far  he  is  prepared  to  give  effect  to 
the  represent  atiouK  on  behalf  of  the 
Army  Medical  Service  lately  made  to 
him  by  Sir  William  Fergusson,  Mr. 
Ernest  Ilart,  aud  otherH,  spokesmen  of 
a  deputation  of  the  British  Medical 
Association  ? 

Me.  GATHORNE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
eaid,  he  had  answered  a  Question  on  the 
subject  not  verj'  long  ago.  It  would  be 
impossible  for  him  to  state  in  detail 
what  was  intended  to  be  done  within 
the  hmits  of  a  reply  to  a  Question,  and 
he  would  therefore  reserve  his  reply 
until  he  was  able  to  state  fully  the  deci- 
sion which  had  beeu,  or  might  be,  arrived 
at  by  the  Oovenimeut. 

I'UIIIJC  nE.\LTH  ACT— rEVEIi  IX 
llAli  Y  LEB(  )N  K.— UVEHTIOX. 

Dr.  lush  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Govemmont  Board,  Whether 
any  report  has  been  mado  to  him  re- 
specting last  year's  outbreak  of  fever 
in  Marylebono  and  neighbouring  dis- 
tricts, supposed  to  be  counected  with 
infected  milk;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  lay  it  upon  the  Tabic  of  the  House? 

Mk.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  that  within  the  last  few  days  he 
had  received  a  detailed  licport  on  this 
subJK't,  but  he  had  hardly  had  time  to 
consider  it.  In  his  opinion,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
of  the  House ;  but  the  more  material 
portions  of  it  would  probably  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

I'Or-T  UKKIcK-SALAKIKf!, 

M17ESTIOX. 

Mk.  MUNI>KT.LA  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  he  will  inform  the 
House  when  the  scheme  for  improving 
the  position  of  the  employes  iu  the  minor 
establishments  promised  before  tlie 
Whitsuntide  Recess  will  be  promul- 
Xord  Gewne  ILimilion 


gated  ?  The  lion.  Member  laid  h« 
Hsked  the  Question  because  he  ma  in- 
formed that  while  the  improvement  had 
taken  place  in  the  metropolis,  it  had  not 
reached  the  provinces.  A  Petition  had 
been  sent  &om  Sheffield,  complainiiif 
that  the  class  of  minor  emplofii  hu 
received  no  benefit. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  an  experimental  schema  «u 
first  tried  in  the  metropolitan  distiict. 
It  was  not  true  that  the  position  of  the 
minor  emphyii  in  the  country  was  want 
than  it  was  three  years  ago,  for  since 
1872  a  great  improvement  in  their  pay 
and  status  had  taken  place ;  and  tW 
had  been  the  case  also  with  respect  to 


IllELAND— ORANGE    PEOCES8I0S- 

CASE  OF  JAMES  MALLON. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  Mc  CAETHY  DOWNING  nVei 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  "  Ulster  £i- 
aminer  "  of  the  14th  instant,  that  Jamsi 
Mallon,  while  standing  on  the  groundi 
of  the  Catholic  Seminary  at  Armagh, 
and  in  conversation  with  a  Catholie 
clergyman,  was  dangerously  wx>unded 
by  a  bullet  fired  by  one  of  an  Orange 
party  assembled  at  Armagh  on  the  13tli 
instant,  in  the  presence  of  County  In- 
spector Faussett  and  a  conBtabulaiy 
force;  and,  whether  any  arrests  were 
made  and  an  inquiry  instituted,  and  is 
Mr.  Faussett  the  same  person  who 
searched  the  Catholic  Cathedral  at 
Armagh  for  arms  ? 

Mb.  VANCE  also  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  by  the  "  LHater  Gazette," 
that  a  perfectly  legal  proceasioD  is 
Armagh  was  attackedwith  stones  by  an 
infuriated  mob,  who  were  the  aggressors, 
and  that  there  was  no  evidence  that  the 
shot  which  was  fired  proceeded  from 
the  Orange  party  ? 

Sib  MIOIIAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  Sir, 
from  inquiries  I  have  made,  it  would 
appear  that  on  the  13th  instant  an 
Change  procession  passed  through  Ar- 
magh at  about  11  o'clock  a.m.  On  thor 
way  to  the  railway  station,  stones  were 
thrown  at  the  processionists  by  the  Bo- 

n  Catholic  party.  The  Orangemen 
return  throw  stones  at  the  Catho- 
lics, and  fired  shots — variously  estiniated 
at  from  6  to  20.     One  shot  wonsded, 
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but  not  dangerously,  a  man  named 
James  Mallon  in  the  left  arm.  When 
struck  he  was  standing  in  a  field  at 
a  considerable  distance,  near  the  Ho- 
man  Catholic  seminary,  in  company 
with  a  Catholic  clergyman.  It  is  not 
known  from  which  side  the  stray  shot 
proceeded  ;  but  every  effort  is  being 
made  to  bring  the  person  who  fired  the 
shot  to  justice.  Should  he  be  detected, 
the  Government  will  do  their  best  to 
censure  his  conviction.  Mr.  Faussett  was 
present  and  rendered  every  possible 
service  in  preventing  a  more  serious 
collision  W  ith  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have 
made  inquiry,  and  find  that  he  has  been 
misinformed,  as  Mr.  Faussett  did  not 
conduct  the  search  referred  to. 


THE  NEW  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  asked  the  First 
liord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  give  the 
House  the  names  of  the  three  new 
Charity  Commissioners  which  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  appoint  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  hope,  Sir,  to  be 
able  to  follow  the  precedent  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  refers,  but  it 
will  not  be  convenient  to  give  the  names 
to-day.  A  very  short  time,  however, 
will  ^pse  before  they  are  given. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  May  I  ask 
if  the  Government  will  not  proceed  with 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  to-morrow 
unless  the  names  are  given  ?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  follows  prece<lent, 
he  will  give  the  names  before  the  Bill 
leaves  this  House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  do  not  think  the 
course  of  Business  ought  to  be  inter- 
rupted by  such  a  circumstance ;  but  it 
is  possible  they  may  be  given  before 
that  time. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  On  the  Question, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time.  I 
shall  move  that  it  is  inexpedient  to  pass 
the  Bill  until  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners are  given. 

IRELAND— DUBLIN  UNIVERSITi\ 

QUESTIOX. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
propped  changes  in  the  constitution  of 
fhe  Umversity  of  Dublin  have  only  just 


been  placed  in  the  hands  of  Members, 
the  absence  of  many  Irish  Representa- 
tives, and  the  state  of  Public  Business, 
he  will  be  able  to  afford  an  opportunity' 
for  full  discussion  which,  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session,  the  Government 
undertook  to  provide  ? 

Sir  MICHAEI.  HICKS  -  BEACH, 
in  reply,  said,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  was  labouring  under  two  mis- 
conceptions—  first,  that  there  was  an 
undue  absence  of  Irish  Members  from 
the  House ;  and,  second,  that  the  Home 
Secretary  had  promised  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  afford  any  particular  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  the  question. 
What  the  Home  Secretary  had  stated 
was,  that  the  question  would  be  fuUy 
discussed  either  by  the  Senate  of  the 
University,  or  the  House;  and  anyone 
who  had  watched  the  proceedings  of  the 
former  body,  would  be  aware  that  there 
had  been  a  full  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  proposed  action  consisted  merely  in 
the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  the 
University  of  Dublin  Tests  Act  of  1873, 
and  in  the  formation  of  a  new  Govern- 
ing Body  for  the  University.  With  re- 
gard to  this  latter  change,  the  proposals 
made  had  met  with  the  approval  of  all 
the  parties  prominently  concerned,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  necessaiy  to  give  a 
day  for  a  discussion  of  the  subject  at 
that  late  period  of  the  Session.  It 
would  be  open  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
raise  the  question  on  the  Appropriation 
Bill. 

IMPRISONMENT    FOR    DEBT— TIIE 
CHANNEL  ISLANDS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LOCKE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther it  is  or  not  the  fact  that  the  law  of 
arrest  on  mesne  process  still  exists  in  the 
Channel  Islands,  and  that  an  English- 
man going  to  reside  in  Jersey  may, 
without  any  notice  or  action  brought,  be 
arrested  for  a  debt  incurred  in  England, 
and  to  a  creditor  resident  in  England, 
notwithstanding  the  abolition  in  Eng- 
land of  the  law  of  imprisonment  for 
debt  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  believed  the  Imprisonment  for 
Debt  Act  was  not  intended  to  apply  to 
the  Channel  Islands.  Since  the  Ques- 
tion had  been  put  on  the  Paper,  he  had 
taken  steps  to  procure  information  on 
the  subject. 
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„,^«„  ^„  ,  ^    «^^„^^^^  as  y©t  been  made  by  Her  Majesty,  I  m 

THE  .TTTDICATURE  BILLS-POSTPONE-  J^^^^^  j^  accordant  with  the  t^kse  in 

MEXT.-Cil  ESTION.  y^UaYi  the  expression  is  used  in  the  Art. 

SiE  HENRY  JAMES  asked,  Whether  to  lay  them  on   the  Table  ;  but,  Mt 

tlie  Government    have  considered    the  appreciating  the  natural  anxiety  of  the 

expediency  of  proceeding  with  at  least  legal  profession,  and  of  the  pubKc,  to 

one  of  the  Judicature  Bills  this  Session  ?  become  acquainted  with  the  Rules  which 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  before  we  have  been  prepared  by  the  Judges,  and 
came  to  a  decision  on  these  Bills  we  submitted  by  them  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
gave  them  all  the  consideration  their  cellor,  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  a  Copy  of 
importance  demanded,  and  the  opinion  them  on  the  Table,  if  my  hon.  and 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was,  that  learned  Friend  will  move  for  it. 
it  would  not  be  to  tlio  public  advantage 

to  proceed  with  one  only.     They  were  SUPPLY, 

so  drawn  and  so  fitted  into  each  other,  Order  for  Committee  read. 

that   it  would  have  been  alike  incon-  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

venient  and  inexpedient  to  have  taken  "That  iAfr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

such  a  course  as  would  have  separated  Cliair." 
tliem  from  each  other.     From  the  state 

of  Public  Business,   I  believe  it  would  EPPING  FOREST, 

be  quite  impossible,   if   we   looked  to  ^iotion  i-x)r  correspondence. 

carry  both  Bills  this  Session,  that  we  -r\      tttcstt            j.        n     xx     ^. 

shoiild  succeed.    Were  we  to  try  to  do  so,  „ '^"-  \^.^^  ~^  *°  '^}  **^!!l?1  *", 

1  believe  the  Session  would  be  Jrocrasti:  ^"^  ^ondition  of  the  samtaiy  dirtnct  of 

nated  to  an  extent  probably  not  desired  ^^PP*"^.  and  to  move  that  a  Copy  of  the 

by  most  hon.  Mcmbirs.    As  I  am  on  the  Correspondence  relating  to  the  subject 

subject,  I  may  say  that  some  days  before  "^ '^''^  "op,*''!  i^^'-Dr^nmrx       •  i     .v 

wo  anived  at   this  decision,  the  Tx>rd  ^\  SCLATEtt-BOOTH    Raid,    Oe 

Cliancellor  had  informed  me  it  would  be  fl'^J^lV?"  """i'^    ^**  ^^'^^^  /:i°' 

n(K«ssai7,  in  consequence  of  the  delay  *^"e'»*  .^\''°V'*^  '^^  the  Hon.  Gen- 

respectiiig  the  Rulos  to  extend  the  time  *^*'""7   *^"'*  *''f  f  *"?•;  ^^'l  °°^  fP" 

from  the  3rd  of  Novombor  to  the  Ist  of  V^'^S'l'oi  a  point  at  which  further  delay 

January.     That  was  inevitable  ;  and,  of  '^''"  '}      *  |J^°'<^^^ y  ^"^  ]>«  .l"^"'^^  "* 

.'ourse,  that  was  a  tirciimstance  which  7"''*  "°*  ^,?  conduavo  to  the  welfare 

wo  took    into   con8id..ration.     Now,   it  of  the  public  service  to  lay  upon  the 

appears  to  mo  that  if  those  Bills  are  re-  ^^V^^   ^'^^  vohiminous  correspondence 

intVoducod  and  subjected  to  the  advan-  ^^'''^  ^'"',  Ilf  t^  ^®*\^®"  *^X  ^ 

tage  of  a  calm,  and  at  tlie  sanu>  time  G"If™n'«'nt  Roa«i  «nf,  the  authontie* 

energetic  and  vigorous,  discission,  thov  f*  ^^f^^'^i,  ^'''"*  '"l^^^  ^**  ?°  "iJi"*'**" 

may  be  carried  m>xt  year,  and  .itiite  in  *^'\*  *^«  Kppmg  sanitary  authonty  wa., 

time  for  the  arrangements  of  the  sum-  ""^*''  *^•'  "T"  •'^^S"**""  ""  >J*  P"!*" 

«u.r  Assizes.     Therefore,    wo  shall  ask  ^^^f.'  *«  enforce  a  water  supply  m  the 

for  a  suspension  of  tlie  Bill  of  last  year  ^'.«\"lt'  f"f  ,.''%I"'P«^  '*  ^«^d  «'°>Ply 
for  a  tenu  not  beyond  Novombor,  1875.  ^»**'  *'^**  obligation. 
It  is  probable  that  by  May  next  year  we  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
shall  have  brought  the  matter  to  a  con- 
clusion. NAVY— (."ASK  OF  COMMANDER  CHEYXE. 

Sir  WILTJA^r  IIARCOURT :  I  un-  motion  i-or  a  committee. 

dcrstand   that   the  Rules  have  loft  the  .-i       t/-vtt-».t   -rr.tT-    •       •  •        ^        n 

hands  of  the  Judges,  and  have   been  ,^'\.  "^^"^  HAY,  m  rising  to  call 

°                 -  attention  to  the  case  of  Commander  J. 


1   11  •      1         1   XI  Maj.sty  praj-injr  .... 

as  my  hon.  and  leaniod  Incnd  and  the  Maji-.^^ly  tlial  Shf  will  ho  jmunouply  ploaac-d  to 

House  are  aware,  tlio  Sii]>ronie  (.'curt  of  tlin-ct  tliat  tin-  Prnsimi  of  £*J0O  n-yi'ar  awarded 

Judicature  Act  of  last  ^Session  provided  to  il;'' ^aid  John  IWes  CTiejTie  U- paid  tohi^ 

for  the  Kuk's  boin-  laid  on  the  Table  of  i"';     V'""  ^%  i- '^'^'rL^'f;''''*!\7*      "^ 

,,      -TT  n       .i"     1     1  1  11  for  the  trrni  of  hiH  TiHtural  hfe,  and  to  BMure  Her 

tlio  House  after  tlu-y  had  buen  made  by  Mnjrsty  that  this  Hoiiso  wiU  make  good  the 

Her  Majesty.     As  no  such  Rules  have  8am<.'."* 
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Baidy  it  was  a  subject  whicli  he  had  on 
a  former  occasion  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  which  had  been 
before  them  by  Petition.  Commander 
Cheyne  was  an  officer  of  considerable 
nent  and  distinction,  who,  after  having 
seired  for  a  considerable  period,  and  on 
three  occasions  in  the  Arctic  expeditions, 
was  appointed  to  the  Simoom,  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  troop-ships  on  Indian 
service.  His  services  in  the  Arctic 
regions  had  been  so  considerable  that 
promises  of  promotion  were  held  out  to 
him.  He  was  the  first  lieutenant  of 
the  Simoom  during  the  period  of  the 
necessary  hurrying  out  of  troops  to 
India  at  the  time  of  the  Mutiny.  Whilst 
engaged  in  this  service,  which  he  per- 
formed with  great  credit  to  himself  and 
advantage  to  his  profession,  Commander 
Cheyne,  when  off  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  in  the  attempt  to  save  a  man's 
life,  received  a  severe  blow  upon  the 
head,  which  fractured  liis  skull  and 
otherwise  seriously  injured  him.  His 
career  was  thus  cut  short,  and  he  re- 
turned to  England  in  impaired  health. 
The  Duke  of  Somerset,  who  was  then 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with  great 
kindness  appointed  Commander  (then 
liieutenant)  Cheyne  to  the  guardship  at 
Portsmouth,  for  the  purpose  of  training 
boys.  The  noble  Duke  stated  that  his 
condition  of  health  was  such  that  it 
"would  be  improper  to  promote  him,  but 
that  he  might  render  good  service  in  the 
position  in  which  he  had  placed  him. 
Commander  Cheyne  continued  to  render 
ffood  service  there  for  some  time,  until 
the  officers  at  Portsmouth  under  whom 
he  acted,  again  recommended  him  for 
promotion.  The  Duke  of  Somerset 
recognizing  the  great  suffering  which 
he  (Commander  Che;vTie)  had  endured 
from  his  wound,  and  liis  great  merit  as 
an  officer,  and  looking  at  ^e  small  num- 
ber of  officers  that  he  could  promote, 
together  with  the  fact  that  the  medical 
officers  had  pointed  out  that  it  was  im- 
possible he  could  serve  in  the  Tropics, 
in  consequence  of  his  serious  wound, 
appointed  him  as  one  of  the  lieutenants 
of  Plymouth  Hospital  for  the  period  of 
his  natural  life.  Some  doubt  had  since 
existed  as  to  whether  that  appointment 
was  for  life  or  not,  although  the  Duke 
of  Somerset  recognized  the  fact  in  cer- 
tain correspondence,  as  would  be  seen 
^  the  Eetums  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  by  the  late  iPirst  Lord  of  the 


Admiralty.  It  woidd  be  seen  that  he 
was  appointed  to  succeed  an  officer  who 
died  at  the  age  of  78,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  in  1863  the  officers  appointed 
to  the  lieutenancies  of  Plymouth  Hos- 
pital were  continued  in  this  service  for 
the  period  of  their  lives.  This  office 
gave  Commander  Cheyne  the  pay  of  a 
lieutenant  of  the  Navy  of  £127  15«. 
a-year,  and,  in  addition,  his  pay  as  a 
lieutenant  of  Plymouth  Hospital  was 
£200,  making  £327  a-year,  together 
with  a  house  partly  furnished.  In  the 
year  1866,  the  Duke  of  Somerset  being 
still  at  the  Admiralty,  a  new  regulation 
was  passed,  by  which  the  lieutenants  of 
the  hospit^s  were  to  be  retired  at  the 
age  of  55 ;  but  that  was  not  to  apply, 
so  far  as  Commander  Cheyne  was  aware, 
to  his  particular  case,  and  there  was  no 
intimation  made  to  him  that  he  was  to 
be  deprived  of  the  office,  which  included 
a  pension  for  the  wound  he  had  received. 
In  1869  considerable  reductions  were 
made  in  the  Navy  expenditure,  and 
Commander  Cheyne  was  retired  from 
the  position  ho  occupied  in  tlie  hospital. 
He  lost  his  house  and  the  duty  he  had 
to  perform,  but  compensation  was  given 
to  him  of  £200  a-year,  which,  however, 
was  to  cease  on  his  attaining  the  age  of 
55.  That  was  the  particular  part  of  the 
case  to  which  he  (Sir  John  Hay)  wislied 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House. 
This  gentleman  had  received  no  pension 
for  his  wound,  whereas  the  usual  regu- 
lation was,  that  a  person  who  was 
wounded  in  the  service  received  a  pen- 
sion for  life.  Instead  of  that  pension, 
he  was  appointed  to  a  sort  of  sinecure, 
or  light  duty,  for  a  permanency,  as  it 
was  understood,  but  when  he  was 
deprived  of  the  office,  the  pension  was 
only  given  to  him  until  the  age  of  55.  It 
would  bo  seen  that  that  arrangement 
prevented  him  from  making  any  proper 
provision  for  his  family  by  insuring  or 
by  any  other  process,  as  he  would  have 
been  able  to  do  had  his  income  been 
for  life.  When  he  was  dismissed  from 
the  hospital  in  October,  1869,  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  Duke  of  Somerset,  to 
ascertain  how  it  was  that  he  was  so  dis- 
missed, and  there  were  four  letters  of 
the  noble  Duke  now  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  in  all  of  which  he,  as  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  asserted  that  Com- 
mander Cheyne  was  right  in  his  view  of 
the  case,  and  that  he  had  a  right  to 
receive  proper  compensation,  as  he  (the 
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noble  Duke)  had  intended  that  he  should 
continue  in  the  office  of  lieutenant  of  the 
hospital  for  life.  The  Duke  of  Somer- 
set's letters  extended  to  the  4th  of  June 
of  the  present  year,  in  one  of  which  he 
said — 

"I  shall  bo  glad  if  the  Admiralt\'  can  do 
Homothing  for  you,  in  oompenBation  for  the  loss 
of  the  appointment,  which  appeared  at  the  time 
the  best  thing  I  could  do  for  you.  If  any  appli- 
cation is  made  to  me,  I  shall  )>e  ready  to  state 
all  I  know  of  your  case  to  the  Board  of 
Admiralty." 

In  addition  to  the  fact  that  a  pension 
had  only  been  given  to  Commander 
Cbeyne  until  the  age  of  55,  this  also  had 
happened  to  this  unfortunate  officer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Pontefract,  then  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  on  the  4th  of  March,  1870, 
when  the  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House,  having  stated  the  figures  he  (Sir 
John  Hay)  had  already  quoted,  stated 
that  Commander  Cheyne  would  come  off 
very  well  under  the  new  retiring  arrange- 
ment. But  what  happened  immediately 
after  that?  Commander  Cheyne  was 
retired  as  a  commander,  and  so  pro- 
moted ;  but,  instead  of  getting  a  benefit 
from  that  arrangement,  the  pension  was 
reduced  by  tlie  amount  of  the  pay.  He 
had  £200  a-year  pf^nsion,  which  was 
increased  by  £100,  but  that  was  reduced 
by  £120,  so  that  ho  now  had  a  pay  of 
£275  a-year  for  life  and  a  pension  of 
£80  2«.  6^.,  which  would  stop  at  the  age 
of  55.  Tlie  matter  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  on  several  occasions. 
Tlie  late  Mr.  Corrv,  who  was  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  took  a  very  strong 
view  of  this  case,  as  also  did  Lord 
Hampton,  and  every  person  who  liad 
iiivcstigat(»d  it  with  impartiality  must 
s«.'e  that  Commander  Cheyne  had  been 
extremely  unfortuuato  in  having  received 
no  pension  for  his  wound.  Two  other 
olHcers  were  stated  to  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  as  Commander  Cheyne, 
but  with  this  difference,  that  they  were 
not  wounded  officers,  whereas  Com- 
mander Cheyne  was  hardly  capable  of 
doing  anything  for  himself.  He  (Sir 
John  Hay)  should  be  sorry  to  detain 
the  House  on  a  question  of  this  kind. 
He  regretted  that  neither  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
nor  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  were 
present  to  state  their  views  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  Resolution  of  which  he  liad  given 
Notice. 

Sir  John  Hay 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  QiioMtion,  in  order  to  add  the  vcvda 
"this  House  will,  upon  ^londAY  next,  moW^ 
itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  of  an  hiimH» 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  i)ra\nnt?  Her  Majtfty 
that  She  Tvill  be  graciously  pk^aed  to  dirM 
that  the  Pension  of  £200  a-ycar  awarded  t<> 
John  Powles  (.'hoj-ne.  Commander,  R.\.,  l# 
X)aid  to  him,  in  addition  to  his  retired  par. 
without  deduction,  for  the  term  of  his  niton! 
life ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  Himw 
will  make  good  thr  Kame," — {Sir  John  U'tff,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  woid« 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tli« 
Question." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  tiie  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  could  assure  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and  the  House, 
that  the  Government   exceedingly  re- 
gretted that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty- 
were  not  present.     They  were  absent  on 
official  business  at  Portsmouth,  and  the 
uncertainty  attaching  to  the  progress  of 
Public  Business  in  the  House  rendered 
it  impossible  for  them  to  anticipate  when 
the  Motion  would  be  reached.    Not  hav- 
ing himself  paid  an}'  special  attention  to 
the  matter,  ne  was  unwilling  to  express 
any  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case  in 
the  absence  of  those  better  acquainted 
with  it,  and  he  therefore  hoped  tlie  right 
hon.    and    gallant   Baronet    would  be 
satisfied  with  a  promise  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  that  they  would  con- 
sult the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  that  the  case  should  receive  candid 
and  careful  consideration.     While  the 
circumstances  stated  in   a  case  of  the 
kind,  relating  as  it  did  to  a  matter  of 
pension,    might  appear  to  constitute  a 
strong  claim  u^wn  the   liberality,  and 
even  the  justice,  of  the  Government,  yet 
tliose  circumstances  were  often  so  com- 
plicated,  and  so   much  affected  by  the 
decisions  taken  in  other  eases  more  or 
less  similar,  that  it  would  be  rash  in  any 
one  to  pronounce  an  opinion  off-hand. 
Certainly,  the  authorities  to  whom  the 
right  hon.    and    gallant    Baronet   had 
refeiTcd  were  such  as  to  render  it  due  to 
the  gallant  officer  that  the  case  should 
1)0  carefully  considered,  and  the  right 
hon.   and   gallant   Baronet   might  rely 
upon  that  being  done. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  if  his  right 
lion.  Friend  tho  Secretary  for  War,  who 
sat  next  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, were  considted,  he  would  be  able 
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to  explain  Iiifl  views  of  the  case — yiewg 
vhicE  no  doubt  irould  be  shared  by  his 
Colleafuee.  Ho  trusted  that  this  blot 
on  our  naval  administration  would  be 
nmoved  before  long. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdraicn. 

Afterwards, 

Hb.  hunt  explained  that  ho  had 
not  been  present  to  reply  to  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John 
Hay)  on  the  pubjecf,  in  eonaequence  of 
his  having  been  undcT  the  impression 
that  the  question  was  not  to  be  brought 
forward  that  evening.  Ho  wiehed  to 
state  that  his  absence  was  not  from  any 
want  of  courtcffy  either  towards  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  or  the 
gallant  ofBcor  in  question. 

IRISH  CIIUKCII  'r?:Ml'ORALIT[E.S  COM- 

SriSSIOX— AUDIT  OK  AfCOUSTS. 

KE30I.UTI0N, 

Sib  JOHN  GKAY,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  tho  Eepott  of  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  Qeneral  upon  the 
Accounts  of  theCunimiEsioners  ot  Church 
Temporalities,  Ireland,  and  to  move — 

"'Hut  it  in  the  «[>imnn(if  the  IIouhi',  tkit 
direful  Rttiiitiiin  hIhiuIiI  1h-  piiid  to  the  lt<'|H)Tt  nl' 
tlin  ComptrolliT  and  Aiiditur  (imiPni]  upim  thi' 
Ar-coimts  of   the   Irish  (.liiiri'h  Tcniixinilitii's 


said,  he  had  endeavoured  to  under.stand 
the  accounts,  but  could  not,  and  that  was 
not  surprising,  because  the  Auditor 
General  declared  he  fould  not  under- 
stand them.  It  was  no  part  of  hia 
object  to  bring  any  chai^  against  the 
Commi.Bsionere ;  but  the  Iri.sh  people 
had  a  largo  interest  in  tho  funds  they 
were  admiQistpring,  totally  apart  from 
the  mere  accuracy  of  their  accounts.  It 
would  be  remembered  that  when  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  was  introduced,  the 
capitalized  value  of  tho  tcmporalitiea  of 
theChurchwa.x  estimated  at  £l(i,Oon,000, 
and  it  was  computed  that  £B,000,000 
would  satisfy  all  reasonable  demands  of 
those  who  had  life  interests  in  that  pro- 
perty. Further,  the  late  Prime  Minister 
and  the  late  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  enlarged  upon  the  advantages 
Ireland  would  derive  fi-oui  the  allotatioD 
of  the  surplus  of  £8,000,000.  There- 
fore, the  people  of  Ireland  had  a  rea- 
■onable  claim  to  have  the  accounts  pro- 
nerly  kept.  From  the  Report  of  the 
ComptroUer  and  Auditor  General,  how- 
ever, it  appeared  that,  on  applying  to 
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inspect  mortgage  deeds,  he  found  many 
of  them  were  not  executed ;  other  re- 
cords were  so  insufficiently  kept  as  to 
render  it  totally  impossible  for  him  to 
certify  to  the  accuracy  of  the  accounts  ; 
and  under  tho  heading  of  Tithe  Eent 
Chaise,  it  was  stated  that  the  annual 
statement  was  not  completed,  and  had 
not  been  deposited  in  the  Eecord  Office  ; 
and  when  ho  asked  whether  a  aimilar 
document  for  tho  previous  year  had  been 
deposited,  the  reply  ho  received  from  the 
Irish  Church  Commission  Office  merely 
stated  that  the  Commissioners  "  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  supply  tho  informa- 
tion asked  for,"  because  tlie  amounts 
wore  so  very  small.  In  reference  to  the 
See  of  Armngh,  there  was  a  deduction 
of  £4,100  from  the  revenue,  and  the 
Auditor  General  considered  it  necessary 
to  call  tho  attention  of  tho  Commis- 
sioners to  if.  Going  through  the  He- 
port,  he  found,  not  one,  but  20  passages 
indicating  the  same  result — no  accurate 
accounts  were  given.  In  one  instance ' 
an  income  derived  from  titho  rent 
charge,  amounting  to  £1,300  a-year, 
had  not  boon  scheduled.  No  return  was 
given  of  it;  and  the  Auditor  General 
had  not  been  able  to  give  any  account  of 
tho  matter  at  all.  llio  state  of  the  ac- 
counts was  such,  that  the  Comptroller 
folt  utterly  unable,  with  respect  to  some 
of  these  matters,  to  report  to  the  Trea- 
surj-,  and  the  consequence  was,  that  the 
neix'ssary  information  could  not  be  laid 
before  Parliament  in  accoi-dauce  with 
the  provisions  <)f  tho  Irish  Church  Act. 
Tliot  was  not  a  snti.sfactoiy  state  of 
things.  Such  laxity  of  conduct  in  con- 
nectirm  witli  the  business  of  a  large 
public  Department  should  not  be  per- 
mitted. Tho  ofiiccrs  under  the  Church 
Commissioners  ought  to  give  all  the 
necessary  information  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  if  tlio  accounts  were  accurately 
anil  corefidly  kept,  and  tho  fund  pro- 
perly distributed.  Ho  trusted  tho  whole 
subject  would  receive  the  attention  of 
Government.  In  that  hope,  he  begged 
to  move  the  Eesolutiou. 

I'liE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
hon.  Member  might  not  think  it  neces- 
sarj- to  press  his  Motion,  as  it  would,  il 
acceded  to,  be  inconvenient,  and  prevent 
the  House  proceeding  with  Supply. 
Neither  did  he  think  it  would  bo  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  he  should 
enter  into  any  detail  relative  to  the  ques- 
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tions  raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
matter  was  one  of  great  importance,  un- 
doubtedly, and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  exercising  his  right  and  doing  good 
service  in  calling  attention  to  the  subject. 
The  matter  stood  thus — in  the  Irish 
Church  Act  a  clause  was  inserted,  direct- 
ing that  the  accounts  of  the  Commis- 
sioners shoidd  be  periodically  sent  to  the 
Treasury,  to  be  forwarded  to  the  Auditor 
and  Comptroller  General  for  report,  and 
that  the  Repoi*t  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  within  proper  time.  That 
course  had  been  adopted,  and  they  had 
now  before  them  tlie  first  Report  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General.  It 
must  be  frankly  admitted  that,  so  far  as 
the  Report  had  gone,  there  were  matters 
in  it  which  seemed  to  challenge  further 
investigation.  It  was  impossible  to  cany 
on  that  investigation  in  a  discussion  in 
the  whole  House,  and  probably  they 
would  bo  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
most  convenient  to  take  the  step  which 
was  usually  taken  witli  regard  to  public 
expenditure  and  the  Reports  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  on 
that  expenditure — namely,  to  refer  the 
Rei)ort  to  the  Standing  Committee  of 
the  House  on  Public  Accounts.  If  that 
course  were  taken,  the  Committee,  which 
was  exceedingly  well  qualified  for  the 
business,  would  investigate  the  matter 
and  repoi-t  to  the  House  whether,  in 
their  opinion,  there  was  anything  in  the 
case  which  required  further  attention  on 
the  part  of  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  move  to-mon'ow  to  refer 
the  Report  to  the  Committee,  no  objec- 
tion would  be  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Government. 

Sill  JOHN  GRAY  said,  his  only  object 
had  been  to  call  tlie  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject,  and  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  explanation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  would 
withdraw  tlie  Resolution. 

Moticm,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

COAL  MINKS-   ASTLKV    OKKP    PIT 
(DTTKINFIEIJ))   EXPLOSION. 

MOTIOX  FOli  AN  AIM>RKSS. 

Mil.  SIDEBOTTOM,  in  rising  pursu- 
ant to  Notice,  to  call  attenticm  to  the 
accident  in  the  Astley  Deep  Pit  Colliery 
in  Dukinfield  in  April  last  ;  and  to 
move — 

"  That  Jin  hunihlc  Address  bt-  pn'sented  to 
Her  Majesty,  pniyiiij^  tliat  She  will  be  ^-titiously 

TAe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commisnon  to  inqixir» 
whether  a  better  system  of  colliay  inspn.-ti«.c 
ean  be  established,  with  a  Wew  to  prerent  luch 
deplorable  accidents  in  Collieries,'* 

said,  that  in  making  a  few  observatioiu 
on  that  very  eerious  and  important  mat- 
ter, he  hoped  the  House  would  extend 
to  him  its  indulgence,  for  he  should  not 
have  attempted  to  occupy  its  attention  if 
he  had  not  felt  compelled  to  do  so  bj  a 
paramount  and  oycrwhelming   sense  of 
duty  as  being  the  Representative  of  the 
place  where  the  dreadful  accident  oc- 
curred.    He  visited    the   scene   of  the 
catastrophe  the  day  after  its  occurrence, 
ere  the  mutilated  remains  of  the  poor 
creatures  who  had  met  their  doom  had 
been  all  collected  and  brought  to  the 
surface ;  but  he  would  not  distress  the 
House,   or  harrow  the   feelings  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  by  attempting  to  depict  what 
he  tliere  saw.     Sufiice  it  to  sa}'  that  the 
scene  was  one  which   nny  person  pos- 
sessing the  ordinary  feelings  of  humanity 
must  remember  to  the  Inst   day  of  his 
existence.     Now,   this  colliery  was  one 
of  the  deepest  in  the  Kingdom,  he  be- 
lieved, indeed,  in  the  world.     Tlie  shaft, 
at  the  foot  of  which  the  explosion  took 
place,  was  upwards  of  2,000  feet  deep, 
and  the   scam  of  coal  which  was  being 
worked,  called  the  Black  Mine,  about 
four  feet  in  thickness,  trended  away  at 
an   incline  about  the  same  pitch  as  the 
roof  of  a  house  to  a  very  great  distance, 
and  2>ointing  deeper  and   deeper  still. 
The  roof  of  a  portion  of  the  mine  called 
the  Half  ]!^[o(m  Tunnel  had  some  time 
previously  been  on  fire ;  and   this  fire, 
together  with  several  falls  or  clippings 
in  of  the  earth  subsi>quently,  had  cansed 
a  large  cavity  to  be  formed  immediately 
above  ;  but  the  roof  of  the  Half  Moon 
Tunnel  had  been  made  good  with  tim- 
ber, and  the  cavity  above  partiiflly  filled 
up  witli  earth.     On  the  day  of  the  ac- 
cident some  of  this  timber  was  observed 
to  be  giving  way,  and  the  repairs  which 
seemed  necessary  were  being  proceeded 
with,  when   suddenly  a  large  portion  of 
the  roof  f(.41  in.     An  immense  mass  of 
earth  and  other  debris  followed.    Sim- 
ultaneously a  tremendous  explosion  oc- 
curred, and  upwards  of  .OO  human  beings 
were    at   once  launched    into  eternity. 
Now,  there  had  been  some  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  timbers  used 
were  of  sufficient  strength.     The  official 
Inspectors  gave  it  as  theii*  opinion  that, 
taking  into  account  the  existence  of  the 
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(»yity  above,  they  were  not  of  sufficienfc 
strength,  and  that  also  was  the  conclu- 
Kion    arrived  at   by  the  jury  and  ex- 
pressed in  their  verdict.     Ho  thought  it 
right,  however,  to  say  that  on  the  other 
luuid  it  was  also  stated  in  evidence  that 
no  timbers  of  any  reasonable  strength 
oould  have  withstood  the  strain  to  which 
they  were  subjected,  or  borne  the  weight 
of  such  an  immense  mass  of  earth  and 
rock  as  fell  upon  them  at  the  time  of  the 
accident;    nor    could   the  Half  Moon 
Tunnel  have  been  arched  with  bricks, 
from  the  impossibility  of  finding  any 
secure   foundation  upon  which  to  rest 
the  arch.     There    seemed,   indeed,  no 
doubt  that  the  real  cause  of  the  accident 
was  this — A  quantity  of  gas  had  accu- 
mulated  in    this  cavity  and  in  an  old, 
abandoned  working  connected  with  it 
above,  called  the  Smithy  Mine,  and  by 
a  singular,  and,  as  the  event  proved,  but 
too  fatal  an  error  of  judgment,  an  aper- 
ture   or    mouthing  opening    from  the 
Smithy  Mine  into  the  main  shaft,   by 
which  the  gas  had   kept  gradually  es- 
caping, had  been  walled  up,  so  that,  in 
emct,  there  was  a  large  reservoir  of 
highly  inflammable  and  explosive  gas 
penned  up,  and,  as  it  were,  hermetically 
sealed  immediately  above  the  lower  mine 
and  the  heads  of  the  men  working  there. 
And  when  the  roof  fell  in,  and  a  com- 
munication was  thus  established  between 
the  two  mines,  this  gas  rushing  down 
into  the  lower  mine,  and  meeting  there 
the  lights  which  were  perfectly  naked 
and  exposed,  the  explosion  followed  as 
the  necessary  consequence;  and  probably 
the  first  question  the  House  mig^ht  be  dis- 
posed to  ask  would  be — How  did  it  hap- 
pen that  these    lights   were    perfectly 
naked  and  exposed  ?    What  was  the  use 
of  passing  Acts  of   Parliament  for  the 
regulation  of  mines,  if  these  Acts  were  to 
be  systematically  treated  as  a  dead  letter, 
scientific  appliances  to  be  ignored,  and 
naked  lights,  such  proliiic  causes  of  ac- 
cidents in  coUeries,  were  stiU  to  be  the 
mle  ?    He  confessed  that  those  were  the 
thoughts  which  first    presented   them- 
aelves  to  his  mind,  but  it  appeared  that 
that  portion  of  the  mine  was  considered 
so  safe,  BO  absolutely  beyond  the  reach 
of  danger,   that  it  was  the   very  part 
selected  for    the  establishment  of  two 
permanent  fixed  furnaces   which  were 
situated  within  about  35  yards — the  one 
for  what  was  technically  known  as  the 
"upcast"  shafk,  that  is  for  creating  a 


draught  of  air  giving  ventilation  to  the 
mine,  and  the  other  the  furnace  of  a 
boiler  for  an  engine  employed  in  haul- 
ing waggons  up  the  steep  incline  already 
referred  to,  and  both  these  furnaces  being 
necessarily  perfectly  open  and  exposed, 
there  was   no   object  whatever  in  the 
other  lights  around  being    encased  in 
Davy  lamps.  It  was  an  important  ques- 
tion, and  one  upon  which  considerable 
difference  of  opinion  existed,  as  to  whe- 
ther these  open  furnaces  ought  to  be 
permitted  at  the  bottom  of  coal  mines 
yet  to  be  opened.     Mr.  Bell,  one  of  the 
official   Inspectors,  emphatically  stated 
it  as  his  opinion  at  the  inquest,  that  they 
ought  never  to  be  allowed,  but  that  the 
fans  necessary  for  ventilation,  and  the 
engines  employed  for  various  purposes, 
ought  to  be  driven  by  compressed  air  or 
steam  conveyed  from  the  surface  in  pipes. 
That  was  a  matter,  however,  of  far  too 
technical  a  nature  for   liim  (Mr.  Side- 
bottom)  to   express  a  decided  opinion 
upon  ;   but  he  submitted    it  might  be 
considered  with  great  advantage  to  the 
public   interest  by  the  Commission  he 
was  then  asking  for.     Well,  both  the 
House  and  the  country  heard  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  the  promise  of  his 
right  lion.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary, 
that    a   full    and   searching   investiga- 
tion should  bo  made  into  the  cause  of 
this  accident ;  and  they  must  have  felt 
jilso  that  that  promise  was    redeemed 
when  it  became  known  that  a  man  of 
such   eminence  as  Mr.   Horatio  Lloyd, 
(i.e.  and  Recorder  of  Chester,  had  been 
appointed  to  represent  the  Government 
at  the  inquest.     But  there  was  also  an- 
other and  a  further  guarantee  for  this 
inquiry  being  a  perfectly  satisfactory  in- 
quiry', in  the  composition  of  the  jury,  and 
the  characters  of  the  foreman  of  the  jury 
and  the  coroner.  The  jury  was  not  com- 
posed, as  was  generally  the  case  with 
coroners'  juries,  of  small   shopkeepers 
and  other  persons  of  the  same  class,  but 
of  the  gentry  of  the  neighbourhood ;  and 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  long  and 
protracted  inquiry,  they  devoted  to  it  the 
most  patient   and  unwearied  attention, 
and   several  times  descended  the  mine 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  themselves, 
by  personal  inspection,  of  its  real  state 
and  condition.     He  had  the  pleasure  of 
knowing  several  of  them,  as  well  as  the 
coroner    and  the  foreman.     Mr.  John- 
son, the  coroner,  was  a  solicitor  of  emi- 
nence and  of  the  highest  respectability ; 
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and  Mr.  Aspland,  the  foreman  of  the 
jury,  had  for  many  years  been  an  active 
county  magistrate,  who  had  often  taken 
the  Chair  in  one  of  the  Courts  for  the 
trial  of  prisoners  at  the  Salford  Hundred 
Quarter  Sessions ;  so  that,  with  Mr. 
Lloyd  representing  the  Government, 
with  a  jury  of  such  high  respectability 
and  intelligence,  with  the  coroner  a  so- 
licitor accustomed  to  sifting  evidence, 
and  with  such  a  man  as  Mr.  Aspland 
the  foreman  of  the  jur}%  both  the  House 
and  the  countiy  might  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  the  promise  of  the  Government 
liad  been  redeemed,  and  that  the  in- 
quiry into  this  sad  affair  had  been  as 
full,  as  ample,  as  strict,  and  as  search- 
ing as  any  such  inquiry  could  possibly 
be.  "Well,  the  verdict  of  this  inquest 
had  now  been  recordt?d,  and,  after  such 
a  thorough  and  exhaustive  inquiry,  he 
apprehended  it  must  be  accepted  in  its 
entirety.  It  cast  very  grave  retlections, 
indeed  very  severe  censure,  up<m  the 
management  of  the  colliery,  both  as  re- 
garded one  of  the  lessees  and  also  the 
officials  employed.  It  was,  however,  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  nnd  spoke 
for  itself,  and  therefore  it  would  bo  quite 
unnecessary  for  him  to  trouble  the  House 
with  any  remarks  in  reference  to  this 
part  of  it.  No  doubt,  it  would  receive 
the  most  serious  and  attentive  conside- 
ration of  Her  Majesty's  Governnu^nt, 
and  it  would  ill  become  him  to  antici- 
pate their  judgment.  It  was  perfectly 
clear  that  great  blame  was  to  be  at- 
tached to  some  one,  but  he  wished  to 
draw  the  att(?ntion  of  the  House  more 
particularly  to  the  general  l(»ssons  which 
seemed  to  him  to  arise  irom  it  in  refer- 
ence to  the  future.  He  thought  the  jury 
had  arrived  at  a  perfectly  correct  conclu- 
sion in  reference'  to  the  present  system 
of  inspection,  and  he  submitted  that  far 
above  and  beyond  tlu^  immediate  inte- 
rests involv(»d  in  this  inquiry,  great  and 
important  as  those  interests  undoubt- 
edly were,  the  true  and  direct  logical  in- 
feren(?e  to  be  drawn  from  it,  and  from 
the  facts  gi»nerally,  was  that  the  present 
system  of  colliery  inspection  was  utterly 
inefficacious  for  prot<'cting  the  lives  of 
the  persons  employed,  which  ought  to 
be  its  primary  and  chief  object.  Here 
for  vears  had  been  a  huji:e  reservcnr  of 
highly  inflanmiable  and  noxioiis  gas  sus- 
pended like  the  sword  of  Damocles  above 
the  heads  of  tht?  poor  fellows  working  in 
this  mine.   By-and-by  it  burst  its  bounds, 
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and  like  a  mighty  avalaDche  de6eenitin«: 
from  the  mountain  top,  swept  withie- 
sistless  force  down  into  the  lower  mine, 
leaving  death  and  destruction  in  its  wake, 
and  the  result  was  one  of  the  most  terrible 
accidents  of  modem  times.     WeU,  whit 
had  the  Inspector  of  this  colliery  been 
about  ?    It  was  perfectly  clear  that  tlw 
state  of  affairs  which  culminated  in  thii 
accident  had  been  in   existence  for  a 
considerable  time;  that  it  might  easih 
have    been    prevented — nay,   that   but 
for  the  gross  and   culpable  ignorance, 
or    rather   downright    insanity  of  the 
person  or  persons  responsible  for  wall- 
ing up  this  mouthing,   it  would  never 
have  occurred  at  all.      Surely,  a  sys- 
tem of  inspection  powerless  under  theae 
circumstances  to  prevent  such  an  appal- 
ling loss  of  life,  could  be  nothing  but 
a  delusion  and  a  sham ;  and  it  was  upon 
those  broad  gi'ounds  that  he  founded  his 
Motion,  in  onler^hat  a  competent  autho- 
rity-might inquire  whether  any  better  bts- 
tem  could  be  established.     It  might  be 
that  there  were  insurmountable  difficul- 
ties in  the  way,  and  that  the  present  state 
of  matters  must  be  accepted  as  inevitable: 
but  even  if  that  were  so,  by  acceding  to 
thetermsof  the  Motion,  the  House  would, 
at  all  events,  have  the  satisfaction  of  re- 
flecting   that    it    had   endeavoured  to 
amend  it.     But  it  might  be  said — How 
could  you  expect  an  Inspector  to  know 
anything    alxmt    this    cavity    or    this 
mouthing,    when     the    pit    authorities 
themselves  know  nothing  about  them  ? 
Well,  in  the    first  place,    it    was   ex- 
tremely difficult  to  understand  how  the 
]nt  authorities,  or  some  of  them,  could 
])ossibly  be  ignorant  of  them.    There 
was,  however,  a  frequent  change  of  ma- 
nagers, and  no  proper  account  appeared 
to  have  been  kept  of  important  events 
for  the  infoimation  of  a  now  manager  on 
his  commencing  duty,  so  that  it  was  just 
possible  they  were  really  not  aware  of 
their  existence  ;  but,  so  far  as  he  knew, 
the  Inspectors  had  not  been  changed,  and 
really  that  consideration  afforded  one  of 
the  strongest  arguments  that  could  be  ad- 
duccnl  in  favour  of  a  more  efficient  sys- 
tem of  inspection,  for  these  concealed 
dangers  would  then  have  been  infallibly 
discovered,  and  their  immediate  removal 
insisted  upon ;  and  one  of  the  first  sub- 
jects he  would  suggest  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Commission  was,  whether  a 
kind  of  log-book  should  not  be  kept  at 
each  colliery,  in  which  an  entry  should 
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lade  of  every  important  event  as  it 
rred,  and  this  book  be  submitted  for 
dgnature  of  the  Inspector  at  every 
A  book  of  this  description  had 
to  be  kept  under  the  provisions  of 
present  existing  law,  in  which, 
xr  certain  circumstances,  entries  had 
e  made,  and  he  would  extend  and 
lify  that  provision ;  and,  if  he  was 
trespassing  on  the  attention  of  the 
Be  too  long,  he  should  also  like  to  in- 
;e  very  briefly  one  or  two  other 
to  which  it  appeared  to  him  a  Boyal 
mission  might  consider  with  advan- 
.  First,  whether  it  should  not  be 
d  incumbent  on  Colliery  Inspectors, 
artain  intervals,  themselves  to  de- 
1  the  various  mines  under  their 
g^,  in  order  personally  to  examine 
itate  of  the  workings.  He  believed 
,  except  under  extraordinary  circum- 
Des,  they  rarely  now  performed  this 
,  and,  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  be- 
n  the  accident  in  March,  1870,  and 
1  last,  the  Astloy  Deep  Pit  was  de- 
ied  by  a  Government  Inspector  on 
cxxjasion  only.  He  understood  that 
Wynne,  the  Inspector  of  the  dis- 
,  bad  240  pits  imder  his  charge,  and 
onsidered — and  with  good  reason — 
^resent  duties  so  onerous  as  to  be 
3  imable  to  perform  this  duty  also ; 
if  that  be  so,  surely  additional 
sectors  ought  to  be  appointed,  a^  it 
led  perfectly  obvious  that  for  the  pro- 
ana  efficient  inspection  of  a  coal 
)  2,000  feet  below  the  surface,  that 
)  must  be  regularly  descended,  and 
srorkings  examined.  It  was  all  very 
to  say  the  managers  ought  to  be  re- 
Bible.  Undoubtedly  they  ought,  but 
:  responsibility,  so  far,  had  availed 
ing  to  prevent  these  frightful  acci- 
8.  He  by  no  means  wished  to  relieve 
I  from  that  responsibility,  but  on  tlie 
rary,  to  increase  and  augment  it; 
at  the  same  time  also,  to  establish  a 
3m  of  inspection  which  would  insure 
1  against  a  repetition  of  such  mise- 
e  blunders  and  inexcusable  acts  of 
'  as  had  been  witnessed  in  the  pre- 
case.  He  frankly  admitted  that  the 
ect  was  surroimded  with  grave  diffi- 
es,  for  it  was  quite  possible  to  err  in 
ipposite  direction,  and  one  might  con- 
9  a  system  of  inspection  so  elaborate 
poractically,  to  place  all  the  responsi- 
y  on  the  Inspectors,  and  relieve  col- 
r  proprietors  and  their  managers 
I  ity  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers. 


That,  indeed,  would  be  a  result  eminently 
unsatisfactory.  But  then,  what  was  to  be 
done  ?  Were  they  to  make  no  efToi-t  to 
amend  the  present  state  of  things  ?  He 
thought  few  hon.  Gentlemen  would  say 
that, 'and  really  the  very  existence  of  that 
and  other  difficulties  afforded  to  his  mind 
an  irresistible  argument  in  favour  of  a 
Royal  Commission,  in  order  that  Gentle- 
men of  great  experience,  after  hearing  evi- 
dence, after  full  inquiry,  and  full  time  for 
consideration,  might  report  upon  what  wa^ 
the  best  course  to  be  adopted.  It  might 
also  be  considered  whether,  if  the  sons 
or  other  near  relatives  of  Colliery  Inspec- 
tors were  precluded  from  occupying 
situations  as  colliery  managers,  that 
might  not  give  the  authority  of  the 
Inspectors  more  weight  both  with  em- 
ployers and  employed.  He  did  not  wisli 
either  to  suggest  or  insinuate  that  the 
fact  of  any  of  the  present  Colliery  In- 
spectors having  relatives  in  such  situa- 
tions had  really  at  all  influenced  their 
conduct ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  they  were  by  law  entrusted  with 
very  extensive  powers  and  very  great, 
not  to  say  arbitrary,  authority,  and  that 
therefore  they  ought  to  be  placed  above 
the  very  faintest  shadow  of  suspicion.  The 
very  important  question  of  open  furnaces 
at  the  bottom  of  mines  might  also  well 
be  considered.  No  one,  he  apprehended, 
would  wish  to  entail  on  colliery  proprie- 
tors the  well-nigh  ruinous  cost  of 
removing  those  already  in  existence ; 
but  it  might,  perhaps,  be  considered  wise 
to  prohibit  them  as  far  as  possible  in  the 
new  collieries  which  were  being  opened 
throughout  the  country  in  so  many 
places.  The  Prime  Minister  stated  at 
Manchester,  in  one  of  the  most  mag- 
nificent speeches  that  even  he  ever 
delivered,  that  **  the  health  of  the 
people  was  one  of  the  most  important 
subjects  that  could  engage  the  attention 
of  statesmen  ;  "  and  they  had  lately  been 
considering  the  details  of  a  measure 
for  promoting  the  health  of  women  and 
children  employed  in  textile  factories,  by 
limiting  the  duration  of  their  hours  of 
labour;  and  surely  their  responsibility 
was  not  less  in  reference  to  matters 
upon  which  men's  lives  immediately  and 
directly  depended.  He  himself  heard 
Mr.  Bell,  one  of  the  official  Inspectors, 
declare  on  oath  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  this  mine  was  so  unsafe — in 
such  an  extremely  dangerous  state — 
that  he  should  not  be    in    the    least 
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surprised  if  it  collapsed  and  closed  up 
liko  a  fan.  He  understood  that  it  had  now 
boon  made  secure ;  but  if  Mr.  Bell's 
foars  had  been  realized  previously,  the 
House  might  readily  conceive  how  dread- 
ful would  have  been  the  fate  of  those 
employed!  Each  would  have  found  a 
livinp^  tomb !  But,  when  such  a  state- 
ment as  that  was  made  by  a  gentleman 
in  an  official  ])osition,  and  speaking  under 
a  sense  of  otficial  responsibility,  it  de- 
served the  most  serious,  the  most  care- 
ful, and  the  most  attentive  consideration, 
for  was  it  not  possible — nay,  was  it  not 
probable — that  a  similar  state  of  things 
might  also  prevail  in  other  collieries, 
though,  perhaps,  it  might  not  be  brought 
to  liglit  till  some  fresh  accident  and  the 
sacrilice  of  a  fresh  hecatomb  of  victims 
aroused  tliem  from  their  false  security. 
He  ventured  to  hope,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  not  refuse  to  accede  to  the 
tonus  of  his  ^Lotion,  for  he  was  sure  lion. 
Gentlemen,  whether  they  sat  on  this 
side  or  whether  they  sat  on  that,  must 
agree  that  the  frequent  recurrence  of 
tlieso  dreadfiil  accidents  rendered  it  more 
and  more  clear  every  day  that  those 
who  worked  in  coal  mines  ought  to  be 
protected  by  every  enactment,  and 
surrounded  by  every  safeguard,  the 
Li'gislaturo  could  devise  ;  for  their  case 
appeared  to  liini  to  differ  from  that  of  any 
otlier  class  of  persons  who  under  the 
l>rimeval  sentence  of  their  race,  *'  had  to 
«'iit  broad  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow." 
Tlie  collier  did  not  carry  on  his  work  in 
a  commodious,  airy,  well  -  ventilated, 
comfort ablv-ht'ati»d,  modern,  textile  fac- 
t'>rv,  when.!  tlio  risk  of  loss  to  life  or  limb 
was  r«.»ally  infinitisimally  small ;  but 
uiub.T  circuiiistiinces  of  the  greatest 
dangt-r — and  wliere?  Why,  far  away 
beneatli  thfir  feet,  in  tlie  verj' bowels  of 
the  eartli,  in  perfect  darkness,  exposed 
to  immerous  accidents  from  fire,  water, 
deleterious  gases,  and  other  causes  too 
numeroiis  to  nuaition.  In  short,  he 
carried,  as  it  were,  liis  life  in  his  liand, 
and  not  his  own  life  onlv,  but  the  lives 
also  of  liundreds  of  his  fell ow-work men ; 
and  on(j  instant's  thoughtlessness,  one 
instant's  carelessness,  rashness,  reckless- 
ness—call it  what  tln'y  would — miglit  be 
the  nuans  of  consigning  both  himself  and 
them  to  a  sudilen  and  untiuielv  end.  He 
beLT'^ed  to  thank  tlie  House  for  tlio  con- 
sich-ration  itlia(l<'xtendedtoliim.  He  had 
no  personal  object  whatever  in  ]>ringing 
tlie  subject  forward,  still  le-ss  did  he  de- 
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sire  to  throw  obstaclos  or  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  colliery  pi-oprietors.  He  wis 
an  owner  of  colliery  property  himself,  and 
also  an  extensive  consumer  of  cotl; 
but  ho  made  the  Motion  solely  and  tii- 
tiroly  in  the  interest  of  a  large  portios 
of  his  constituents,  and  because  hf 
honestly  and  sincerely  believed  somt 
change  in  the  present  system  of  inspec- 
tion to  be  most  imperatively-  required. 

Colonel  LEIGH,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  that  scarcely  a  month 
passed  without  some  colliery  accident 
occurring,  and  that  their  very  frequency 
familiarized  people  with  them  and  pre- 
vented them  from  fully  appreciauof: 
their  enormitrs*.  They  had  got  so  aceu.«- 
tomed  to  hear  of  them  that  they  did  not 
take  those  precautions  to  prevent  them 
which  lay  within  their  reach.  The  acci- 
dent to  which  his  hon.  Friend  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  most  la- 
mentable, and  uuhapx>ily  not  one  of 
very  rare  occurrence,  and  somethinfr 
should  be  done  at  once  to  prevent  them 
wherever  it  was  practicable.  His  (Colonel 
Leigh's)  opinion  was,  that  colliery  pro- 
prietors ought  to  be  made  to  pay  all  that 
was  necessary  in  order  to  make  their 
mines  safe.  Goal  had  been  very  dear, 
and  the  coal  proprietors  had  been  making: 
enormous  fortunes.  The  least  thing  in 
return  that  the  coalowncrs  could  do  was> 
to  spend  every  farthing  that  was  re- 
quired to  make  their  collieries  as  safe 
as  possible. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leavt!  out  frdni  the  woixl  *•  That "  to  th- 
end  of  the  (iiiestion,  in  older  to  atM  th*-  wupi- 
**an  hiimhlo  AcMit'SH  ho  presc-nli'J  lo  Hor  Ms- 
jcsty,  praying  thnt  Sho  will  Ik*  j;T:iriou!'ly 
l>l(;a.si'(l  to*  issiit>  a  Wayxxi  Commission  to  inqiiir 
whj'ihrr  a  hcttor  systom  of  c»»llic'r\'  insi»tfti<'n 
can  Ix'  cstahlishLKl,  >*nth  a  view  to  iiirnni 
(lt'l)lonil)l<'  amiU'nts  iu  collieries," — (J/r.  .v/ffV- 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mil.  M'DONALD  said,  lie  thought 
anyone  would  excuse  him  when  he  said 
he  had  a  very  strong  desire  to  see  that 
tlie  lives  as  well  as  the  limbs  of  the 
working  miners  of  this  country  should 
be  protected,  and  he  would  most  heartily 
support  the  proposition  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  favour  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, if  he  saw  that  such  a  proposal 
was  going  in  any  way  to  promote  that 
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object.  But  he  recollected  that  two  years 
ago  that  House,  after  the  gravest  con- 
sideration, passed  a  Bill  which  contained 
certain  stringent  resolutions  and  provi- 
sions, and  those  stringent  provisions,  he 
ventured  to  say,  if  they  had  been  carried 
out,  would  have  prevented  the  occurrence 
of  this  disaster.  He  therefore  thought 
the  House  should  impress  upon  the  Go- 
vemment  the  necessity  of  seeing  that 
the  Acts  which  had  been  passed  by  it 
were  carried  out,  and  when  those  Acts 
were  seen  to  be  defective,  then  would  be 
the  time  to  ask  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  such 
disasters  as  these.  In  his  opinion  they 
did  not  want  Koyal  Commissions  to  in- 
quire into  mine  disasters.  What  they 
wanted  was,  that  these  accidents  should 
be  prevented,  and  Eoyal  Commissions 
would  not  do  that.  If  they  took  the 
Inspector's  Beport  with  regard  to  that 
particular  accident,  they  would  find  that 
on  the  face,  and  in  the  body  of  it,  gross 
neglect  was  proved  to  have  existed,  and 
neglect  of  such  a  character  that  no 
Itoyal  Commission  could  prevent  it. 
The  Inspector  said  he  hud  long  been  of 
opinion  that  the  ventilation  of  the  mine 
had  been  very  defective,  and  had  ex- 
pressed hid  opinions ;  but  although  he 
considered  the  mine  dangerous,  ho  did 
not  think  that  danger  so  imminent  as  to 
justify  him  in  going  to  the  extreme 
length  of  arbitration.  What  did  the 
law  say  ?  Why,  it  said  that  the  gas  in 
every  mine  should  be  diluted,  and  so 
rendered  harmless.  Had  that  been  done 
in  the  present  instance  there  would  have 
been  no  accident.  Refuronco  had  been 
made  to  naked  lights,  but  no  naked 
lights  would  cause  an  explosion,  if  the 
law  were  properly  carried  out.  All  that 
being  true,  he  repeated  that  there  was 
no  need  of  a  Commission.  What  was 
needed  was,  that  the  Home  Office  should 
instruct  the  Inspectors  that  where  they 
found  defective  ventilation,  they  should 
direct  the  attention  of  the  owners  to  it, 
and  see  that  it  was  remedied,  under  pain 
of  being  prosecuted.  The  result,  he  had 
no  doubt,  would  be  entirely  satisfactory. 
He  should  most  willingly  support  the 
proposition  for  a  Royal  Commission ; 
out  while  he  felt  desirous  that  the  miner 
should  be  protected  he  saw  no  use  in 
going  to  the  expense  of  a  Commission. 

Me.  HERMON  said,  he  had  received 
a  mass  of  information  upon  the  subject, 
snd  the  conclusion  he  had  arrived  at 


was,  that  the  question  could  not  be 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  by  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. But  from  the  conflict  of  opinion 
which  prevailed  upon  the  subject,  he 
quite  agreed  that  it  demanded  the  assi- 
duous attention  of  the  Government.  He 
was  very  thankful  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  having  called  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  it,  which  was  all  that 
could  be  done,  as  he  presumed  the  Mo- 
tion could  not  be  carried  that  evening ; 
for,  if  it  were.  Supply  could  not  come 
on.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  had 
referred  to  the  diluting  of  the  gas  ;  but 
he  ought  to  have  known  that  it  was  not 
always  practicable  to  do  so.  He  hoped 
the  Motion  would  not  bo  pressed,  but 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  it, 
would  be  content  with  an  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  the  laws  would  be 
imperatively  carried  out,  for  in  his  (Mr. 
Hermon's)  opinion,  that  was  the  only 
way  of  oficcting  any  improvement. 

Mk.  MELLOK  said,  that  the  general 
opinion  of  those  who  were  most  ac- 
quainted with  the  working  of  collieries 
was,  that  the  work  of  inspection,  as  at 
present  carried  on,  was  a  perfect  farce. 
It  was  costly ;  it  produced  no  beneficial 
results  ;  and  it  ought  to  be  conducted 
differently.  The  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Staleybridge  had  been  rather 
misunderstood.  It  was  not  intended  so 
much  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  the 
accident  at  Astley  Pit,  as  to  see  whether 
or  not  the  present  system  of  inspection 
could  not  be  improved ;  and  with  refe- 
rence to  it,  he  believed  that,  if  an  inquiry 
were  made,  almost  all  colliers  could  point 
out  the  mode  by  which  these  accidents 
might  be  prevented.  He  himself  knew  a 
Colliery  Inspector  who  had  not  been  down 
a  particular  pit  for  the  last  35  years. 
How  was  it  possible  for  Inspectors  under 
such  circumstances  to  be  able  to  know 
what  was  the  condition  of  the  ventila- 
tion of  a  mine  ?  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  some  change  would  be  effected,  and 
with  that  view,  should  support  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Motion. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
also  had  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  for 
Staleybridge  for  having  brought  the 
matter  before  the  House.  He  knew  it 
was  a  matter  on  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  had  for  a  long  time  taken  a  deep 
interest,  and  the  careful  way  in  which 
he  had  studied  it,  was  shown  by  tho 
able  way  in  which  he  had  brought  it 
before  the  House.    When  this  unfortu- 
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nate  accident  occurred,  lie  (Mr.  Cross) 
stated  iu  the  House  that  a  most  full 
and  most  searcliing  inquiry  should  take 
place  into  the  causes  of  it.  As  to  the 
jury  who  had  inquired  into  the  matter, 
he  believed  that  no  jury  could  have  carried 
on  that  inquiry  more  carefully  or  more 
ably.  In  their  verdict,  they  said  the 
primary  cause  of  the  explosion  was  the 
blockino;  up  the  mouthing  loading  to 
the  Smithy  mine,  and  that  that  was  an 
act  of  gross  ignorance  or  culpable  negli- 
gence. The  juiy  found  that  the  secon- 
dary cause  of  the  explosion  was  the  un- 
safe condition  of  the  Half  Moon  Tunnel 
owing  to  insufficient  timbering.  There 
was  evidence,  moreover,  that  the  Astley 
Deep  Pit  had  been  for  a  certain  period 
**  in  a  state  of  complete  anarchy  owing 
to  the  interference  of  l^lr.  Benjamin 
Ashton  and  his  constituting  conflicting 
authorities  in  the  mine."  The  jury  also 
found  that  there  was  distinct  evidence 
as  to  the  employment  of  incompetent 
persons  and  placing  them  in  authority. 
They  added — ''The  evidence  of  the 
authorities  in  the  pit  has  been  given  with 
great  hesitation,  and  with  an  evident 
desire  to  conceal  important  facts."  If 
a  coroner  and  jury  found  that  difficulty, 
the  House  would  see  how  much  more 
difficult  it  was  for  the  Inspectors  of 
Mines  to  get  the  information  necessary 
to  enable  them  to  deal  with  these  cases 
and  prevent  accidents.  The  most  im- 
portant portion  of  the  verdict  was  that 
in  which  the  jury  desired  to  express 
**  their  strong  opinion  that  the  present 
system  of  inspection  is  imperfect,  and 
roqiiires  full  incjuiry,  with  a  ^'iew  to 
amendment."  lie  agreed  that  the  sub- 
ject of  inspection  did  require  consider- 
able investigation  with  a  view  to  amend- 
ment ;  but  at  tlio  same  time,  he  thought 
there  were  two  dangers  which  would 
require  to  be  guarded  against  when 
taking  that  course.  He  meant  that  it 
sliould  not  be  made  so  slight  as  not  to  form 
any  clieok  upon  the  managers,  biit,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  House  would  not 
wish  to  put  the  wliolo  responsibility  for 
mining  accidents  on  tlio  Inspector.  It 
would  be  most  undesjirable  to  shift  the 
responsibility  from  tlie  shoulders  of  the 
owner,  who  made  the  i>rorit  and  worked 
the  mine.  Ui^on  tlie  wliolo,  he  did  not 
tliink  that  a  case  had  been  made  out 
for  the  appoiutnu.'nt  of  a  Eoyal  Com- 
niissi(m.  Parliament  had  instituted 
already  many  inquiries  on  the  subject. 


Select    Committees    sat  in    1865,   and 
again  in  1866  and  1867,  and  had  fully 
reported    on    the  subject.    The  vhole 
subject  was  afterwards  fully  discussed 
when    the     Mines    Act    of    1872   was 
passed,   and   a   sufficient   interval  bad 
not  yet  elapsed  to  judge  of  its  opera- 
tion.    He  would,  however,  on  his  own 
responsibility  undertake  to  go  througk 
the  question  carefully  during  the  Be- 
cess,  to  see  whetlier  some  fresh  regula- 
tions could  not  be  laid  down,  so  that, 
wihout  removing  the  responsibility  from 
the    owner,   which   he   for    one  would 
never    consent     to    do,     some    further 
guarantees  might  be  obtained  that  all 
due  precautions  sliould  be  taken  against 
accidents  in  mines,  and   that   the  veiy 
large  sum  of  money  expended  on  the 
inspection   of  mines   bore   the   fruit  it 
ought  to  bear.    That  pledge  he  would 
redeem    as    fairly    as    he    could    next 
Session. 

Mr.  SIDEBOTTOM  said,  that  after 
the  satisfactory  assurance  of  his  ririit 
hon.  Friend,  he  would  not  press  lis 
Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

POST  OFFICE.— WICK  AND  THURSO 

MAILS. 

MOTION   FOR   CORRESP03n)E3fCE. 

Sir  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIE  in 
rising  pursuant  to  Notice, 

"  To  movo  for  u  Copy  of  thi;  Coirfspoiidonc** 
bolwot^n  the  dirw^tors  <if  tht*  Highland  and 
Sutherland  and  Caithni'SH  Railway  Company 
and  tlie  PostnMisttT  Gcnt;nil  on  tlio  sulijcct  of 
the  arran<2^enu'nt8  for  the  tmnsmiKsion  of  the 
mails  from  Helmsdale  to  Wick  and  Thnrso,  and 
to  call  attention  to  the  verj'  scrioiiii  inconvf- 
nirnee  and  loaa  which  will  result  to  the  coiinti<?fl 
of  Sutherland,  Caithness,  and  Orlnn'v,  if  the 
Post  Oflice  authorities  persist  in  the  detemiiiia- 
tion  wliich  they  have  expressed,  not  to  continuo 
the  present  mail  service  beyond  Ilolmsdalc,  but 
to  send  the  mail  bai»  bv  ordinary  trains  as 
parcels, 

said,  the  directors  of  the  Highland  and 
Sutherland  and  Caithness  Hailway  Com- 
pany had  applied  to  the  Post  Office 
authorities  to  know  what  arrangements 
tliey  desired  to  make  for  the  transmis- 
sion of  mails  on  their  line,  and  the 
answer  they  received  was,  they  intended 
to  send  tlie  mail  bags  as  parcels  by  the 
ordinary  trains;  and  on  a  subsequent 
occasion  they  informed  them  that  not  only 
did  they  not  intend  to  improve  the  maQ 
seiTice,  but  that  they  intended  to  dis- 
continue the  sending  of  the  mails  firani 
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Helmsdale  to  Wiek  and  Thurso.  In 
consequence  of  that,  he  asked  a  Question 
of  the  Postmaster  General,  and  received 
what  ho  must  characterize  as  an  evasive 
and  unsatisfactory  reply.  The  answer 
was,  that  there  was  no  information 
before  the  Post  OfRce  that  the  line  was 
open,  and  that  they  were  not  able  to 
state  when  it  would  be  open.  Now,  in 
answer  to  that,  he  had  to  state  that  he 
had  received  a  telegram  to  say  that  the 
line  had  been  oj)ened  ;  that  it  had  been 
passcil  by  the  Government  Inspector ; 
and  that  to-mori'ow  morning  the  trains 
would  run.  The  inhabitants  of  the 
district  had  a  right  to  expect  that  when 
the  line  was  opened,  there  would  be  an 
improvement  in  the  mail  service,  and 
the  directors  of  the  Highland,  Suther- 
land, and  Caithness  Compan}'  offered 
to  undertake  to  run  the  trains  at  a  speed 
that  would  ensure  the  deliver}'  of  the 
mail  the  following  night  after  it  was 
despatched  from  Ijondon,  and  thus  it 
would  have  been  accelerated  by  24 
hours.  But  under  the  arrangements 
which  had  been  made,  instead  of  an 
acceleration,  there  would  be  a  retarda- 
tion. It  was  notorious  that  no  train 
could  be  run  on  Sunday  without  loss, 
unless  it  received  a  Post  Office  subsidy ; 
and  as  tliis  railway  simply  was  to  re- 
ceive no  subsidy,  the  result  would  be 
that  the  district  would  be  deprived 
altogether  of  the  Sunday  mail.  The 
Post  Office  authorities  would  be  com- 
pelled to  run  a  coach  by  the  side  of  the 
railway  on  Sundays,  which  would  in- 
volve a  delay  of  several  hours.  Now  he 
was  sure  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
the  House  or  of  the  country,  that  the 
Post  Office  ser\'ice  should  be  deterio- 
rated. If  the  Post  Office  were  to  lay 
down  the  principle  that  no  Post  Office 
accommodation  could  be  granted  which 
could  not  be  paid  for  out  of  the  postal 
receipts  of  the  district,  then  hun- 
dreds of  districts  must  be  deprived  of  it. 
But  that  had  not  been  the  guiding 
principle  of  the  Post  Office  administra- 
tion of  this  country.  The  Government 
undertook  the  safe  delivery  of  regis- 
tered letters  and  packets,  and  was  it 
right  that  such  valuable  things  as  the 
contents  of  registered  letters  should  be 
sent  in  ordinary  parcels  by  train  ?  He 
thought  that  was  not  the  way  in  which 
the  service  of  the  Post  Office  of  this 
oountnr  should  be  conducted.  He 
trusted   that   the    Ghyreniment   would 


make  no  difficulty  in  producing  the 
Correspondence  that  he  moved  for ;  but 
he  must  say  he  thought  some  attention 
should  be  called  to  tlie  course  which  the 
Post  Office  authorities  had  adopted,  not 
only  in  this,  but  in  other  districts.  He 
found  by  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Railways,  that  a  town  in 
namx)shire  was  deprived  of  a  day  post 
for  nine  years,  because  the  railway 
company  demanded  the  extortionate 
price  of  Brf.  a-day  for  conveying  the 
bag,  the  Post  Office  authorities  thinking 
that  Ad.  a-day  was  sufficient.  He  found 
that  on  other  occasions,  the  Post  Office 
authorities  had  expressed  opinions  with 
reference  to  the  rates  at  which  the 
mails  should  be  carried,  which  appeared 
to  him  to  be  most  unjust  to  the  railway 
companies.  For  instance,  they  said  that 
the  mail  bags  should  be  conveyed  for 
a  halfpenny  per  hundredweight.  If 
these  were  the  pretensions  of  the  Post 
Office  authorities,  it  was  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  there  should  be  great  difficulty 
in  making  arrangements  between  them 
and  the  directors  of  the  different  rail- 
way companies.  The  directors  of  this 
company  merely  wished  that  the  terms 
on  which  they  should  carry  the  mails 
shoidd  be  put  to  arbitration,  and  he  did 
not  know  why  the  Post  Office  authori- 
ties should  refuse  so  reasonable  a  pro- 
position. The  hon.  Baronet  concluded 
by  moving  for  the  Correspondence 
set  forth  in  the  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  loavo  out  from  the  word  "Tliat"  to  thr 
end  of  tho  (liuostion,  in  ordt-r  to  add  the  words 
**th«»n'  1m*  laid  htforo  this  House,  a  Copy  of  tho 
("oi-nspondincf  iM'twji'n  th«?  Dinrolors  of  tho 
Highland  ami  Suthfrlaml  and  Caithm-ss  Riiil- 
way  ComiKiny  and  the  Tostmastor  (ionenil  on 
the  subject  of  thi»  amin«;:omontH  for  tho  tninrt- 
missi»»n  of  tlm  mailH  from  Ilfbub^lalc  to  Wick 
and  niurso," — (iSVr  Tullnnacln  >iindnir^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tlie 
Question." 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  had 
had  the  pleasure  of  reading  in  tlie 
columns  or  a  morning  paper  the  speech 
just  delivered  in  the  form  of  a  letter ; 
but  there  was  one  sentence  in  the  letter 
which  was  omitted  from  the  speech — he 
meant  that  in  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
said  he  preferred  writing  a  letter  to  a 
newspaper  to  delivering  a  speech  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 
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Sill  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  do- 
niod  tliat  he  said  anything  of  the  kind. 
What  lie  said  was,  that  the  pressure  of 
Public  Business  would  probably  prevent 
him  fi*oui  sapng  what  ho  wished  to  say 
in  Parliament. 

.  Lord  JOHN  M ANNEKS  continued  : 
At  all  events  the  hon.  Baronet  wished  to 
have  two  barrels  to  his  gun,  and  one  of 
them  had  just  been  lircd  off".  He  had 
no  objection  to  produce  the  Correspond- 
ence which  had  been  moved  for.  The 
contract  which  the  hon.  Baronet  referred 
to  expired  naturally,  and  of  itself,  and  a 
notification  to  that  effect  was  given  in 
the  course  of  last  autumn.  With  regard 
to  the  statement  in  the  letter  to  which  he 
had  just  alluded,  that  the  conduct  of  the 
Postal  Department  must  have  originated 
in  the  animosity  which  the  present  Go- 
vernment felt  against  the  three  northern 
counties  of  Scotland  in  consequence  of 
the  character  of  their  representation  in 
the  House  of  Commons 

Sir  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIK: 
Sir,  I  rise  to  Order.  The  Postmaster 
General  lias  no  right  to  allude  to  what 
is  not  before  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  re- 
marks of  the  Postmaster  General  wore 
relevant. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  such 
a  motive  as  that  which  was  attributed 
to  them  could  not  possibly  have  actuated 
the  Government,  the  notice  having  been 
given  ])y  that  distinguished  Represen- 
tative of  North  Britain,  the  late  Post- 
master General.  If,  however,  any  real 
difficidty  of  a  grievance  were  felt  imder 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  the  Post  Ollice 
would  not  object  to  a  reference  to  arbi- 
tration. The  main  point  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  speech  was,  that  there  should 
be  arbitration,  and  the  Post  Office  would 
not  object  to  that  course.  As  regarded 
the  conveyance  of  mails  by  ordinary 
passenger  trains,  he  might  obser\''e  that 
that  had  been  done  in  the  case  of  the 
mail  seiTices  from  Manchester,  Bir- 
mingham, and  other  large  towns  of 
England  and  Ireland,  and  he  coidd  not 
for  the  life  of  him  understand  why  it 
should  not  be  satisfactory  in  the  case 
under  consideration.  What  the  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  desire  did  not  seem 
to  him  (Lord  J.  Manners)  of  the  slight- 
est practical  importance.  The  main  de- 
livery of  letters  at  Wick  and  Thurso 
must  still  take  place  early  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  the  increased  cost  to  the  public 


would  be  of  no  advantage  to  thoee 
towns.  The  only  result  would  be  tbt 
payment  of  a  very  considerable  subsidT 
for  a  special  mail  service.  The  Poeul 
Department  was  of  opinion  that  the  cir- 
cumstances were  not  such  as  would  justify 
such  a  payment,  especiaUy  as  without 
it  the  mail  service  could  be  conducted 
with  regularitv  and  efficiency. 

Sm  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIE  uid. 
the  Postmaster  General  had  not  inforni€<i 
the  House  by  what  means  the  SundiT 
mails  were  to  be  conveyed.  As  a  di- 
rector of  the  Highland,  Suthprland.  and 
Caithness  Hailway^  he  could  state  thtt 
his  brother  directors  were  determined 
that  no  train  should  run  on  Sundays. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  h? 
must  leave  the  hon.  Baronet  and  hi& 
colleagues  to  settle  that  question  with 
the  Company. 

THE    JUDICATUKE  BILLS-POSTTOXE. 
lALEXT.— <iUE8TlOX. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 

the  Government  to  give  some  further  in- 
formation as  to  tlie  reasons  which  in- 
duced them  to  postpone  the  measures 
with  reference  to  Law  Heform.  Thosf 
Bills  were  down  on  the  Paper  for  that 
evennig,  but  ho  supposed  it  was  with 
the  intention  of  discharging  the  Orden. 
Last  year  a  measure  was  passed  by  Par- 
liament relating  to  the  Appellate  Jum- 
diction,  which  should  have  come  into 
operation  that  year.  However,  not  onlr 
had  they  made  no  progress  in  law  re- 
form that  year ;  but  if  they  discharged 
these  Oixlers  they  would  be  making  pn»- 
gress  in  the  fashion  of  the  crab,  be- 
cause they  would  be  going  backward '^ 
and  postponing  the  action  which  they 
had  matured  last  year.  No  one  desireil 
to  interpose  a  single  obstacle  to  the  psF^- 
ing  of  such  a  measure  as  would  allow 
the  English  Act  of  1873  to  come  into 
operation  this  year.  That  Act  was  verr 
carefully  framed,  and  was  only  passed 
after  verv  careful  deliberation,  and  there 
were  Kules  to  be  made  in  accordance 
with  it.  He  believed  those  Eules  had 
been  prepared  and  laid  before  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  therefore  he  saw  no  reason 
why  the  Act  should  not  come  into  opera- 
tion. He  was  not  surprised  that  the 
Government  did  not  proceed  with  the 
voluminous  Iiish  Bill  in  the  face  of  the 
Irish  difficulties  ;  but  that  Bill  was  al- 
together outside  the  comers  of  the  Act 
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of  1873.  yuroly,  then,  they  might  go 
on  with  the  Act  of  1873  as  far  as  it 
affected  England,  or,  at  all  events,  in 
reference  to  the  inferior  Courts.  They 
were  making  a  retrogi'ado  step  in  law 
reform,  wliich  was  not  a  vorj'  creditable 
thing  for  a  new  Parliament  to  do.  The 
postponement  of  the  Judicature  Bill 
was  worse  than  the  Massacre  of  the  In- 
noct»nts — it  was  the  murder  of  an  adult. 
He  hoped  some  better  reason  would  be 
g^ven  for  not  proceeding  with  the  Bill 
than  they  had  yet  had.  WJiy  was  it  to 
be  done  ?  It  was  not  because  of  any 
factious  opposition  from  his  side  of  the 
House,  liiey  were  anxious  to  give  every 
assistance  in  passing  that  Bill,  that  the 
Act  of  1 87t3  might  come  into  force.  If  the 
new  Kides  were  laid  on  the  Table,  they 
might  ^mss  the  Bill  with  tlie  necessary 
alterations  through  Committee  in  a  very 
few  hours,  and  then  they  would  not 
bang  up  that  important  system  of  law 
reform. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
lie  was  quite  content  to  accept  the  ob- 
servations of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
as  having  been  made  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility,  but  with  a  desire  to  aid  the 
Government  in  their  proposed  legis- 
lation, if  they  could  see  their  way 
to  carry  it  through.  There  were  five 
Bills  among  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
three  of  them  liaving  reference  to  the 
transfer  of  land  and  two  to  the  sys- 
tem of  Judicature.  As  to  the  first  three, 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  not 
su^ested  that  they  should  or  could  be 
proceeded  with.  He  (the  Attorney 
General),  however,  would  rather  limit 
the  obser\'ation  to  that  which  formed 
the  subject  of  the  first  Order  of  the  Day, 
because,  though  there  were  three  Bills 
relating  to  Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  it 
was  the  first  which  was  the  important 
one ;  it  was  a  long  Bill,  wliich  would 
doubtless  occupy  much  time  whenever  it 
was  dealt  witli  in  Committee.  It  had, 
however,  been  very  fully  discussed  on 
the  second  reading,  and  a  variety  of 
suggestions  had  been  made,  which  would 
assist  them  greatly  in  deahng  with  it  on 
a  future  occasion.  With  regard  to  the 
two  other  Bills,  the  Real  Property 
Vendors  and  Purchasers  Bill,  and  the 
Beal  Property  Limitation  Bill,  there 
was  no  substantial  opposition  in  the 
House  to  them,  and  they  might  perhaps 
be  carried  through  with  the  assistance 
which  he  was  sure  he  should  receive 


from  his  lion.  Friends ;  ho  should  cer- 
tainly endeavour  to  pass  them.  If 
passed,  they  woidd  eliect  a  valuable 
improvement  in  the  state  of  the  law, 
and  also  render  it  more  easy  to  deal 
with  the  subject  of  land  transfer  in 
a  future  {Session.  He  now  came  to 
the  other  two  13ills,  with  respect  to 
Judicature.  Although  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  spoken  of  the  Act 
of  last  year  as  having  been  passed  after 
a  great  amount  of  deliberation,  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  thought  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  House 
that  that  Act  required  amendment.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion should  be  allowed  to  come  into  opera- 
tion on  the  Ist  of  November  next  un- 
amended, or  whether  its  operation  should 
be  postponed  until  such  time  as  those 
Amendments,  which  would  make  it  really 
a  valuable  measure,  were  passed.  He 
thought  he  should  have  the  concurrence 
of  a  large  proportion  of  the  House  in 
saying,  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  bring 
the  Act  of  last  Session  into  operation, 
unless  they  also  brought  into  operation 
the  Bill  now  before  the  II(mse.  If  the 
Act  of  last  year  come  into  force  alone, 
they  would  have  the  House  of  Lords  no 
longer  continuing  as  a  Court  of  Appeal 
for  English  cases,  but  continuing  as  a 
(I'Ourt  of  Appeal  for  Irish  and  Scotch 
cases.  That,  he  thought,  would  be  ex- 
tremely undesirable,  for  many  reasons, 
which  he  need  not  now  particularly 
mention,  and  there  was  no  question 
that  the  Act  of  last  year  was  passed 
on  the  faith  that,  before  it  was 
brought  into  operation,  another  Bill 
would  be  passed,  which  would  enable 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  in  S<?otch  and 
Ii-ish  cases  to  be  removed  from  the 
Hous(?  of  Lords  to  the  Imperial  Court 
of  Appeal.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
suggested  that  they  could  strike  out  of 
the  Judicature  Bill  the  reference  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland;  but,  if  they  did 
that,  they  would  have  the  Judicature 
Act  of  last  Session  coming  into  force, 
abolishing  the  House  of  Lords  as  a 
Court  of  Appeal  for  English  cases,  but 
leaving  it  still  a  Court  of  Appeal  for 
Scotch  and  Irish  cases,  the  unde- 
sirableness  of  which  he  had  already 
adverted  to.  The  House  was  aware 
that  the  present  Bill,  as  far  as  re- 
garded the  removal  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
Irish  matters,  was  very  strongly  opposed 
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by  a  largo  number  of  tlio  lieprosenta- 
tives  of  Ireland  in  that  House.  The 
observations  made  by  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, in  tlie  course  of  the  discussion  on 
the  Billy  and  the  Amendments  they  had 
put  on  the  Paper,  clearly  showed  tluit 
they  intended  to  oppose  the  proposal  to 
do  away  with  the  appellate  jiirisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  in  Irish  mat- 
ters. Again,  it  was  not  desirable  to 
caiTy  that  portion  of  the  amendment 
of  their  system  of  judicature  which  would 
create  a  new  Court  of  Appeal,  as  far 
as  regarded  Irish  cases,  when  they  were 
not  able  to  proceed  with  the  other  Judi- 
cature Bill,  the  eSect  of  whicli  would 
be  to  re-arrange  and  improve  the  whole 
system  of  judicature  in  Ireland?  He 
tliought  the  whole  scheme  ought  to  go 
together,  and  it  was  quite  clear  that  there 
would  be  no  chance  of  their  passing 
that  Session  the  second  of  those  mea- 
sures, the  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Bill.  Therefore,  because  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  alter  the  Ultimate  Court  of 
Appeal,  as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned, 
unless  tliey  also  altered  the  whole  form 
of  procedure  in  Ireland  ;  and,  likewise, 
because  it  was  not  desirable  to  bring  the 
new  appellate  tribunal  into  operation  as 
far  as  regarded  England  until  it  was 
also  brought  into  operation  for  Scotland 
and  Ireland — on  both  or  either  of  these 
groimds,  it  was  unadvisable  to  proceed 
with  the  liill  to  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  particularly  referred. 
The  Government,  and  he  personally, 
had  been  verv  desirous  tliat  the  Bills 
to  which  lie  had  referred  should  be 
passed,  and  tli(^y  had  hoped  that  they 
would  liave  had  an  opportunity  of  pass- 
ing them ;  but  h«'  was  bound  to  admit 
that,  within  the  last  few  days,  he  had 
had  communications  from  several  of  his 
hon.  Friends  who  rei)resented  Irish  con- 
stituencies, which  nuide  it  perfectly  clear 
to  him  tliat  there  was  no  jn'ospect,  within 
any  reasonable  duration  of  the  present 
Session,  of  carr3-ing  either  of  tliose 
measures,  and  therefore  he  thought 
the  course  the  G(.)vurnment  was  pur- 
suing was  tlie  only  one  they  could  adopt. 
As  to  the  charge  of  the  Session  being 
wasted,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  present  was  not  a  Ses^?ion  of  ordi- 
nary duration ;  the  time  at  tlie  disposal 
of  the  House  had  been  mu(;h  curtailed 
])y  circumstances  over  which  they  had 
no  control.  He  did  not  behove,  how- 
over,  that  the  time  spent  in  the  discus- 
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sion  and  consideration  of  tliose  measurei 
had  been  lost,  and  be  trusted  that  in  th^ 
ensuing  Session  an  opportunity  vould 
be  given  them  for  effecting  that  amend- 
ment and  reform  of  the  law  irhich  thev 
all  desired. 


COLOXIAL  OFFICF^TIIE  OFFICIAL 
STAFF.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  wished  to  put  a 
(iuestion  of  which  he  had  given  'Solki^ 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  L"|i 
to  1867 — that  was  during  the  time  when 
the  Colonial  Office  administered  the  go- 
vernment of  all  the  colonies  of  the 
British  Crown — the  staff  of  that  office 
consisted  of  one  Secretary  of  State,  one 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretaxy,  a  per- 
manent Under  Secretary,  and  one  Assis- 
tant Secretary.  In  1867,  Sir  Henzr 
Holland  was  appointed  as  legal  adviser 
to  the  Colonial  Office  at  a  salaiy  of 
£1,000  or  £1,200.  In  1870  Lord  Gran- 
ville applied  to  the  Treasury  to  turn 
the  appointment  of  legal  adviser  intu 
an  assistant  Secretar}'ship,  pointing  out 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  work  to 
occupy  the  legal  adviser's  time.  That 
change  was  agreed  to  on  behalf  of  the 
Treasury,  and  Sir  Ileiiry  Holland  was 
appointed  as  a  second  Assistant  Secre- 
tary at  £1,500  a-year.  With  that  h« 
believed  there  was  no  fault  to  find. 
The  next  step  was,  that  less  than  two 
years  ago,  it  was  necessaxy  to  place 
tlie  Colonial  Office  under  the  new 
Order  in  Council  with  regard  to  com- 
petition, and  tlie  office  was  rather 
weakened  at  the  lower  and  strengthened 
at  the  upper  parts,  a  third  Assistant 
Secretary  being  appointed ;  so  that 
whereas  when  the  Colonial  Office  f/ny- 
vei*ned  all  the  colonies  it  had  only  cue 
Assistant  Secretary;  now  that  the  co- 
lonies governed  themselves,  it  had 
three.  Moreover,  the  Home  Office, 
whicli  governed  England,  and  had  some- 
thing to  say  to  Scotch  and  Irish  affair?, 
had  no  Assistant  Secretary  at  aU.  If 
that  tliird  Assistant  Secretary  was  un- 
necessary, there  was  not  only  a  waste  of 
£  1 ,  500  a-year,  but  the  arrangement  wad 
fraught  with  other  evil  consequences,  be- 
cause the  Parliamentary  officials  wen 
relieved  from  the  proper  work  of  that 
office,  and  were  only  "crammed"  for 
particular  cases.  Thus  they  'lost  a 
most  powerful  and  useful  means  of 
educating  future  statesmen.     The  tight 
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hop.  Gentleman  concluded  Ly  asking 
Whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ohequer  would  explain  why  a  third 
Assistant  Secretary  had  been  appointed 
to  the  Colonial  Office,  although  the 
number  and  salaries  of  the  persons  em- 
ployed in  that  office  were  settled  by 
agreement  between  the  Treasury  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  very  liberal 
terms  less  than  two  years  ago  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  said,  the  appointment  had 
heen  made,  because  it  was  very  strongly 
represented  to  the  Treasury  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  that 
tliough  the  establishment  which  had 
heen  arranged  for  the  Colonial  Office 
tras  strong  enough  in  the  clerical  de- 
i)artraent,  the  secretariat,  and  particu- 
larly the  legal  branch  of  it,  was  not  suf- 
ficiently strong  for  the  duties  it  had  to 
perform.  It  had  also  been  strongly 
urged  upon  the  Government  that  the 
duties  of  the  office  could  not  be  eflPec- 
tually  discharged  without  further  assis- 
tance. The  fact  that  certain  of  our  co- 
lonies were  self-governing  had  in  some 
respects  increased,  rather  than  dimi- 
nished, the  amount  of  correspondence  and 
the  difficulty  of  questions  arising  between 
the  colonies  and  the  mother-country.  It 
was  comparatively  simple  to  arrange 
questions  in  which  the  Crown  was  su- 
preme, but  not  so  easy  wlien — as  in  the 
case  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  for  in- 
stance— the  colony  had  almost  the  power 
of  an  independent  State.  In  such  cases  as- 
sistance of  a  superior  character  was  re- 
quired, and  an  efficient  staflF  was  necessary 
in  order  to  secure  despatch  and  accuracy. 
Therefore,  when  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon 
asked  for  the  extra  assistance,  the  Trea- 
sury took  into  consideration  the  recent 
re-oi^anization  of  the  Department,  and 
it  occurred  to  them  that  the  salaries  paid 
to  the  principal  clerks  were  such  that  the 
holders  of  the  offices  ought  to  be  able  to 
render  such  assistance  as  would  make  it 
unnecessary  to  add  to  the  secretarial 
staff.  The  answer  was,  that  the  gentle- 
men likely  to  fill  the  offices  of  principal 
clerks  would  not  possess  the  legal  qualifi- 
cations necessary  to  meet  the  case.  The 
Treasury,  while  disappointed  at  the  fact 
that  the  re -organization  of  the  Depart- 
ment had  not  strengthened  the  office  to 
the  degree  that  was  expected,  were  not 
prepared  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
refusing  the  assistance  which  Lord  Car- 
narron  said  was  necessary ;  but  at  the 


same  time  they  expressed  an  opinion 
that  the  re- organization  ought  to  be  re- 
considered, especially  in  reference  to 
the  appointment  of  principal  clerks. 
They  had  in  consenting  to  the  increase 
now  asked,  stipulated  that  the  fourth 
principal  clerkship  should  not  be  filled 
up  till  the  total  cost  of  the  office  had 
been  reduced  by  a  certain  amount,  and 
that  no  one  of  the  offices  should  in  fu- 
ture be  filled  without  a  special  reference 
to  the  Treasur}*,  who  should  consider 
whether  the  appointment  was  necessary. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  said,  he  washed 
before  the  Hoiise  went  into  Committee, 
to  express  his  opinion  that  the  Attorney 
GeneraPs  explanation  of  the  course  of 
the  Government  in  reference  to  the  Judi- 
cature Act  and  the  Amendment  Bills 
was  very  unsatisfactory.  The  whole 
statement  amounted  to  this — that  there 
was  not  time  in  the  present  Session  to 
pass  the  Amending  Bill ;  but  if  that  was 
so,  the  Government  was  alone  respon- 
sible. The  Bill  was  one  of  the  measures 
mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  as  lat«  as  the  8th  of  June,  the  Prime 
Minister  mentioned  it  as  one  of  those 
which  tlie  Government  intended  to  press 
forward  and  pass  this  Session.  The  fact, 
however,  was,  that  the  Government  had 
preferred  to  push  forward  legislation  in 
reference  to  which  no  promise  had  been 
given,  and  to  drop  that  which  the  House 
and  the  country  expected  to  see  proceeded 
with.  Already  the  House  had  dealt  with 
the  greater  part  of  the  BiU  in  Committee, 
and  if  it  was  to  be  dropped,  the  time 
had  been  wasted.  As  ho  had  suggested 
on  Saturday,  there  would  bo  ample  time 
to  pass  the  Bill  by  the  10th  or  12th  of 
August,  if  the  question  as  it  affected 
Ireland  was  postponed  until  next  Ses- 
sion. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  B.vll)  contended'  that 
the  last  suggestion  of  the  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  not  be  carried 
out.  The  Bill  was  not  intended  to  amend 
the  Act  of  last  vear,  but  to  constitute 
one  Imperial  Court  for  the  Three  King- 
doms, and  it  was  of  pn'eat  importance 
that  that  Court  should  be  constituted  by 
one  Bill,  and  not  by  separate  measures. 
He  objected  to  any  discussion  or  consi- 
deration of  the  question  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  separatelv  for  England. 

Sm  HENRY  JAMES  observed  that 
he  had  not  suggested  that  the  cases  of 
the  three  countries  should  be  taken  sepa- 
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rately.  If  the  amending  Bill  were  pro- 
ceeded with,  the  Imperial  Court  which 
it  proposed  would  be  a  perfectly  good 
one,  without  reforonco  to  the  Judicature 
of  Ireland  Bill. 

Tjie  ATTOENEY  general  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  there  was 
a  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford,  that  the 
clauses  relating  to  Ireland  should  be  left 
out ;  but  that  was  impossible,  because, 
in  whatever  manner  the  Imperial  Court 
of  Appeal  was  constituted,  it  would  re- 
main the  final  Court  for  all  three  coun- 
tries, and  therefore  ulthoup:h  Ireland 
might  at  present  bo  omitted,  its  form  and 
character  yet  were  of  vital  importance  to 
Ireland.  He  could  not  assent  to  the 
suggestion  that  a  Bill  relating  to  this 
countiy  should  be  passed,  oven  with  the 
undei-taking  that  it  should  be  afterwards 
extended  to  Ireland  and  Scotland.  When 
the  Govenimont  came  to  appoint  the 
Judges  of  the  Imperial  (^ourt,  they  must 
be  iniluoncod  by  the  consideration  whe- 
ther  appeals  from  Ireland  and  Scotland 
were  to  be  disposed  of  by  it.  They 
(joiild  not  pr(U'oed  with  the  Bill,  there- 
fore, under  the  idea  that  it  was  one  in 
which  the  Irish  Members  had  ud  inte- 
rest. Tliat  being  so,  the  questions  which 
arose  on  the  several  Amendments  on  the 
Paper — and  some  of  tliem  wort^  of  great 
irnportanee — must  be  discusi?ed,  and  it 
was  obvious  that  they  could  not  be  ade- 
([uately  conM<UT('d  at  this  period  of  the 
Session. 

Mil.  JUJTT  rose  t<)  adtlress  Ihe  Iloiise, 
when — 

Mk.  SrEAKEIl  said,  he  must  remind 
hon.  ]\r('mbers  that  to  discuss  the  provi- 
sions of  a  1  >iU  on  the  Question  for  going 
into    Committee    of    Supply   was    irre- 


gular. 


Mk.  THOMSON  HANKEY,  referring 
to  the'statemeutof  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  respect  to  thft  Colonial 
Oiii(u»,  said,  that  the  arrangemc^nt  pro- 
])osed  would  work  injuriously  to  the 
elerks  in  tlu^  office,  who  had  a  right  to 
expect  preferment  in  the  order  of  their 
appoiutment.  A  slur  would  be  cast 
upon  their  character,  if  they  were  passed 
over  and  a  gentleman  from  another  De- 
partment ]">romot<.'d  over  their  heads. 

Sir  henry  DKUMMONI)  WOLEE 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  act 
upon  the  e<H)nomic  suggestion  of  the 
light  lum.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London.      The  office 
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in  queBtion  was  not  oyermanned,  and 
when  the  alterations  which  had  bees 
referred  to  were  made,  the  offices  of 
chief  clerk  and/wc««  writer  were  abo- 
lished, and  no   additional   expenditure 
had  been  entailed.   lie  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  recon- 
sider the  answer  he  hod  given  to  thf^ 
Colonial    Office,    and    that     he    would 
not    tie    down    the     additional    Under 
Secretary  with  any  economical  sngge<(- 
tions. 

Mr.  M'LAJREN  said,  with  reference 
to  colonial  matters,  he  had  the  honour 
of  being  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
that  received  evidence  on  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  stated  that  he  believed  that  no  addi- 
tional expense  was  incurred  in  there- 
construction  of  that  office.  "\VeU,  he 
(Mr.  M*Ijaren)  remembered  that  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
showed  that  there  was  a  small  addition 
to  the  expense ;  but  it  was  alleged  that 
the  benefits  were  so  great  of  the  sup- 
pose<l  reconstruction,  tlmt  eventually 
savings  would  arise  therefrom,  and  the 
Oonmiittee,  although  with  some  apparent 
reluctance,  did  not  report  upon  that  sub- 
ject.  But  the  Committee  were  at  the 
same  time  told  that  in  ordtT  to  effect  the 
so-called  economical  reconstruction  or 
arrangement,  two  gentlemen  had  agreed 
to  retire,  though  the  witness  could  nM 
tell  them  what  were  to  be  the  retiring 
allowances.  He  found,  however,  bv 
the  Papers  before  the  House,  that  one 
of  those  gentlemen  (Sir  George  Barrow. 
Bart.)  retired  on  t' 1,06.3  13».  4^.,  and 
the  other  (Sir  Ilenrj'  Taylor)  retired  on 
£1.100  ;  so  that,  first  of  all,  there  was 
a  small  increase  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  office,  c;ven  as  rerron struct ed.  and 
then  there  were  those  two  sums  amount- 
ing to  £2,200  as  an  additional  expense, 
and  now  there  was  a  third  additional 
expenditure  by  the  officer  now  appointed 
— an  appointment  which  the  Committee 
were  led  to  think  would  not  be  neces- 
sary. He  thought  it  right  that  the 
House  should  know  those  circumstances 
as  regarded  the  retiring  allowance. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

!Main  Quos'tion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 
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SUPPLY-STJPPLE^IENTARY 
ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £170,000,  Supplementary  sum. 
Hating  of  certain  Government  Pro- 
perty, &c. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  be  hoped  that 
hefore  the  Vote  was  agreed  to,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  give 
some  explanation  with  respect  to  the 
Supplemental  Estimates.  The  Commit- 
tee were  called  upon  to  vote  something 
like  £600,000  on  those  Estimates,  and 
yet,  according  to  what  he  had  said  in 
the  course  of  his  Financial  Statement, 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  had  estimated 
the  Burplus  for  the  year  at  £300,000, 
and  since  that  statement  had  been  made, 
the  Revenue  Eetums,  according  to  his 
own  admission,  had  not  exceeded  his 
expectations.  lie  therefore  wished  to 
know  from  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
what  he  had  in  the  shape  of  additional 
Heveuue  to  set  against  these  Supple- 
mental Estimates,  so  as  to  prevent  the 
country  having  to  face  a  deficiency  in  its 
finances  at  the  end  of  the  year  ?  As  he 
understood  the  matter,  tlie  (^ommittee 
was  to  be  called  upon  to  vote  £350,000 
towards  the  local  expenses  for  the  police, 
and  £250,000  towards  the  local  expenses 
for  lunatics ;  but  next  year  those  sums 
would  be  doubled,  and  the  result  would 
be  that  unless  the  Ee venue  far  ex- 
ceeded their  expectations,  a  very  serious 
and  important  deficit  would  have  to  be 
met.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in  calling 
upon  the  Committee  to  vote  those  Sup- 
plementary' Estimates,  the  right  hon. 
Uentleman  was  adopting  the  dangerous 
principle  of  promising  cei-tain  remissions 
of  taxation,  the  full  effect  of  which 
would  not  come  into  operation  during 
the  present  financial  year.  He  wished 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  however, 
that  in  voting  the  present  Estimates 
he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  was  not  pledged  to  the 
practice  of  making  grants  from  the  Im- 
perial funds  to  local  purposes.  He 
looked  upon  such  a  practice  as  mis- 
chievous, and  he  believed  it  was  fraught 
with  future  evils  to  the  country.  Further, 
he  thought  they  were  about  to  vote 
money  wnich  in  the  present  state  of  the 
Hevenue  they  could  not  properly  afford. 

Ma.  THOMSON  HANKEY  thought 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  given  a  "perboHj  satisfactory  expla- 


nation of  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion, when  he  showed  that  there  was 
no  probability  of  theu*  being  any  excess 
of  expenditure  over  revenue,  even  after 
these  Supplementary  Estimates  had  been 
taken  into  .account.  He  must,  however, 
enter  his  protest  against  the  general  idea 
that  all  Government  property  shoidd  ho 
rated,  without  their  knowing  exactly 
what  thev  were  about.  Thev  had  no 
Papers  before  them  to  show  in  what  way 
the  local  taxation  was  to  be  relieved; 
they  only  knew  that  £170,000  was  to  be 
paid  in  aid  of  that  taxation.  It  was 
clear  that  that  money  was  paid  by  the 
whole  nation ;  but  who  was  to  receive 
the  benefit  of  this  expenditure  ?  Ilis  own 
opinion  was  that,  in  most  instances,  the 
benefit  derived  from  the  presence  of  Go- 
vernment propiTty  in  a  locality  out- 
Wf-ighed  any  injury  sustained  by  reason 
of  its  exemption  from  rating. 

Mk.  booed  said,  the  question  of  the 
taxation  of  Government  property  having 
been  dt>cided  last  year,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  ought  not  to  attempt  to 
re-open  the  question  now.  He  (Mr. 
Boord)  could  assuro  the  hon.  ^Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Hankey)  that  in 
his  borough,  the  neighbourhood  of  Go- 
vernment property  was  a  disadvantage 
rather  than  an  advantage  to  the  locality, 
the  rates  being  enormously  increased  by 
the  wear  and  tear  of  tlie  roads  caused  by 
the  transit  of  heavy  guns  and  niateriiils,  by 
injury  to  the  drains,  and  by  the  increase 
of  pauperism  consequent  upon  the  num- 
ber of  persons  employed  in  the  Govern- 
ment works.  He  suggested  that  by 
taking  a  pei*centage  on  the  cost  of  con- 
struction, a  basis  of  assessment  might  bo 
easily  obtained  for  rating  such  public 
property.  On  a  previous  occasion,  when 
the  question  was  before  the  Committee, 
he  understood  the  Government  to  have 
pledged  tliemselves  to  i)lacethe  matter  on  a 
permanent  footing  at  the  first  opportunity. 

^iR.  SCLATEK-BOOTH  stated  that 
that  was  their  intention. 

Sill  EDWAED  WATKIN  said,  be- 
fore the  Vote  was  taken,  the  Committee 
ought  to  know  what  the  Government 
were  going  to  do  with  the  money.  Here 
was  a  large  sum  of  £170,000  to  be  voted 
by  the  House,  and  yet  nothing  had  been 
statt.'d  as  to  its  disposal.  There  might 
be  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  who  had  made  themselves  obnoxious 
and  whose  constituents  would  get  very 
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little,  while  those  of  other  Gentlemen 
would  get  a  good  deal.  It  was  a  very 
dangerous  precedent  to  vote  money  in 
this  way  en  bloCy  without  being  told  on 
what  principle  it  was  to  be  distributed. 

Mr.  SCOIJEFIELl)  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  forgotten  that  the 
Budget  speech  distinctly  provided  for 
this  Vote. 

The  CH  ANCEI.LOE  of  niE  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  hon.  Member  for  Hacknoj' 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  has  put  a  Question  which 
he  would  hardly  liave  put  had  he  beeil  a 
Member  of  this  Iloiise  at  the  time  the 
Budget  was  brought  forward,  because 
thou  he  would  have  remembered  that 
the  financial  arrangements  were  founded 
on  the  proposals  to  which  tlie  Committee 
is  now  asked  to  give  effect.  "NVo  in- 
cluded in  the  calculations  for  the  year  a 
certain  amount  of  expenditure  for  pur- 
poses embraced  in  those  Estimates  which 
are  called,  and  which,  to  a  certain  extent 
are,  Supplementar}' ;  but  as  far  as  they 
relate  to  the  A'oto  in  aid  of  local  contri- 
butions for  police  and  lunatics  now 
under  consideration,  they  are  not  truly 
Supplementary  Estimates,  but  are  part 
of  the  regular  iinaiioial  arrangements. 
Therefore,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
says  we  are  asking  for  a  large  sum  which 
goes  beyond  the  margin  provided  for  in 
the  Budget,  and  tliat  he  does  not  see 
how  that  large  sum  is  to  be  found,  ho  is 
mistaking  the  character  of  the  aiTange- 
monts  for  the  year.  Now,  those  hon. 
(feutlomen  who  wrro  present  when  the 
Financial  Stati^iiient  was  made  aro  aware 
that  the  Statement  was  of  this  character. 
Coi-tain  taxes  wore  r(»mitted  and  certain 
arrangements  nuide,  and  then  it  was 
stated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  proposu  that  various 
sums  should  be  voted  in  aid  oi  lottal 
taxation.  These  sums  were  to  be  applied 
partly  to  the  expense  of  the  police,  partly 
of  pauper  lunatics,  and  partly  in  the 
nature  of  an  a<ldition  to  the  contribu- 
tions made  for  Government  property; 
and  the  amount  it  was  proi>osed  to  take 
for  these  purposes  came  to  £1,010, 000. 
Taking  the  lv<.<venue  and  Expenditure 
as  then  estimated,  and  calculating  that 
part  of  the  Expenditure  to  which  1  have 
just  referred  at  £1,010,000,  T  reck(med 
there  would  remain  a  sui-plusof  £-46'J,000. 
Of  course,  if  the  Eovenue  falls  short, 
that  surplus  will  not  be  realized.  I  have 
no  reason  to  fear  that  the  Revenue  will 
fall  short.     At  all  ev(^nts,  that  is  a  ques- 


tion  which  I  do  not  discuss,  and  tihebm. 
Gentleman  does  not  raise  it.  Well,  then, 
how  are  we  to  meet  the  espenditnn 
which  we  are  called  upon  to  defray? 
With  regard  to  this  expenditure,  if  we 
called  upon  the  Committee  to  Tote 
£1,010,000,  the  surplus  would  remain 
as  it  was  estimated,  £462,000.  But  ve 
are  not  asking  the  Committee  to  vote  sn 
large  a  sum.  Instead  of  £1,010,000 
we  are  asking  the  Committee  only  for 
£706,000  for  the  three  items  which  I 
liave  mentioned.  The  amount  in  aid  of 
local  rates  for  Government  property  ii 
£170,000,  the  same  as  the  Budget  End- 
mate.  The  amount  for  police,  instead 
of  being  £600,000  as  at  first  estimated,  is 
only  £315,000 ;  and  the  amount  for 
lunatics,  which  I  estimated  at  £240,000, 
is  now  £22 1 ,  692.  Wo  are  therefore  ask- 
ing only  £706,692  instead  of  £  1 ,010,000, 
being  a  difference  of  £304,000  in  onr 
favour.  Instead,  therefore,  of  the  sur- 
plus being  £462,000,  as  was  anticipated, 
we  have  a  margin  of  £766,000  for  the 
present  year  to  go  upon.  But  out  of 
that  we  have  had  to  ask  for  some  strirtlr 
Sup])lementar3'  Estimates — £  1 50,000  for 
the  Navy ;  in  fact,  about  £369,000  alto- 
gether in  the  way  of  additional  Esti- 
mates. So  that  out  of  our  margin  of 
£766,000  we  are  going  to  take  £369,000. 
which  will  leave  us  still  with  an  anti- 
cipated surplus  for  the  present  year  of 
£397,000,  or  within  £3,000  of  £400,000. 
Til  at  can  hardly  bo  considered  an  ud- 
satisfactoiy  provision  for  a  Session  like 
the  present.  We  have  noticed  in  former 
years  that  the  surplus  estimated  at  the 
time  of  the  Budget  has  been  materially 
diuiinished  by  Supplementary  Estimates, 
and  if  we  are  able  to  close  the  year  with 
an  anticipated  sur^Dlusof  some  £400,000. 
I  think  we  are  not  in  an  unsatisfactory 
position  as  far  as  this  year  is  concerned. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  very  truly 
says — "  Though  you  are  levying  a  sur- 
plus for  the  present  year,  you  are  making 
a  very  heavy  draught  on  the  next  year." 
i  admit  that  is  an  observation  to  a  great 
extent  justified.  On  the  last  occasion  of 
a  financial  discussion  in  this  House  a 
week  or  two  ago,  the  hon.  and  learned 
jMember  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
coui*t)  umde  a  remark  about  my  having 
asked  in  the  Budget  Statement  for 
£000,000  for  the  police,  whereas  I  ex- 
pected that  a  considerable  portion  of 
that  sum  would  not  be  required  until 
next  year.     That  is  true ;  but  I  was  not 
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■are  at  the  time  how  much  would  be 
required;  and  I  was  anxious  tliat  the 
House  should  bear  in  mind  that  in  ask- 
ing^ for  those  Totes  we  were  asking  for 
something  which  would  not  only  exhaust 
the  money  at  our  command  this  year, 
but  would  make  a  demand  on  next  year. 
Now,  I  am  not  afraid,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  if  ever}'thing  goes  on  reasonably, 
and  we  are  fairly  prosperous,  that  the 
murplus  of  next  year  will  be  insufficient 
to  meet  the  charge  whicli  we  are  throw- 
ing upon  it.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I 
frankly  own  that  it  maybe  necessary  next 
jear  to  consider  ou^  position,  and  to  see 
whether  any  further  arrangements  may 
be  required  witli  a  view  to  make  the 
finances  of  that  year  entirely  satisfac- 
tory. If  there  should  be  any  grounds 
for  an  increase  of  expenditure ;  if  we 
should  see  any  reason  to  expect  a  de- 
clining Bevenue ;  if  we  should  think  it 
desirable  to  make  any  change  in  taxa- 
tion, with  a  view  to  the  relief  of  local 
burdens,  or  take  any  other  steps,  the 
Oovemment  would  be  prepared  to  make 
the  necessary  proposals.  But,  supposing 
we  make  no  change  at  all  next  year, 
that  our  expenditure  continues  as  it  is 
at  present,  and  that  there  is  the  normal 
increase  of  Revenue,  we  may  fairly  ex- 
pert that  what  we  ask  the  House  to  do 
this  year  and  to  undertake  for  next  year 
wUl  be  easily  done.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
Hankey)  has  made  some  remarks  with 
which  I  cordially  coincide.  I  think  the 
House  ought  very  carefully  to  consider 
how  far  it  ought  to  go  in  the  way  of 
making  contributions  to  local  taxation 
and  local  rates  iu  places  whore  the  Q^- 
vemment  has  property.  The  question, 
however,  is  one  of  very  great  difficulty. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hythe  (ISir  Edward 
Watkin)  says — **  I  cannot  trust  the  Go- 
Temment.  I  don't  know  what  tliey  may 
do  with  this  money,  and  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  ordinary 
rating  authorities."  I  do  not  know  that. 
I  feel  sure  that  if  the  ordinary  rating 
authorities  in  places  to  which  the  Go- 
Temment  property  gives  their  value, 
were  called  upon  to  say  what  the  Go- 
Temment  property  should  contribute, 
they  would  take  care  to  make  it  pay,  as 
the  saying  is,  ^'both  in  meal  and  in 
malt."  They  would  get  their  own  pro- 
perty enhanced  by  the  presence  of  Go- 
vernment property,  and  a  godd  slice  be- 
sides from  the  public  in  aid  of  their 
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rates.    Therefore,  it  is  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  lay  down  any  such  general  rule 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  suggested.     We 
are,  therefore,  obliged  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  do  for  this  year  certain  thin^ 
done  in  former  years.     We  are  not  m 
this  matter  proposing  anything  new,  for 
the  principle  is  the  same  as  that  upon 
which  the  sum  of  £63,000  has,  for  seve- 
ral   years,   been  applied  with    certain 
limitations  to  contributions  in  regard  to 
Government  property.     The  limitations 
wdre,   in  effect,  that  the   contributions 
were  only  to  be  made  in  the  case  of  the 
Government  property  amounting  to  about 
one-sixth  in  value  of  the  whole  property 
of  the  parish,  and  that  the  contributions 
should  only  be  made   in  proportion  to 
that  one-sixth,  iu  respect  of  that  portion 
of  the  rates  which   is  expended  in  the 
bond  fide  relief  of  the  poor.   We  propose 
to  do  two  things.     In  the  first  place,  we 
propose  to   do  away  with  the  limit  of 
one-sixth,  and  to   say  that  the  Govern- 
ment contributions  shall  be  given  in  all 
cases  where  the  Government  have  any 
property  in  a  parish ;  and  next,  we  pro- 
pose that  they  shall  be  given  not  only 
in   aid  of  the  poor  rate  proper,  but  in 
aid  of  the  local  rates  generally.     Then, 
the  mode  in  which  the  pa3rments  are  to 
bo  made  will  not  be  according  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Treasury'  as  heretofore. 
A  Minute  has  been  passed  by  the  Trea- 
sury,   and  laid  upon   the  Table  of  the 
House  about  a  month  ago  in  reference 
to  this  subject.     It  proposes  that  the 
payments  sliould  be  made  in  the  manner 
therein  described,  and  that  as  soon  as 
possible,  a  Eetum  shall  bo  completed 
and  laid  before  Parliament,  setting  forth 
the  name  of  every  parish  in  which  the 
Government  occupies  property,  the  rate- 
able value   of  the  parish,   exclusive  of 
such  property,  the  value  and  character 
of  such  property,  and  any  special  Acts  of 
Parliament  which  may  be  applicable  to 
eacli  case.     With  such  a  Return  as  that 
before  them.  Parliament  will  be  able  to 
exercise  a  sufficient  control,  and  to  hold 
the  balance  fairly  between  the  two  par- 
ties.  Let  the  hon.  Gentleman  remember 
there  are  two  parties  in  this  case.  There 
is,  in  point  of  fact,  always  a  possible 
danger  of  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
afraid  of  —  namely,    something  in  the 
nature  of  a  job   or  of  unfair  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.     But,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  is  a  much  greater  danger  of  the 
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application  of  public  money  by  local  au- 
thorities unduly  and  unfairly ;  and  what 
Parliament  ought  to  bo  especially  jealous 
of  is,  the  application  of  this  money, 
which  is  entrusted  to  the  Treasury,  in 
undue  proportion  in  aid  of  any  particu- 
lar locality.  However,  with  such  Re- 
turns as  those,  and  witli  the  control 
which  the  Auditor  General  and  hon. 
Members  who  take  an  interest  in  finance 
may  exercise,  there  will  really  be  little 
fear  of  the  Government  going  astray. 
I  think  I  have  now  answered  all  the 
questions  that  were  put  to  me,  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, there  is  no  fear  that  in  voting  tliis 
money  wo  are  going  beyond  the  amount 
which  Parliament  lias  plfiioed  at  our 
disposal  in  the  present  vear. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  in  order 
that  there  might  bo  no  misunderstand- 
ing on  the  subject,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  he  was  coiToct  in  saying  that 
the  now  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
it  was  proposed  to  discuss  to-night 
amountt'd  to  £219,000  or  £220,000?  In 
other  words,  did  the  total  of  £220,000 
now  submitted  to  tlie  Committee  repre- 
sent the  new  Supplementary  Estimates 
in  addition  to  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates which  were  voted  before,  and 
which  amounted  to  about  £160,000? 

Mr.  W.  II.  SMITH  said,  the  only 
Supplementary  Estimate  already  voted 
was  for  the  Navv,  and  it  amounted  to 
£1 50,000.  Another  Estimate  of  £  1 70,000 
was  proposed  to  the  House,  but  it  was 
withdrawn.  That  was  the  Vote  which 
was  now  under  discuss^ion. 

Mr.  GOSrilEN  said,  ihat  there- 
fore the  total  Supplementary  Estimate 
amounted  to  £100,000  for  the  Nav^'  and 
£220,000  to  be  lu'oposed  that  evening, 
exclusive  of  what  miglit  be  tenned  the 
Budget  Suppleiiieutary  Estimates  — 
namely,  those  which  were  indicated  to 
the  Committee  bv  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  l^iulget  Speech.  As 
ho  understood  the  matter,  while  there 
was  on  the  one  hand  about  £370,000  of 
additional  expenditure  of  an  Imperial 
character ;  on  the  other,  there  was  a 
saving,  if  it  could  be  called  a  saving, 
of  about  £.330,000,  which  would  be  paid 
less  in  relief  of  local  taxation  than  was 
anticipated  at  the  time  of  the  Budget. 
The  ratepayers  would  receive  £350,000 
less  than  they  were  led  to  expect  by 
the  Budget  Speech  in  respect  of  the 
police,  and   £20,000  less  in   respect  of 
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pauper  lunatics.  On  the  one  band,  tbnt* 
was  a  certain  increase  in  the  Supple 
mentary  Estimates  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had,  from  causes  which  he  ex- 
plained on  a  previous  occasion,  been 
able  to  save  £350,000  of  the  sum  which 
was  to  be  devoted  to  the  relief  of  local 
taxation.  This  saving  had  been  effected 
by  postponing  the  time  when  the  relief 
would  be  given. 

Mr.  W.  H.  S^nTH,  interponng. 
said  that  was  not  so. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  understood  that  the 
ratepayers  would  redieive  so  much  more 
in  the  next  year.  This  was  the  point 
on  which  lie  required  information. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  rate- 
payers  would  neither  lose  anything  nor 
would  they  get  next  year  a  larger  sum 
than  was  promised  thcni  this  year.  His 
riglit  hon.  Friend  tlio  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  making  his  Financiil 
Statement,  endeavoured  to  make  it  dear 
that  the  intention  of  the  Gk)vemment 
was,  that  these  additional  contributioni 
should  bo  contributions  for  the  financial 
year  ending  the  31st  of  March,  1875.  It 
must  be  perfectly  well  known  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  that  the  amounts 
X)aid  during  a  financial  year  did  not  ne- 
cessarily represent  the  whole  cost  of  that 
year.  In  ^loint  of  fact,  tho  police  and 
the  lunatics,  to  the  expense  of  whose 
maintenance  tho  Government  intended 
to  contribute,  would  bo  chargeable  as 
from  the  1st  of  April.  1874,  but  the 
whole  of  the  accounts  could  not  be  paid 
during  the  financial  year  which  ended 
on  the  31st  of  March,  1875.  The  Go- 
vernment would  pay  as  mucrh  as  they 
could  according  to  the  arrangements  of 
tho  local  bodies.  Nine  months'  accounts 
would  be  ptiid  for  tho  metropolis,  and 
six  months  for  tho  counties  and  bo- 
roughs. Of  course,  tho  Grovemment 
could  only  ask  for  the  amount  which 
would  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  current  financial  year. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  wished  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  give  some  explanation 
on  certain  points  in  the  Votes  affecting 
Scotland  ?  Tho  Committee  were  called 
upon  to  vote  £166,000  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  pauper  lunatics  in  England,  and 
£56,000  for  a  similar  purpose  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  perceive  that  there  was  any 
sum  put  down  for  the  maintenance  (Mf 
pauper  lunatics  in  Scotland.    He  feared 
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that  if  some  explanation  was  not  given 
on  this  point,  a  misapprehension  might 
arise  in  the  North.  As  they  were  now 
diioassing  general  matters  in  connection 
with  the  votes,  he  thought  that  the  most 
OonTenient  time  to  ask  for  information. 

The  chairman  called  the  atten- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  fact, 
that  the  Vote  before  the  Committee  did 
not  touch  upon  the  question  of  pauper 
hmatics,  and  suggested  that  it  would  bo 
better  to  postpone  the  question  till  the 
Tote  relating  to  that  matter  came  on  for 
consideration. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his 
statement,  and  could  assure  him  that 
though  he  had  not  the  happiness  to  be 
in  the  House  when  the  Financial  State- 
ment was  made,  he  had  carefully  studied 
it  since,  and  had  understood  from  that 
study,  that  certain  of  these  payments 
liad  been  provided  for.  This  year  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  not  mentioned 
in  the  Budget  amounted  to  £370,000. 
Suppose,  then,  that  everything  con- 
neoted  with  the  financial  condition  of  the 
eonntry  remained  the  same,  what  was 
the  position  in  which  we  were  placed  ? 
Everything  had  been  run  so  extremely 
fine,  that,  taking  into  account  those  Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  the  surplus  would 
DO  reduced  to  nothing.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  had  explained  that  we 
should  not  have  to  make  all  the  pay- 
ments for  local  charges  in  the  present 
year,  but  all  the  responsibilities  would 
be  incurred.  Wo  should  owe  the  money, 
and  therefore  he  thought  his  contention 
was  just — that  in  considering  these  Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  we  must  bear  in 
mind  that  our  financial  position  was  sucli 
that  we  should  coimnence  the  financial 
year  with  a  surplus  of  not  more  tliau 
£50,000  or  £60,000.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  order  to  get  his  sur- 
plus of  £450,000,  had  taken  from  his 
aooount  Telegraph  expenditure  amount- 
ing to  about  £350,000.  As  he  under- 
stood, the  revenue  from  the  Telegraphs 
would  be  £1,230,000,  and  the  expendi- 
ture £930,000,  leaving  a  surplus  of 
£300,000,  which,  with  another  £100,000, 
would  make  a  total  of  £400,000.  A\^ien 
the  revenue  and  the  expenditure  were 
eo  finely  balanced  it  seemed  to  liim 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  Government 
were  characterized  by  want  of  caution. 
They  had  credited  themselves  with  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  revenue  on  Telegraphs 


account,  and  he  (Mr.  Fawcott)  was  in- 
formed that  there  were  claims  of  between 
£4,000,000  and  £5,000,000  imder  arbi- 
tration, which  were  made  by  the  rail- 
way companies  in  consequence  of  extra- 
ordinary blunders  committed  when  the 
telegraphs  were  bought  by  the  Govern- 
ment. A  considerable  amount  had  been 
paid  by  the  Government  upon  these 
claims,  and  he  believed  it  was  admitted 
a  certain  amount  more  would  inevitably 
have  to  be  paid  ;  the  arbitrators  had  not 
to  consider  whether  anything  should  be 
paid,  but  only  to  assess  the  sums  that 
should  be  paid.  That  being  the  case, 
there  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  want  of  cau- 
tion in  not  reserving  a  single  sixpence  in 
order  to  meet  the  possible  results  of 
that  claim.  In  voting  large  sums  of 
money  in  aid  of  local  rates  from  Impe- 
rial funds,  he  felt  they  were  doing  an 
extremely  perilous  thing,  not  only  on 
financial  grounds,  but  also  on  the 
grounds  which  influenced  those  who 
were  now  represented  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  rejecting  the  rating  Bill  of  last 
year  because  the  whole  subject  of  local 
Government  had  not  been  considered. 
They  were  now  making  grants  from  Im- 
perial funds  to  local  rates,  and  common 
prudence  required  that  they  should  take 
additional  security  for  the  economical 
expenditure  of  the  money  which  was 
thus  given.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  to  divide ;  but  he  trusted  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
not  think  he  had  occupied  time  unne- 
cessarily. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  it  was  desir- 
able that  some  one  sliould  recall  the 
exart  figures.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  his  Budget  speech,  esti- 
mated tliat  the  expenditure  on  account 
of  local  rates  would  be  £1,010,000,  and 
he  now  found  it  would  be  £704,000, 
leaving  a  balance  of  £306,000.  There- 
fore, with  that  Supplemental  Estimate, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
still  within  a  few  thousand  pounds  of 
his  original  Estimate  ;  and  according  to 
these  figures  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney was  wrong.  [Mr.  Fawcett  said,  he 
spoke  of  next  year.]  They  had  to  do 
with  this ;  the  statement  made  was,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  re- 
duced his  estimated  surplus  to  a  sum  of 
£50,000 ;  tliat  was  not  the  case,  and  the 
estimated  surplus  still  remained.  The 
claims  of  the  railway  companies  with 
regard  to  telegraphs  had  been  known 
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for  years;  thoy  had  been  before  the 
C'ommittee  on  Public  Accounts ;  and 
when  the  money  was  paid,  it  would  go 
to  capital,  and  not  to  revenue  account. 
By  the  first  Teleg^raphs  Act,  the  expen- 
diture was  limited ;  by  a  second,  an  ad- 
ditional £1,000,000  was  granted;  and 
it  might  be  necessary  by  another  Act, 
still  further  to  increase  the  capital ;  but 
the  amount  of  the  claims  named  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  was  higher 
than  he  had  before  heard  it  stated.  The 
question  of  local  taxation  had  been  fully 
considered  and  discussed.  The  principle 
of  relieving  it  had  been  debated  ever 
since  1839;  and  it  was  adopted  in  the 
Police  Bill  of  1856,  on  the  unanimous 
recommendaticm  of  the  Committee  of 
1 8.03.  The  allocation  now  proposed  did 
not  aflect  the  surplus  which  was  esti- 
mated in  the  Budget  speecli — they  were 
dealing  with  sfivings  realized,  and  the 
Chnnei'Ilor  of  the  Exchequer  had  to  the 
good  what  covered  the  Supplemental  Es- 
timates. 

]Mk.  GOSCITEN  said,  the  claims  of 
tlio  railway  (jompanies  respecting  tele- 
graphs were  transmitted  to  the  late 
Govornmont  bv  their  Predecessors,  and 
therefore  he  was  surprised  to  have  heard 
that  these  claims  had  arisen  suddenly. 
Jle  pointed  out  to  tlie  Committee,  at  the 
time  of  puvchaso,  that  the  same  right  of 
telegraphy  was  being  paid  for  four  times 
over  ;  but  such  was  the  excessive  desire 
to  acquire  the  telegraphs  at  any  cost, 
that  there  appeared  to  be  perfect  blind- 
ness on  this  j)oint,  and  ho  divided  tlie 
Committee  several  times  only  to  find 
himself  in  a  minority  of  1.  As  regarded 
tlie  aid  to  local  ratos,  ho  wislied  to  know 
wli.'it  the  rat« 'payers  would  have  to  pay 
this  vear,  whetlier  the  same  rates,  less 
£000*, OOO,  or  less  £300,000? 

The  CI  r  AN(ia  J/)R  of  tiik  EXCIIE- 
QTi^EK  :  The  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  ])roposal  made  was  this — 
that  relief  should  be  given  to  the  local 
ratepayers  from  the  commencement  of 
the  Imperial  financial  year — tlie  1st  of 
A]u*il,  1 874,  for  a  certain  amount.  That 
relief  would,  of  c(mrso,  be  given  in  the 
form  in  which  the  Government  subsidies 
have  been  always  paid.  Taking  the 
case  of  the  police  as  an  examjile,  where 
in  former  i)eriods  w(^  paid  one-fourth, 
we  now  propose  to  pay  one-half.  That 
one-half  will  be  paid  in  respect  of  ex- 
penditure incuiTcd  by  the  locality  in  the 
year  commencing  the  1st  of  April,  1874. 

Jlr.  Goldney 


But  the  time  when  these  payments  m 
made  varies  in  different  cases.    In  nw 
cases  they  are  paid  twice  in  theyar. 
In  these  cases — those  of  counties  utA 
boroughs — the  first    payment  will  M 
within  the  financial  year  ending  1874-75; 
the  second  payment  will  fall  just  afta 
the  termination  of    the    financial  yen 
1874-75.     The  amount  which  the  rate- 
payers will  receive  will  be  precisely  tlw 
amount  which  was  intended  to  be  giv« 
them    by   the   Government    when  the 
Financial  Statement  was  made;  andii 
to  the  effect  upon  the  Imperial  financM 
of  the  year,  it  will  not  affect  to  the  loll 
extent  the  financial  year  ending  the  Slit 
of   March,    1875.     The    amount  whick 
will  be  paid  to  tlie  ratepayers  will  be 
precisely  what  was  promised ;  it  will  be 
paid  at  the  time  at  which  they  are  a^ 
customed  to  receive  it ;  and  the  charge 
upon  the  Imperial  revenue  will  be  pre- 
ciselv  the  same  in  the  end.     The  hon. 
^Member  for  Hackney  says — **  We  aie 
told  you  will   leave  a  surplus;  but  re- 
member you  are  drawing  a  bill  upoi 
next  year."     Exactly  ;  that  is  just  wMt 
we  are  doing,  but  to  what  extent  ?    Ac- 
cording to  the  calculations  T  have  given 
to  the  House — which  are  moderate,  for 
I  have  omitted  somethinp^  I  expect  to 
receive  from  another  direction — we  esti- 
mate a  surplus  for  the  present  year  of 
£400.000.     Supposing,   therefore,  there 
is  no  improvement  in  the  Revenue,  we 
shall    next    year    liave    a    surplus  of 
£400,000  to  start  with,  against  claims 
U)  the  amount  of  £540,000  ;  and  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  relying  on  the  nonnal 
increase  of  the  Revenue  to  make  up  the 
deficiency.     With  regard  to   the  Tele- 
graphs, that  subject  certainly  seems  to 
be,  with  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  a  skeleton 
in    the  closet.     We  reallv  know  verr 
little   about  it;    but  a   decision  latek 
given  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  with 
regard  to  what  is  known  as  the  Isle  of 
Wight  case,  has  very  materially  relieved 
the  Government,  and  when  the  net  result 
is  arrived  at,  I  believe  the  apprehensions 
entertained  will    be  found   very  much 
exaggerated.     At  all   events,  it  would 
be  absurd,  and  quite  out  of  the  question. 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  reserve  a  snzphu 
of  millions  with  a  i-iew  to  meet  such  a 
contingency.     I  believe  the  Government 
has  taken   a   wise  course   in  consids^ 
ing  what  the  expenditure  ought  to  be. 
and  what  the  income  of  the  countiy  ii 
likely  to  be,  and  then  remitting  as  modi 


Supply — Supplemmtary      (July  27,  1874} 


Estimates, 


810 


don  as  they  could.  That  course,  I 
-lelievey  will  be  found  to  be,  on  the 
"Vliole,  beneficial  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
^ovuitry. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)     £15,000,    Supplementary    sum, 
.fSoet  Office  and  Inland  Revenue  Build- 


Mb.  M*TiATlEN  said,  ho  wished  to  say 
m  few  words  on  the  subject  of  Post  Office 
telegraphs,  which  was  the  next  Vote  pro- 
pooed.    They  were  asked  to  vote  about 

'  £50,000  for  tlie  maintenance  of  Post 
Office  telegraphs  and  constructions.  He 
was  desirous  of  knowing  how  much  of 
ihlTfifr  allowances  was  chargeable  to  capi- 

,  tel  and  how  much  to  revenue?  After 
qiioting  certain  figures,  tlie  hon.  Gentle* 
man  declared  that  the  whole  accounts 
in  a  state  of  chaos,  and  that  there 
no  means  of  ascertaining  what  was 
capital  and  what  was  revenue.     In  the 

'  preeent  Vote,  £7,000  was  charged  for 
4isdinary  maintenance  and  repairs  that 
were  plainly  chargeable  against  revenue. 
Be  believed  that  tlie  telegraph  service, 
if  the  accounts  were  properly  stated,  as 
"between  revenue  and  capital,  never  did 
pay  one  shilling  of  revenue,  and  would 
not  do  to  for  some  years. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  correct  when 
lie  said  the  sum  of  £7,000  should  be 
charged  against  revenue.  By  the  Ee- 
Bolution  of  the  late  Government,  all  new 
works  and  all  charges  of  whatever  de- 
acoiption  were  to  be  charged  against  re- 
Tenue.  That  particular  Vote,  however, 
had  been  omitted  in  the  preparation  of 
the  Estimates  for  the  current  year.  It 
was  decided  by  the  late  Government  that 
the  new  works,  alterations,  and  main- 
tenance of  Telegraph  buildings  should 
be  undertaken  by  the  Office  of  Works, 
and  they  made  the  present  estimate ; 
but  owing  to  some  misconception,  it  was 
not  presented  in  March,  and  was  not  in- 
olud[ed  in  the  charges  for  the  year.  The 
Telegraph  account  was  not  now  before 
the  Committee ;  but  when  the  Vote  was 
in  the  Chairman's  hands,  he  should  be 
happy  to  give  any  explanation  that 
jnignt  be  required. 

Yote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £35,600,  Supplementary  sum, 
New  Biiildings  for  County  Courts,  &c. 

Me.  ANDERSON  said,  he  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  it  were  a 


fact  that  in  England,  the  whole  cost  of 
the  County  Courts  was  paid  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  if  he 
could  explain  how  it  was  that  in  Scotland 
the  County  Courts  had  to  be  paid  for 
by  the  localities  ?  One-half  was  allowed 
by  the  Government,  and  the  other  half 
had  to  be  paid  by  the  localities.  Surely, 
there  ought  not  to  be  such  disparity  in 
such  a  matter  as  tliat. 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  un- 
doubtedly in  England  th  e  whole  charge 
for  County  Court  buildings,  where  these 
were  Government  property,  fell  on  the 
Government ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
all  fees  paid  in  County  Courts  went  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.  In  Scotland 
the  County  Courts  were  not  of  the  same 
character  as  in  England.  County  Courts 
in  England  were  for  purely  judicial  busi- 
ness. The  Courts  were  Courts  of  Justice 
where  trials  where  conducted  under  the 
direction  of  a  Judge  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  County  Courts  in 
Scotland  were  places  where  the  busi- 
ness of  the  county  was  conducted.  [Mr. 
Anderson:  Sheriff  Courts.]  The  cost 
is  borne  in  England  by  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer but  all  the  fees  are  paid  in 
there. 

Mk.  ^VNDEESON  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  aware  that  the  Sheriff  Courts 
in  Scotland  have  a  wider  jurisdiction  than 
the  County  Courts  in  England.  They 
have  criminal  jurisdiction,  which  the 
County  Courts  have  not,  and  that  is  an 
additional  reason  why  the  cost  should  be 
paid  by  the  State. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  .the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  answered  himself. 
The  Sheriff  Courts  were  used  for  local 
at  well  as  Imperial  purposes.  These 
were  analogous  to  the  quarter  sessions 
and  petty  sessions  in  England,  the  costs 
of  which  were  borne  by  the  localities. 
He  would  add  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
laid  down  the  proportion  to  be  paid  out 
of  Imperial  and  local  funds  for  the 
Sheriff  Courts  which  were  used  for  both 
purposes. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  repeated  that  the 
Sheriff  Courts  had  criminal  jurisdiction 
as  well  as  civil,  which  the  County  Courts 
had  not. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  the  counties 
in  England  defrayed  the  expense  of  the 
petty  session  and  quarter  session  build- 
ings. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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(1.)    £13.fi00,    Supplen 
Ooiistnic-ting  foi-tain  Ilarbi 

S[r..  GOSCITEN  ini]uirotl  what  steps 
fho  GoTommciit  proposed  to  take  with 
I'l'fTiird  to  Dover  llarLuiir? 

Mi{.  AV.  II.  SMITH  fiaiil,  tliat  tlic  only 
Bum  ftslced  for  thia  year  for  Dover  Har- 
bour ivas  £2,000  t^i  paytho  aalarios  of 
cci'tain  ufficialn.  Tliat  hiiui  liad  no  eon- 
nerttoH  witli  f  lio  harbour  works.  "Whi-n 
the  present  Govmnnent  eamo  into  office 
ihej'  found  n  Keliomc  for  osfeuding  the 
harbour,  which  had  been  approved  by 
the  late  Oovirninont,  involving  an  ex- 
pcwlitureof  £070,000.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  tliink  it  ri^ht  to  adopt  so 
considerable  a  plan  without  due  con- 
sidrt-ation.  A  vole  of  £10,000  on  ac- 
count had  bwn  taken  last  year,  but  no 
portion  of  it  had  been  expended  by  the 
iiri'scnt  Government,  and  the  money  had 
been  siiiTeiidered  to  tlie  Kxcliequer.  The 
Government  had  under  its  cimsidemtion 
u  similar  selieuie  to  that  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  ahhuugh  no  decision  had 
been  come  to,  it  wan  very  possible  some 
similiir  measure  would  be  proposed  ne.\t 
year.  Hut  nothiiigwould  De  done  with- 
out giving  the  llipuso  an  opportunity  of 
coming  to  a  detiiiion. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

{!>.)    ■ 
LigUtho' 

(0.;  £100,000.  Supplemcutarj-  sum, 
Ixii'hI  Griveniment  Doard. 

Mii.  i;.\JISAY  said,  lie  would  like  to 
ask  the  (.'hnncellm-  of  thi>  Kxehequer  for 
ini  exjilitiiatioii  of  the  fact  that  there  was 
11.1  Voto  for  Siotliind  ?  They  were  asked 
to  voti'  !i  sum  of  £166,000  as  a  contribu- 
liiin  tor  the  miuntenanci!  of  pauper 
Innalii^s  in  Eiij,'iiind.  and  ±r)6,000  lor 
Irehmil,  nnd  he  f,.nred  tlinl,  unless  some 
.■s].liinalii.n  w.-re  given  of  the  cause 
whiili  iudun  d  the  (iovemment  to  refrain 
friiui  i.i'king  a  Vote  tor  .Scotland,  tliero 
would  be  I'ome  niisap])rehcnNion  in  the 
Xurlli,  iinilhe  drsired  to  avoid  that.  Tie 
understood  it  wan  intended  that  a  Vote 
.■'lioiiM  be  allowi'd  i'or  J^cothind,  calcu- 
lateil  on  the  same  principle  as  that  for 
ICngland,  and  ilatiug  Si\im  tlio  t=anio 
time.  If  that  wev-  tin-  ease,  the  half- 
year's  jinyment  for  pauper  lunatics 
would  ho  due  lo  tlii'parix'hiiduulhorilies 
in  Scotland  at  thi-  sami'  lime  .is  in  Kng- 

r 


it  was  not  usual  to  pay  contribntiaiu  ij 
this  kind  to  Scotland  more  thanoanii 
a  year.  He  could  see  no  gord  rexu 
why  'Scotland  in  that  instance  should  l>t 
an  excerption,  seeing  that  contribmiob 
of  this  kind  wore  altogether  new.  H' 
asked  therefore  that  tlio  payment  ^oLi 
be  made  to  Scotland  at  the  same  tiat 
as  to  Kngland.  Another  inquiir,  mi 
one  which  ho  regarded  as  of  gmtn 
importance  than  the  date  nt  whith  ihf 
contribution  would  beoome  due,  was  thit 
— tJie  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite 
aware  that  there  was  considerable  diTcT 
sity  in  the  practice  as  to  the  mode  of  tmi- 
ment  of  pauper  lunatics  in  England  ud 
Scotland;  and  the  practieo  ns  pstabli^hi^ 
in  Scotland  was  deemed  br  eminct: 
medical  authorities  in  Seotliuid.  and  l; 
most  eminent  peychologists,  to  be  tli<^ 
best  for  promoting  the  recovery  inj 
comfort  of  patients.  It  was  therefore 
desirable  that  this  mode  of  prattiH 
sliould  not  be  disturbed  or  inteifend 
witji  in  any  way.  Those  who  adminij- 
tercd  the  statutes  regarding  the  muD* 
tcnanec  of  pauper  lunatics  in  Scotlud 
wished  to  be  allowed  to  follow  hen- 
after  that  course  of  treatment  wbkl 
they  had  hitherto  followed.  They  de- 
sired that  the  sums  allocated  to  tjcotlud 
should  be  granted  without  interferia;: 
with  that  mode.  It  was  therefore  pr>- 
lK)sed  that  instead  of  paying  the  sun 
as  in  England,  that  paid  in  Stntlaal 
phould  be  handed  over  to  the  Lunvy 
Boards  of  tlie  several  counties,  in  or- 
der that  the  parochial  authorities  might 
receive  each  their  share  without  refer- 
once  to  the  place  in  which  the  luuBiiii 
might  be  nmintained.  He  could  bring 
abinidnnt  evidence  to  support  tlus  ajM 
plication,  but  ho  did  not  believe  any 
tiling  ho  could  do  Ti-ouhl  alter  the  de- 
cision of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiehe- 
.  \  III!  merely  wislied  now  that  the 
matter  sliould  be  explained. 

Gkxkiui.  SiK  GEOEGE  BALFOl'E 
cordially  agreed  in  supporting  the  amtti- 
cation.  He  ventured  to  hoi hj  that  tuiif 
ioiild  bo  given  to  allow  tlio  people <•{ 
^•lotland  to  express  an  opinion  on  ih* 
iubjcct.  It  was  dcsii-able  to  bIIht 
patients  to  remain  in  poor-houses  oral 
farm-houses,    where  the  mode  of  tiwi- 


Mn.  UAliK  STEWART  agrw-d  llmt 
■  -ong  feeling  in  Si-otlandiffl 


mark-  by  the  liyli!  hon.  Gtnlleman.  thai '  the  -uhjei'l,  and  was  quite  muv  from  tli» 
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attention  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  always  j^ivon  to  Scotch  siib- 
jectSy  that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bar  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Eamsay)  on  that 
head  were  uncalled  for,  and  might  bo 
liable  to  misconstruction. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  explained  that  what 
he  meant  was,  ho  could  add  nothing 
here  to  what  he  had  told  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  privately. 

The  chancellor  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  did  not  put  any  ad- 
Terse  construction  on  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Ramsay). 
With  reference  to  the  first  question,  the 
hon.  Member  had  himself  supplied  the 
answer.  There  was  no  Vote  proposed 
for  Scotland  in  this  Estimate,  the  reason 
being  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
having  made  inquiries,  was  informed 
that  the  proper  and  convenient  time 
would  be  to  pay  at  the  period  when  the 
Scotch  make  ux)  their  accounts,  and  that 
was  on  the  loth  of  May,  and  therefore 
the  sum  would  not  come  in  the  course  of 
payment  in  the  present  financial  year. 
There  was  no  question  that  the  Vote 
would  be  submitted  next  vcar,  and  that 
payment  would  be  made  on  the  same 
principle  as  in  Ireland.  AVhethor  there 
might  be  a  change  made  in  the  future 
as  to  that  time — the  time  of  payment  to 
Scotland — was  a  subject  ho  could  not 
Tonture  on  now.  In  the  present  arrange- 
ments, which  were  of  a  temporary  clia- 
racter,  thov  had  desirt^d  to  disturb  as 
little  as  possible  the  ordinar}'  course  of 
things  as  they  found  them,  and  they  liad 
made  their  arrangements  accordingly. 
A  sum  of  about  £35,000  would,  how- 
ever, have  to  bo  provided  for  Scotland 
to  put  it  on  the  same  footing  as  England 
and  Ireland.  With  regard  to  distri- 
buting the  grant  in  Scotland  on  a  some- 
what different  principle  from  that  adopted 
in  England,  as  desired  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  arguments  adduced  on  that 
point  by  many  of  the  Scotch  Represen- 
tatives wliom  he  had  seen  were  not  with- 
out weight,  and  it  might  be  well  worthy 
of  consideration  whether  in  future  some 
different  arrangements  could  not  be  made 
regarding  it ;  but  for  the  present  year, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  encourage  the 
introduction  of  that  system.  An^ihing 
that  they  did  in  that  matter  involved 
consequences  and  laid  down  precedents 
of  which  it  was  not  easy  to  see  the  idti- 


mate  result,  and  it  would  be  time  enough 
to  consider  the  matter  when  they  came 
to  the  Vote  next  year.  In  Scotland,  no 
doubt,  they  had  to  consider  the  different 
classes  of  lunatic  asylums,  and  make 
provision  for  a  class  which  did  not  come 
within  the  category  of  the  English 
asylums — namely,  the  parochial  asylums, 
which  came  properly  within  the  scope 
of  that  Vote.  But  when  they  were  asked 
to  go  beyond  that,  and  make  provision 
for  lunatics  in  fatuous  wards  and  also  in 
private  residences,  very  difficult  ques- 
tions arose.  Questions  might  arise  be- 
tween one  locality  and  another ;  and  if 
they  distributed  the  grant  through  the 
Commissioners  in  Lunacy  according  to 
principles  they  might  adopt,  which  in- 
cluded paupers  in  fatuous  wards  and 
other  places,  those  counties  which  were 
now  reckoning  on  getting  the  whole  would 
only  get  a  portion  of  that  Vote.  The 
questions  involved  were  difficult  and 
delicate,  and  required  to  be  carefully 
considered  before  they  adopted  a  final 
system  with  regard  to  the  matter.  No 
doubt,  a  simple  plan  could  bo  devised 
to  meet  the  case.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  rates  of  contribution 
ought  not  to  bo  the  same,  because  in 
some  cases  tlicre  was  a  much  lower 
weekly  payment  than  in  others.  Boards 
of  Guardians  with  regard  to  some  of 
these  institutions  were  responsible  for 
the  (control  and  expenditure ;  whereas 
in  other  cases,  the  patients  were  taken 
entirely  out  of  their  hands,  and  they 
had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  expen- 
diture. Tlie  House  might  adopt  the 
principle  of  paying  a  certain  proportion 
— half,  or  what  they  pleased — of  the  cost 
of  a  lunatic ;  but  that  principle  the  Go- 
vernment were  loth  to  adopt,  as  they 
were  afraid  it  might  lead  to  extrava- 
p^ance.  They  preferred  the  principle  of 
the  capitation  grant  to  it.  He  trusted 
that  the  Committee  would  agree  at  the 
present  moment  to  the  view  of  the  mat- 
ter taken  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  found  that,  from  an 
excessive  desire  not  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee, he  had  not  made  himself  pro- 
perly understood.  He  did  not  intend  to 
ask  that  the  Vote  for  Scotland  should 
be  made  upon  any  other  principle  than 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  laid  down  as  applicable  to  England. 
Tlis  object  was  to  secure  that  the  system 
of  treatment  which  was  adopted,  and 
which  was  considered  the  best,  should 
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not  bo  intcrferocl  witli  by  any  decision 
the  right  hon.  Gontloman  might  come  to 
regarding  tho  mode  of  payment  in  Scot- 
land. He  begged  to  state  that  the  Board 
of  Lunacy  in  Scotland  had  a  record,  or 
rather  a  register,  of  the  names  of  all  the 
pauper  lunatics,  and  the  number  of  days 
they  were  maintained  by  the  parish,  and 
they  had  therefore  a  complete  control 
over  the  expenditure  which  was  incurred 
on  account  of  each  pauper  lunatic — as 
to  his  dietary  and  mode  of  treatment. 

Mr.  SCOUKFIELl)  pointed  out  that 
the  principle  on  which  lunatics  of  difie- 
rent  classes  should  be  dealt  with  was 
equally  important  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  hoped  that  no  system  would 
be  adopted  in  either  country  which  would 
militate  against  the  adoption  of  the  most 
perfect  form  of  treatment. 

Sir  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
he  w^ould  have  liked  to  know  whether 
the  experiment  of  the  Government  was 
to  be  confined  to  the  mere  apportion- 
ment of  tho  grants ;  because,  if  so,  as 
far  as  he  could  see,  the  scheme  could 
not  be  earned  out  consistently  with  the 
curative  treatment  which  had  been  so 
successful  in  Scotland. 

Vote  ay  reed  to. 

(7.)  £4,500,  Sui)plementary  sum, 
Mint. 

(8.)  £55,692,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Ire- 
land. 

(9.)  £155,200,  Supplementaiy  sum. 
Metropolitan  Police. 

Mr.  AVHITWELL  asked,  why  the 
metropolitan  police  was  dealt  with  diifo- 
rently  to  tho  county  and  borough  police, 
by  giving  a  quarter  of  the  actual  expen- 
diture incurred  ?  The  Vote  was  for  nine 
months,  and  was  equal  to  £206,000  for 
the  year.  The  county  and  borough  Vote 
was  for  £160,000,  or  £320,000  for  the 
year.  Tho  Government  was  about  to 
give  £206,000  for  a  population  of  about 
3,000,000,  and  only  £320,000  for  apopu- 
lation  of  20,000,000.  It  was  giving  an 
immense  advantage  to  tin?  motroi^olis, 
that  had  already  got  so  many  advan- 
tages over  the  countrv  generally. 

General  Sir  GEcJeGE  BALFOUE 
complained  that,  as  tln.'ro  were  three 
periods  for  making  up  the  police  accounts 
for  the  countrv.  Scotland  would  be  a 
groat  loser  on  this  occasion. 

The  CHANCKLLOE  oi  nn:  EXCIIE- , 
QUEE  said,  that  the  princix)lo  on  which 

J//\  liamsaij 


the  metropolitan  polico  were  paid  liad 
long  since  been  laid  down  by  law.  They 
were  mucli  more  under  the  immediatf^ 
control  of  tlio  Home  Office  than  the 
county  or  borough  x)olice  were. 

Vote  ayreed  to, 

(10.)  £160,000,  Supplementary  sum, 
Police  in  Counties  and  JBoroughs  (Eng- 
land and  Wales). 

Mil.  EAMSAY  said,  that  unless  in 
Scotland  they  received  hodic  contribution 
in  aid  of  the  police  in  respect  of  the 
period  between  2Gth  March  and  the  15th 
Alay,  they  certainly  would  not  get  a 
contribution  of  equal  nuiouut  to  that 
which  would  bo  given  for  England,  and 
ho  would  therefore  suggest  that  the 
same  allowance  ought  to  bo  made  for 
Scotland  in  respect  of  those  50  days 
which  was  made  for  this  country.  He 
could  see  no  reason  whv  one  countrr 
should  be  treated  differentlv  to  the 
other.  In  Scotland  they  paid  the  same 
taxes  as  in  England,  and  in  all  other 
respects  contributed  in  an  equal  degree 
to  tlie  national  Exchequer ;  and  if  his 
present  demand  was  not  acceded  to,  he 
should  feel  inclined  to  resist  tho  Tote. 

Mr.  AV.  H.  smith  said,  the  matter 
should  receive  tho  fullest  consideration 
on  the  part  of  tlio  Government,  and  that 
any  practicable  concession  that  the  jus- 
tice of  the  case  might  be  found  to  re- 
quire, would  be  granted. 

Oknekal  Sir  GEORGE  B^VLFOlli 
said,  there  should  be  a  detailed  state- 
ment of  the  amounts  to  be  contributed 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
local  rates. 

The  CHANCELTX)R  of  xiiEl-iXGHE- 
QirER  said,  it  would  bo  contained  in 
the  elaborate  Returns  that  had  been 
moved  for  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Pontefract. 

Mk.  RAMSAY  considered  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  conveyed  an  unsatisf actor}*  as- 
surance. They  ought  to  have  an  assur- 
ance that  the  money  would  be  paid,  and 
unless  it  were  given,  he  must  again  eaj 
he  should  resist  the  Vote. 

Mh.  GOSCIIEN  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  probably  be 
able  to  give  a  more  distinct  answer  on 
the  Rojioi-t. 

Tti  k  en ancellor  of  the  exche- 
quer thought  it  would  bo  impossible 
to  make  tho  arrangement  proposed  this 
vear,  as  it  would  interfere  with  theE^ti- 
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mates,  but  next  year  the  question  could 
be  more  fully  considered. 

Mb.  M*LAK£N  was  of  opinion  that 
the  same  rule  ought  to  apply  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  England  was  to  bo  paid  in  this 
Vote  for  four  extra  days,  and  why 
should  not  Scotland  be  paid  for  the  50 
days? 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(11.)  £7,523,  Supplementary  sum, 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland. 

Me.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  com- 
plained that  the  county  of  Cork,  which 
was  the  largest  in  Ireland,  was  not 
placed  in  the  list  in  the  appointment  of 
its  chairman  of  quarter  sessions  as  a 
first-class  county,  and  that  the  chairmen 
of  other  smaller  counties,  such  as  Kil- 
kenny, Monaghan,  and  Armagh  had 
larger  salaries,  which  was,  he  thought, 
a  great  injustice.  He  also  wished  to 
draw  attention  especially  to  the  meagre 
payment  vouchsafed  to  clerks  of  the 
peace  in  tlie  county,  the  result  of  which 
was  that  when  an  able  man  was  found 
there,  he  was  generally  removed  from 
the  county  as  a  reward  for  his  merits. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAI.  for 
IRELAND  (I>r.  Ball)  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  to  the 
chairman  of  quarter  sessions  in  the 
West  Riding  of  the  county  of  Cork 
being  entitled  to  rank  in  the  tirst  class, 
but  the  present  was  not  the  time  to 
raise  the  question.  It  could  not  fail, 
however,  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
hereafter. 

Mr.  butt,  although  he  usually  dis- 
trusted any  proposal  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  officials  in  Ireland,  thought 
that  it  would  only  be  an  act  of  justice 
to  place  the  chairman  of  the  division  in 
question  in  the  hrst  class. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(12.)  £3,068,  Supplementary  sum, 
British  Museum. 

(13.)  Supplementary  sum.  National 
Gallery. 

Ms.  HANKEY  said,  ho  had  imder- 
stood  the  Prime  Minister  to  promise  a 
statement  on  this  Vote,  as  to  the  pur- 
chase of  a  picture  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Hankey)  cidled  attention  some  time 
ago.  He  wished  now  to  ask,  under 
what  circumstances  pictures  were  bought  ? 
Although  the  Director  had  a  duty  to 


perform  in  bringing  under  the  notice  of 
the  Government  such  pictures  as  it  was 
desirable  the  nation  should  acquire,  3'et 
it  was  very  properly  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  pictures 
were  bought.  It  would  be  well,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  consult  the  Trustees,  comprising 
as  they  did  men  of  eminence  in  society, 
such  as  Lord  Overstone,  Sir  William 
James,  Mr.  Gregory,  and  others.  A 
statement  had  been  published  that  the 
picture  to  which  he  had  referred  was 
trash,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  it  was  one  of  rare  merit,  and  con- 
gratulated the  country  on  its  possession. 
In  fact,  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Robertson 
did  not  appear  to  be  generally  shared, 
and  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  correct  in  liis  view.  That  was  the 
only  opportunity  atlbrded  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  considering  the  condition  of  na- 
tional pictures,  and  therefore  he  desired 
to  call  attention  to  the  disgraceful  state 
of  two  great  works  of  art  in  the  long 
gallery  of  the  House  of  Lords,  painted 
by  Mr.  Mat^lise,  which  were  now  rotting 
away  and  peeling  off  the  walls. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
in  a  Vote  of  that  kind  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  out  of  Order  in  alluding  to  the 
condition  of  pictures  in  the  House  of 
Lords. 

Mr.  hankey  said,  he  was  sorry  if 
he  was  out  of  Order,  as  he  could  not  on 
any  other  occasion  allude  to  the  matter. 
He  hoped  that  some  means  would  be 
adopted  for  stopping  the  further  pro- 
gress of  decay,  and  in  that  view  would 
request  the  Commissioner  of  Works  to 
take  the  opinion,  during  the  Recess,  of 
men  of  taste  as  to  the  condition  of  those 
pictures. 

The  CHAIR3iIAN  again  called  the 
hon.  Member  to  Order,  and  informed 
him  that  the  subject  under  consideration 
was  the  pictures  in  the  National  Gal- 
lery, and  not  those  in  the  Houses  of 

"P|S  I*  1 1  £>  T»l  ATI t 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  My  hon.  Friend 
opposite  is  labouring  under  several  mis- 
conceptions. In  the  first  place,  he  is 
labouring  under  a  misconception,  when 
he  supposes  I  said  I  would  make  a 
statement  with  respect  to  the  purchase 
of  these  x^^^itures.  A  statement  was 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  to  the  effect 
that  one  of  the  pictures  out  of  several 
was  worthless,  and  I  expressed  a  con- 
trary opinion.     No  doubt,  when  the  sub- 
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joct  comes  before  lis,  it  is  the  duty  of  i 
tlie  Govoruiuout  to  give  any  information  I 
that  may  bo  rocjuired.  Tho  next  mis- 
conception is  to  suppose  that  the  pictures 
are  bought  on  tho  responsibility  and 
imdcr  the  direction  of  the  Chief  Mini- 
ster. Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  House 
allows  £10,000  a-year  for  the  purchase 
of  pictures,  and  that  sum  is  expended 
according  to  the  ju<lgmont  of  the  Di- 
rector of  tho  National  Gallery — a  post 
which  has  been  filled  by  very  eminent 
inen  and  is  now  filled  by  a  gentleman 
only  recently  i)romoted  to  it  by  the  late 
Government,  but  who  is  in  ever}'  way 
fitted  to  discharge  its  duties.  Tho  Di- 
rector has  the  advantage  of  consulting 
tho  Trustees  of  tho  National  Gallery; 
they  are  his  council,  and  whenever  he 
has  an  opportunity  of  purchasing  pic- 
tures it  is  his  duty  to  consult  his  council, 
which  consists  of  gentlemen  appointed 
by  the  Government  of  the  day.  The 
Director,  however,  is  not  bound  by  tlieir 
advice,  any  more  than  the  Secretiuy  of 
St-ate  for  India  is  bound  by  the  advice  of 
his  Council.  He  has  usually  the  power 
of  purchasing  up  to  £10,000  a-year  on 
his  own  responsibility.  Some  four  or 
five  years  ago,  however,  tlie  National 
Galler}'  purchased  the  collection  of  the 
late  ISir  liobert  Peel  for  £7o,000.  It 
was  a  most  valuable  collection — a  most 
desirable  purchase  for  the  Government 
to  make.  I  believe,  if  sold  by  public 
auction,  it  would  have  fetched,  1  wiU  not 
say  doubh)  that  sum,  but  a  sum  much 
more  considerable  than  that  paid  for  it. 
The  pictures  are  all  of  the  highest  class  of 
the  school  to  which  they  belong,  and  are 
a  great  addition  to  the  national  collec- 
tion. ]^ut  then  the  Government  who 
wisely  made  tliat  purchase,  made  an 
arrangement  wliicli  1  did  not  approve  at 
the  time.  They  did  not  quite  make  up 
their  minds  to  buv  this  collection  at  once 
for  £75.000,  which  I  humbly  submit  it 
was  their  duty  to  have  done,  but  said 
they  would  mortgage  the  £10,000  a-year 
whicli  is  given  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  for  tho  purchase  of 
pictures,  until  the  £75,000  was  paid  off. 
The  consequence  was,  that  of  late  years 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  and 
their  Director  have  made  very  few  pur- 
chases for  the  nation,  and  whenever  they 
do,  they  have  to  come  to  Ptirliament.  Of 
course,  when  they  come  to  Parliament, 
the  Prime  Minister  is  responsible,  for  it 
ir>  upon  his  judgment  and  decision  that 


they  determine  whether  thej  shall  make 
the  purchase  or  not.     This  year  and  lust 
year  the  National  Gallery  was  denudeii 
of  funds.     Then  there  came  to  the  ham- 
mer a  collection   well    known   to  the 
curious,  the  collection   of  Mr.  Barker. 
containing  pictures  of  a  peculiar  clu- 
racter,  and  an  opportunity  was  given  tu 
the  nation  of  obtaining  specimens  of 
art  of  a  rare  character,  such  as  probablr 
would  never  occur  again.     Under  them.' 
circumstances,  the  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Gallery,  feeling  the  res«ponsibilitv 
of  allowing  such  an  opportunity  to  be 
lost  to  tho  country,  made  strong  repT\^ 
sentations  to  the  Government  that,  not- 
withstanding the  arrangement  made  at 
the  time  of  the  purchase  of  Sir  Bobert 
Peel's  collection,  they  ought  to  consider 
the  circumstances  and  come  to  a  deciaon 
in  favour  of  purchasing.     Of  course,  the 
Government    adopted     every    possible 
means  of  making  themselves  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
they  came  to  the  resolution  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
purchasing  a  certain  number  of  the  pr- 
tures  before  tlie  public.     These  were  all 
pictures  by  early  Italian  masters — the 
great  masters  of  the  ''Renaissance;'' 
they  were  line  specimens  of  masters  veiy 
difficult  to  obtain.     I  think  there  were 
12  pictures — some  say  14,  for  one  was 
in  three  compartments ;  but  they  were 
all  specimens,  as  I  have  said,  of  verr 
early    Italian    masters,    and,  I   think, 
specimens  of  the  highest  class.     One  of 
these  pictures,  by  Piero  della  Francesca, 
fetched  a  considerable    sum,    and   tlie 
country  purchased  it  with  the  full  con- 
sent   of  the    Government,    under   the 
advice  of  tho  Director,  who  is  quite  com- 
petent to  fill  tho  responsible  post  he  oc- 
cupies.    Tho  House  is  acquainted  with 
the  fact  that  there  wore  attacks  in  the 
public  journals,  by  an  individual,  vers 
much  decrying  that  picture,  saying  that 
it  was  of  no  value,  that  it  was  entirelr 
repainted,    and  that  the    country  had 
made  a  bad  purchase.     It  was  in  con.«e- 
quence  of  that,  that  my  hon.  Friend  ad- 
dressed a  Question  to  me  in  this  House 
to  which  I  responded    by   expressing 
what  was  my  opinion,  and  what  still  is 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject.     There  is  a  stoir, 
which  is  quite  authentic,  of  the  Great 
Napoleon,  who  was  always  thinking  of 
fame  and  posterity.     He  one  day  asked 
Baron  Deuon  how  long  a  picture  would 
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last,  for  at  tho  timo,  he  was  speculating 
on  all  the  ways  by  wliich  a  man's  name 
and  fame  might  bo  best  pcri)otuated. 
Baron  Denon  said  a  picture  might  last 
for  500  years,  at  which  tho  groat  Em- 
peror srotiod,  expressed  his  contempt  for 
a  fame  which  wcmld  last  only  500 
years,  and  would  not  entrust  his  recol- 
lection to  that  branch  of  Art.  But  I 
would  remind  tho  Committee  that  the 
picture  which  has  boon  called  in  f^ues- 
tion  is  a  picture  of  nearly  500  years.  It 
was  painted  at  tho  beginning  of  the  15th 
century,  and  we  are  now  near  the  end  of 
tbo  19th.  Of  course,  in  paintings  of  this 
kind  you  do  not  expect  technical  perfec- 
tion. You  purchase  them  for  their  sen- 
timent, their  design,  their  powerful  ex- 
pi-ession,  and  for  their  originality.  This 
picture  is  descrribed  as  a  corpus  vile — I 
will  not  say  by  an  anonymous  writer, 
for  his  name  was  always  signed,  but  by 
a  volunteer  critic.  It  was  descrfbed  as 
a  corpus  vile^  void  of  all  feeling,  and  was 
denounced  as  a  })icture  which  had  been 
entirely  re -painted,  and  it  was  said  that 
no  portion  of  tho  originol  was  extant. 
Tho  answer  could  be  given  by  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  present,  for  it  has  been 
now  for  some  time  exhibited  in  the 
National  Gallery,  and  before  that, 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  must  have  seen 
it  in  the  rooms  of  Messrs.  Christie 
and  Manson.  It  is  one  of  tliose  pic- 
tures so  peculiar  that  there  is  no  one 
who  sees  it  for  the  first  time,  whether 
ho  be  artist,  c(mnoisseur,  or  one  of  the 
uncultured  crowd,  but  must  feel  involun- 
tary admiration  and  oven  enthusiasm  for 
its  Idyllic  grace,  delicacy,  and  beauty. 
It  so  happened  when  these  attacks  were 
made  upon  this  picture — as  the  truth 
always  comes  out — that  tliere  was  fur- 
nished to  the  Government  by  a  most  ac- 
complished lady,  a  memorandum  made 
by  Sir  Charles  Kastlake  when  he  was  in 
Italy,  and  saw  this  picture  on  its  being 
offered  for  sale.  Sir  Charles  Eastlake 
admired  it  so  much  that  he  intended  to 
purchase  it,  and,  thinking  he  had  done 
so,  he  pursued  his  journey  in  Italy. 
When  he  returned  to  Florence  he  claimed 
the  picture,  but  found  that  Mr.  ]3arker 
had  seen  it  in  the  meantime  and  tempted 
the  owner  with  a  higher  price,  who  we 
must  charitably  suppose  misconceived 
tho  nature  of  the  contract,  and  parted 
with  it  to  Mr.  Barker.  But  we  have  the 
description  of  the  picture  by  Sir  Charles 
Eastlake  in   18(31.     It  was   painted  on 


vertical  panels  ;  the  panels  were  warped 
and  greatly  disjointed ;  and  so  it  would 
have  been  totally  impossible  to  re-paint 
the  picture.  Therefore,  all  that  had 
been  done  to  the  picturt)  in  tlie  way  of 
modem  restoration  must  have  been  dur- 
ing the  1 2  or  1 3  years  which  have  elapsed 
since  1861.  The  fact  is  that  the  vertical 
panels  have  been  put  again  in  form, 
joined  together,  and  what  is  called 
'*  masked,"  and  that  a  portion  of  no 
great  importance  has  been  painted  over, 
the  same  portion  that  has  been  restored. 
But  I  believe  the  great  body  of  the  pic- 
ture has  been  painted  by  Piero  della 
Francesca.  Indeed,  that,  I  think,  can 
be  proved.  I  may  add  that  the  descrip- 
tion I  have  given  of  this  picture  as  being 
a  picture  painted  upon  panels  is  appli- 
cable to  some  of  the  che-fs  d'ceuvre  of  tho 
galleries  of  Europe,  and  many  of  them 
have  been  treated  in  the  same  manner 
as  this.  Allowing  for  the  natural  result 
of  time,  the  picture  is  really  in  excellent 
condition.  It  must  be  that  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  hear  me  have  seen  it, 
and  can  speak  of  it  for  themselves ; 
and  all  those  whose  oi)inions  (m  such 
subjects  ought  to  influence  us  must,  I 
am  sure,  regard  it  as  one  of  the  most 
exquisite  specimens  of  one  of  the  rarest 
artists  that  exists.  As  to  tho  price,  I 
would  merely  observe  that,  although  it 
cost  £2,400,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  when  we  buy  works  of  art  we  must 
consider  whether  they  be  first  -  rate 
works,  and  not  consider  price.  The 
country  ought  to  purchase  all  the  best 
works  of  art,  as  far  as  possible,  whe- 
ther they  be  pictures,  statues,  or  gems. 
No  private  collectors  would  hesitate 
to  talce  that  course,  knowing  that  the 
prices  which  they  give  for  such  works 
would,  in  the  long  run,  more  than  re- 
munerate them.  It  was  quite  impos- 
sible, therefore,  for  the  Government, 
when  they  made  up  their  mind  that  the 
picture  should  be  purchased,  to  hesitate 
about  giving  a  sum  of  £1,500  or  £1,600 
more  or  less.  And  how  was  it  pur- 
chased ?  It  was  purchased  under  all  the 
strictness  of  competition  with  the  agents 
of  many  foreign  galleries,  and  with  only 
an  advance  of  £50  on  the  sum  which  had 
been  offered  by  a  competitor.  Tho  pur- 
chase has,  therefore,  been  made  by  the 
country  under  the  most  legitimate  cir- 
cumstances. It  includes  specimens  of 
Benvenuto  di  San  Georgio,  Carlo  Cri- 
velli,  the  great  name  of  Piero  della  Fran- 
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cosca,  Luca  Signorelli,  wlio  was  one  of 
his  pupils ;  Pinturicchio,  and  Botticelli. 
Those  are  masters  whose  works  it  must 
be  admitted  will  be  a  great  addition  to 
our  Gallery,  which  was  not  sufliciently 
strong  in  specimens  of  their  stylo.  I 
have  only  further  to  add  that,  although 
fierce  attacks  have  been  made  on  the 
national  collection — a  very  reckless  as- 
sertion was  made  on  the  subject  in  llie 
TimcH  newspaper  (I  do  not  say  by  The 
I'imes  itself)  as  to  its  being  unequal 
and  being  vamped  up  in  a  very  illegiti- 
mate manner — I  have  the  highest  au- 
thoiity  for  saying  that  no  other  collection 
in  Europe  containing  so  many  pictures 
as  the  National  Gallery  of  England  is 
characterized  by  so  much  intactness.  I 
hope,  therefore,  the  House  ^vill  sanc- 
tion the  course  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Government  have  deemed  it 
to  bo  their  duty  to  take,  the  National 
Gallery  having  no  funds.  Wo  made  the 
purchase  believing  it  was  made  wisely 
and  discreetly,  and  in  the  belief  that  the 
mere  value  of  these  pictures  will  be  found 
to  exceed  the  price  which  has  been  given 
for  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(14.)  £1,000,  Sub-Wealden  Explo- 
ration. 

Mil.  GOSCnEN  asked  what  were  the 
special  circumstances  wliich  had  induced 
tlie  Government  to  give  this  sum  ? 

TiiK  rilANCELLOE  of  tue  EX- 
nilEaUEl^  said,  that  while  he  was  of 
opinion  that  gn^at  caution  should  be 
exercised  in  such  matters,  ho  thought 
the  House  would  api)rovo  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  th«'  present  instance.  In  tlie 
course  of  tlie  inquiry  of  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission which  had  been  appointed  to 
examine  into  the  supply  of  coals,  it  had 
been  ascertained  tliat  there  was  reason 
to  suppose  that  a  vein  of  coal  which  was 
found  in  Belgium  might  probably 
underlie  the  Weald  of  the  South-east  of 
England.  The  (Commission  therefore  re- 
commended that  some  investigation 
should  be  made  into  the  subject.  One 
of  the  associations  had  consequently 
visited  Sussex,  and  a  spot  was  selected 
at  Netherfield,  near  Battle,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  proving  the  question.  At  that 
place,  boring  had  taken  place,  and  had 
been  carried  on  to  the  depth  of  1,000 
feet,  at  a  cost  of  £3,000,  provided  by 
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private   subscription.     The  work  hov- 
ever  had  proved  to    be    heavier  and 
more  costly  than  was   anticipated,  and 
far  advanced  as  it  was,  would  have  to 
be  abandoned,  unless  it  was  assisted  in 
some  way.     It  had  at  the   same  time 
been  reported  to  the  Government  that 
all  that  had  been  done  was  consistent 
with  the  theory  on  whicli  the  work  had 
originally  been  undertaken,    and    that 
coal  might  be  found  at  a  lower  stratum. 
The  Government  having  communicated 
^ith  several  gentlemen  of   high  scien- 
tific   knowledge    on    the    matter,    and 
deeming  the  experiment   to  be    worth 
tr^dng,  and  that  it  had  a  national  cha- 
racter, had  thought  it  their  duty  to  make 
the  present  proposal.     The  amoimt  uf 
the  Vote  was  to  bo  applied  in  the  pro- 
portion of   £100    for   every    100    feet 
advanced. 

Mr.  LYON  PIAYFAIR  said,  he 
also  supported  the  Vote  as  being  a 
national  experiment  which  might  be 
productive  of  the  best  possible  results. 
It  appeared  probable  that  when  the 
boring  had  been  carried  100  or  :2flO 
feet  further,  it  being  now  already 
pushed  below  the  Oxford  clay,  the  ob- 
ject which  scientific  men  had  in  making 
it  would  be  ascertained.  Those  men, 
however,  out  of  whose  pockets  the  £3,000 
already  expended  had  come,  had  exhaus- 
ted their  resources,  and  the  experiment 
would  have  to  be  abandoned,  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  come,  to  the  rescue.  The 
expenditure  of  the  public  money  pro- 
posed was,  therefore,  in  his  opimon, 
under  the  circumstances,  a  good  ont^. 
and  it  would  be  a  pity  if  the  enterpri/e 
were  relinquished  ior  want  of  funds. 

Mk.  FAWCETT  thanked  the  Govern- 
ment for  making  the  grant.  The  ex- 
ploration had  been  started  and  carritd 
on  partly  by  a  very  public  spirited  man 
in  Brighton — Mr.  Willett — who  had  nut 
the  smallest  pecuniaiy  interest  in  the 
matter,  aided  by  others,  who  had  done 
everj'tliing  they  could  to  avoid  such  an 
appeal  as  the  present,  and  whose  efforts 
must  cease  unless  they  received  assist- 
ance. The  experiment  was  of  the  ut- 
most scientific  value,  although  no  coal 
might  be  discovered.  He  did  not  thin][ 
the  most  ardent  friend  of  economy 
could  blame  the  Government  for  carry- 
ing out  the  experiment. 

Mk.  GOSCIIEN  said,  he  did  not 
make  any  objection  to  the  Vote,  but  had 
thought   it  desirablo  that  the  Gtovern- 
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inent  should    have  an  opportunity  of 
Mtating  the  circumstances. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(15.)  £5,000,  Supplementary  sum, 
Temporary  Commissions. 

(16.)  £800,  Supplementary  sum,  Mis- 
cellaneous expenses. 

Mk.  ANDERSON  said,  lie  thought 
this  was  an  extraordinary  charge  and 
required  further  explanation  than  was 
given  in  the  Parliamentary  Papers.  It 
appeared  that  the  Duke  of  Abercom  on 
his  appointment  to  his  present  office 
had  to  pay  a  stamp  duty  of  £1,000, 
whereas  his  Predecessor  had  to  pay  a 
stamp  duty  only  of  £200,  and  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  pay  the  difference  of 
£800.  He  should  like  to  know  why  the 
Duke  of  Abercom  was  to  bo  treated 
differently  from  other  persons  who  re- 
ceived a  valuable  appointment,  and  who 
had  to  pay  a  stamp  duty  in  proportion  to 
thd  value  of  their  appointment. 

The  CIIANCKLLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER said,  that  under  the  old 
Stamp  Duties  Act  certain  duties  were 
charged  upon  various  public  appoint- 
ments, ana  at  the  time  the  last  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  appointed  the 
amount  of  stamp  duties  payable  in  re- 
8]>ect  of  that  office  was  about  £200.  In 
1 870,  the  Stamp  Acts  were  revised  and 
a  duty  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  upon 
the  salary  attached  to  an  office  was  idi- 
posed  upon  the  person  who  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  office.  That  enactment 
came  rather  suddenly  upon  certain 
classes  of  appointment^^.  As  to  the  case 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and 
perhaps  he  might  add  that  of  the 
Governor  General  of  India,  though  their 
nominal  salaries  were  very  considerable, 
yet  in  point  of  fact,  the  amount  of  remu- 
neration which  they  actually  received 
was  by  no  means  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  their  salaries.  It  appeared 
to  be  an  oversight  of  Parliament,  that 
the  full  gross  salaries  in  these  cases 
were  taken  as  the  units  of  taxation,  and 
as  a  practical  injustice  seemed  to  be 
conmiitted  in  the  case  of  the  stamp  duty 

Eabable  b}'  the  Ijord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
md,  the  Government  felt  that  a  sum  of 
£800  should  be  voted  to  defray  the 
amount  of  stamp  duty  which  had  become 
payable  under  the  new  Stamp  Act  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  excess  of  the 
IMnount  payable  by  his  Predecessor. 


Mr.  CHTTiDERS  said,  he  did  not 
object  to  the  Vote,  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  if  the  matter  were 
placed  on  a  legal  footing.  A  great 
many  of  the  fines,  under  the  disguise  of 
fees  and  stamps,  imposed  on  the  accept- 
ance of  office  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  mis- 
take. Some  years  ago,  a  Committee,  of 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  Chairman, 
was  appointed  to  consider  the  matter; 
but  owing  to  a  change  of  Government 
nothing  was  done,  and  he  suggested 
whether  the  inquiry  might  not  bo  taken 
up  now  and  carried  out. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IREIAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  that  it  was 
unjust  that  persons  when  appointed  to 
an  office  which  they  might  hold  for  a 
short  time  should  have  to  pay  a  large 
stamp  duty.  Wlien  he  was  appointed 
on  a  previous  occasitm  to  the  office  he 
now  held,  he  had  to  pay  in  stamp  duty 
the  same  amount  as  if  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  an  office  which  he  could  hold 
for  life,  and  he  held  office  only  for  a  few 
days,  the  Government  having  within 
tliut  time  after,  resigned. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BAIjFOUR 
thought  that  military  officers  ought  to 
be  exempted  from  such  a  tax. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  (London)  said,  that 
was  a  subject  well  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.  He  had  long 
been  of  opinion  that  nothing  could  be 
more  unworthy  of  a  great  country  than 
to  levy  fines  upon  persons  who  received 
offices  of  dignity  or  emolument,  or  titles 
of  honour. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
not  sliown  why  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  should  be  treated  exceptionally 
with  reference  to  this  stamp  du^*. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  warned  the  Com- 
mittee against  believing  that  the  Vice- 
roys of  Ireland  invariably  spent  their 
£20,000  a-year  in  that  country.  There 
was  a  considerable  amount  of  poetry  in 
that  statement ;  but  he  felt  it  due  to  the 
present  Lord  lieutenant  to  say  that  pub- 
lic opinion  did  not  point  to  him  as  one  of 
those  to  whom  these  remarks  applied. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  institute 
a  departmental  inquiry,  or  an  inquiry 
by  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
into  this  subject,  as  it  affected  all  classes 
of  public  servants. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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(17.)  £5,883,  Marriage  of  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Eclinburgh. 

Sir  WILFKID  LAAVSON  said,  he 
perceived  that  the  grant  included  the 
sum  of  £300  as  a  contribution  towards 
illuminating  Edinburgh.  Ho  should 
like  to  know  why  money  for  sucli  a  pur- 
pose was  asked  for  in  the  case  of  Edin- 
burgh, any  more  than  in  the  cases  of 
other  large  towns  ? 

Mr.  M'LABEN  said,  the  item  referred 
to  was  in  no  sense  a  contribution  to 
Edinburgli  on  the  marriage  of  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh.  The  inhabitants  agreed 
to  illuminate  all  the  public  buildings 
belonging  to  the  town.  They  asked  the 
Government  to  illuminate  all  the  public 
buildings  belonging  to  the  country,  and 
accordingly  £300  was  expended  for  that 
purpose.  He  repeated  that  tliat  was 
not  a  contribution  to  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh, and  ho  might  add  that  as  the 
£300  did  not  suffice  to  pay  the  cost  of 
illuminating  the  Govenmient  buildings, 
it  was  supplemented  from  local  sources. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(18.)  £4,404,  Family  of  the  late 
Dr.  Livingstone,  &c. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  inquired,  whether 
that  Vote  would  supersede  the  necessity 
of  granting  £100  a-ycar  to  members  of 
Dr.  LivingKstono's  family?  adding  that 
he  saw  the  proposal  of  that  grant  with 
pleasure. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  replied  that  the  present  proposal 
was  an  addition  to  that  gi'iint. 

Sir  WILFRID  L.VWSON  asked, 
whether  it  was  true  that  Dr.  Livingstone 
had  boon  buried  at  the  expense  of  a 
wealtliy  merclumt  of  tlie  City  of  London? 

The  Cl  r  ANCELLOR  ok  the  EXCITE- 
QUER  said,  the  Treasury  had  at  first 
promis(»d  to  grant  £200  ibr  the  funeral 
of  Dr.  Livingtone,  that  sum  having  been 
estimated  to  cover  all  expenses.  It  was 
afterwards  found  tlmt  a  larger  amount  was 
r«Hj[uirod,  and  in  informing  the  (ioveni- 
nient  of  the  circumstance,  the  Geo- 
graphical So(^iety  add  (id  that  a  wealthy 
merchant  in  the  City  off»;red  to  make  up 
the  difTcrcnce,  l)ut  the  Treasury  felt  that 
to  accept  the  oH'cr  would  not  be  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
country. 

Mk.  KINNAIRD  believed  the  Trea- 
sury had  exercised  a  wise  discreti<m  in 
making  an  allowance    to  Dr.  Living- 


stone's family.    He  was  only  sony  tii» 
sum  was  not  larger. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(19.)    £71,500,    Supplementary  sum. 
Post  Office  Services,  &c. 

l^tn.  GOLDNEY  called  attention  to 
the  various  offices  now  included  in  the 
Post  Office,  and  amongst  them  those  of 
the  Savings  Banks  and  Telegraph,  the 
latter  of  which,  he  was  informed,  was 
not  productive  of  any  profit.  He  con- 
sidered that  reform  in  the  managemnit 
of  the  Post  Office  departments  ought  to 
be  efiected,  and  that  a  Bill  ought  to  be 
])rought  in  to  place  them  all  under  a 
Board  with  one  head. 

Mr.  WHEELHOUSE  made  an  appeal 
to  the  Postmaster  General  on  behalf  of 
the  provincial  letter-carriers,  whose  sala- 
ries were  very  small,  and  totally  inade- 
quate as  remuneration  for  their  veir 
laborious  duties. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
position  of  the  provincial  letter-carriers 
would  be  taken  into  consideration  with 
a  view  to  a  rension  of  the  rate  of  pay. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  asked  if  the 
same  scale  of  increase  would  be  applied 
to  the  letter-carriers  of  Edinburgh  and 
Dublin  as  of  Londtm  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
amount  asked  for  the  salaries  for  sub- 
urban letter-carriers  in  London  was 
£46,270  for  th«'  year,  against  £43.606 
last  year  ;  and  that  the  new  scale  of  pay 
applied  to  Edinburgh  and  Dublin. 

In  replv  to  Mr.  (.-hilders, 

Mr.  W.  it.  S^riTII  .said,  it  had  been 
the  practi(M>  that  the  sum  paid  for  the 
ac(iuisitiou  of  freehold  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  tht>  Post  Office  shoidd  be  carried 
to  thf  account  of  that  Department,  while 
the  cost  oi*  erecting  the  actual  building 
slumld  b(^  carried  to  the  account  of  the 
Oillce  of  Works. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(20.)  £;}7,687,  Supplementary-  sum. 
Post  Ottic<5  Telegraph  Service. 

Mu.  DILLWYN  said,  the  sum  was  a 
vi»ry  large  one,  and  he  wished  to  know 
why  it  had  not  been  included  in  the 
original  Estimate  ? 

Mr.  W.  II.  SMITH  said,  it  was  owing 
to  a  change  in  the  systeui  of  accounts, 
which  had  only  recently  been  introduced, 
and  which  he  thought  was  a  very  desi- 
rable one.  Until  that  year  it  had  been 
the  custom  to  charge  tho  amount  of  the 
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mmmities  payable  to  the  servants  of  the 
late  telegraph  companies  to  capital  ac- 
count ;  but  as  that  was  thought  an  ob- 
jeetionablo  arrangement^  it  was  neces- 
eaiy  that  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
should  be  preparecl. 

Mb.  fa  wCETT  wished  to  know  how 
much  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
liad  taken  credit  for  under  the  head  of 
telegraph  revenue  in  his  Financial  state- 
ment? 

The  CHANCELTX)R  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER could  not  give  the  precise  figures, 
but  he  was  informed  that  the  amount  of 
business  that  was  being  done  was  largely 
in  excess  of  that  done  last  year,  and 
that  there  was  at  present  no  reason  to 
fear  that  the  estimate  which  was  given 
to  him  for  the  telegraph  revenues  for 
this  year  would  not  be  realized. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
taking  last  month,  there  were  200,000 
more  telegrams  despatched  and  received 
than  were  despat<;hcd  and  received 
during  the  corresponding  month  of  1873, 
a  gratifying  proof  of  the  immense  de- 
velopment of  this  particular  branch  of 
the  Post  Office  system. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  in  1873-4 
there  were  268  officers  of  the  old  com- 
panies in  receipt  of  annuities,  whereas 
in  1874-5  there  were  only  185,  the 
amount  asked  for  in  the  former  year 
being  £25,000,  as  against  £12,500  asked 
for  in  the  present  year.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  that  difference  in  the 
number  of  officers  was  owing  to  their 
havinff  been  absorbed  into  the  service. 
or  to  uieir  having  commute ^d  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  differ- 
ence in  the  numbers  was  chiefly  owing 
to  the  persons  referred  to  having  coni- 
mutedy  and  the  cost  of  such  commutation 
had  been  cliarged  to  capital  account. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  Motion,  "That  the  Chairman  re- 
port the  Hesolutions  to  the  House," 

Me.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  state  what  portion 
of  the  remission  of  taxation  which  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  Session 
would  take  effect  this  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB  said,  he  scarcely  understood  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  re- 
miflsion  of  the  sugar  duties  and  of  the 
licence  duty  on  horses  came  into  opera- 
tion at  once,  and  that  of  the  income  tax 


of  course  covered  the  whole  of  the  finan- 
cial year. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  resumed ;  Resolutions  to  be  re- 
ported To-morrow, 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Si)eaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MONASTIC  AND  CONVKNTUAL 
INSTITUTIONS. 

MOTION   FOR   AN   ADDRESS. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  moved  for  an  Ad- 
dress for  Copies  and  Translations  of  any 
Laws,  Ordinances,  or  regulations  relat- 
ing to  ^lonastic  and  Conventual  Insti- 
tutions connected  with  the  Church  of 
Rome,  and  to  the  inmates  or  members 
thereof,  especially  to  the  regular  Orders 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  which  may  be 
enforced  by  the  autliority  of  the  State, 
and  are  at  present  operative  in  France, 
in  the  German  Empire,  in  the  Austro- 
Hungarian  Empire,  in  the  Russian  Em- 
pire, in  Italy,  in  Sweden  and  Norway, 
in  Belgium,  in  Spain,  in  Portugal,  and 
in  Switzerland. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  loiivo  out  f i-oni  the  word  **  ITint "  to  the 
«'nd  of  tht*  (iiu'stion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  an  hunihlc  Addross  l>o  i)n.'Hentt'd  to  Her  IAa- 
jcsty,  tliat  Sht>  will  he  jj^ciously  pleased  to 
give  direetionH  that  then*  lx>  laid  hi'fore  this 
Hous(\  C\)j)ieH  and  Translations  of  any  Laws, 
Onlinanws,  or  UepridHtions  rebitinj;  to  Monastic 
and  Con  vent  luil  Institutions  conneetod  \%'ith  the 
CTiun-h  of  Kom(%  and  to  the  inmates  or  members 
thereof,  esix'eially  to  the  regular  Orders  of  the 
Chunh  of  Home,  whieh  may  l>e  enforced  by  the 
authority  of  the  State,  and  are  at  pn^sent  op<'ra- 
tive  in  Fr;inee,  in  the  Cierman  hmpire,  in  the 
Austro  -  H  ungsirian  Empire,  in  the  Russian 
Kmpire,  in  Italv,  in  Sweden  and  Norway,  in 
Belgium,  in  Spam,  in  Portugal,  and  in  Switzer- 
land,"— {^fr.  Xnnieff(it<\) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  would 
state,  whether  he  was  prepared  to  accept 
the  Amendment  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  ^[ember  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Cogan)  had  placed  upon  the  Paper,  and 
which  was  to  extend  the  inquiry  to  the 
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United  States  and  the  Dominion  of  Ca- 
nada? If  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment,  he 
(Mr.  Emngton)  should  be  obliged,  how- 
ever unwillingly,  to  oppose  the  Motion, 
in  order  to  be  able  to  put  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mk.  SULLIVAN  said,  they  had  re- 
ceived no  intimation  as  to  whether  the 
addition  to  the  Motion  would  be  agreed 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire, who  proposed  to  ransack  the 
whole  world  for  some  precedent  for  that 
pai'ticular  kind  of  legislation  which  ho 
had  so  long  sought  to  force  on  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  Member  were  in- 
deed labouring  in  the  interests  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty,  he  should  recollect 
that  there  was  such  a  portion  of  tlie 
world  as  the  United  States  of  America, 
in  which  the  institutions  which  fostered 
civil  and  religious  liberty  had  just  as 
strong  a  hold  as  in  any  part  of  the 
world.  Ho  hoped  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  asking  whether  in  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  like  Returns  could  be 
found.  The  Catholic  Members  of  that 
House  wore  quite  content  that  the  Mo- 
tion should  be  acceded  to,  for  they 
would  welcome  any  information  in  rela- 
tion to  Catholic  practice  J  or  affairs,  col- 
lected in  good  faith.  Thoy  only  asked 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  made  without 
bias,  and  that  it  should  be  made  as  wide 
as  possiblo — in  fact,  as  wide  as  the  civi- 
lized world  itself. 

Sir  GEOllGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
did  not  object  to  the  Motion,  because 
he  did  not  think  the  information  would 
in  any  way  bo  prejudicial  to  Roman 
Catholics.  But  he  must  say  tliat  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  those  coun- 
tries where  at  i)resent  persecution  was 
going  on  under  peculiar  circumstances. 
He  did  not  think  the  object  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
in  view  would  be  assented  to  by  the 
people  of  England,  because  the  regula- 
tiims  which  existed  in  the  coimtries  to 
which  tlio  hon.  Member's  Motion  rf;- 
f erred  were  contrary  to  that  principle  of 
freedom  and  civil  and  religious  liberty 
which  this  country  greatly  valued.  The 
Returns  would  be  of  no  use  as  an 
analog}'  for  any  legislation  in  this  coun- 
try.    He  wished  the  Return  to  ])e  ex- 
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tended  to  Malta,  a  portion  of  the 
Dominions.      He  thought  the  Retnn 
would  show  that  in  the  countries  named 
there  was  no  regulation  in  force  irUch 
would  be  objected  to  in  England;  but 
he    objected  to  the  notion  which  dot 
existed  in  Germany,  under  the  dictation 
of  one  particular  statesman,  whose  name 
he  need  not  mention,  that  anything  of 
that  sort  should  be  introduced  into  this 
country,  because  he  thought   that  ut 
attempt  to  introduce  into  England  snch 
laws  as  were  in  force  in  Oermany,  would 
be  repudiated  by  both  parties  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  ob- 
jected to  both  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  be  made  npon 
it,  and  would  ask,  supposing  an  applica- 
tion for  tliis  information  made  to  the 
authorities  in  France  and  Spain  and 
other  countries  were  refused,  how  was 
the  Resolution  of  that  House  to  be 
carried  out  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  said,  that  early  in  the 
Session  ho  informed  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  there  would  be 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  obtaining  the  information  he  de- 
sired, and  placing  it  in  the  Library; 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  a  useless  ex- 
penditure of  public  money  to  translate 
and  print  all  the  documents.  They 
had  got  together  the  laws  of  the 
countries  named,  and  he  thought  there 
was  scholarship  enougli  in  the  fiouse  to 
obviate  the  necessity  for  translations. 
There  could  be  no  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  add  the  countries 
named  in  the  Amendment ;  but  the  Con- 
stitution of  tlie  United  States  rendered 
it  aluiost  impossible  the}'  could  have  any 
laws  on  the  subject,  and,  in  fact,  an  in- 
teresting book  in  the  Library  showed 
that  they  had  none.  Canada  had  two  or 
three  old  laws  on  the  subj  ect.  He  would 
gladly  put  all  the  available  information 
on  the  Table  of  the  Library ;  but  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  use- 
less expenditure  of  public  time  and 
money  to  make  translations. 

Mii.  KINNAIRD  said,  lie  should  be 
glad  to  second  the  request  of  the  hon. 
^Member  for  the  county  of  Wexford  (Sir 
George  Bowyer).  The  more  informa- 
tion they  could  have  upon  the  subject 
the  better.  But  why  did  his  hon. 
Friend  interpose  a  certcdn  esmreedon 
about  a  certain  individual  in  the  Oe^ 
man  Empire?     He  meant  the  legiili* 
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tion  of  Fzince  Bismarck.  He  wished  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  boldly  out. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  a  very  old  Friend — 
they  had  never  quarrelled.  For  him- 
aelf,  he  wished  to  endorse  the  Prince's 
policy,  and  to  express  the  opinion  that 
the  attempt  on  his  life  should  rally  all 
their  sympathies.  At  all  events,  he  was 
delighted  the  Prince  had  escaped  the 
band  of  the  assassin,  and  he  believed  the 
lion.  Baronet  would  rejoice  that  the 
Prince  had  escaped.  The  more  infor- 
mation they  had  the  better ;  and,  as  they 
were  all  at  one,  the  sooner  they  dropped 
the  subject  the  better. 

Ma.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had 
been  told  by  the  Under  Foreign  Secre- 
tary that  the  Hetum  would  be  volumi- 
nous, and  therefore  he  had  confined 
himself  to  countries  in  Europe  in  which 
there  had  been  legislation  since  1829, 
when  there  was  legislation  in  this  coun- 
try. With  regard  to  America,  it  was 
well  known  there  was  no  written  law  on 
this  subject,  but  there  was  an  unwritten 
Code  which  controlled  institutions  of  this 
sort.  In  Canada  there  existed  regula- 
tions on  this  subject,  but  they  were 
under  the  Treaty  of  Quebec,  and  not  the 
voluntary  product  of  the  Legislature. 
So  also  with  regard  to  Malta. 

Mr.  speaker  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that,  having  made  his  Motion, 
he  could  not  speak  again  till  the  Amend- 
ment was  moved. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SHEELOCK  said,  it 
appeared  to  be  the  wish  of  the  House 
that  this  Eetum  should  be  as  compre- 
hensive as  possible,  and  he  would  sug- 
geet  that  in  addition  to  Turkey,  Arme- 
nia, Syria,  Palestine,  and  the  Australian 
Colonies  should  be  included. 

Mr.  EERINGTON  moved  the  addi- 
tion to  the  Resolution  of  the  words  **  and 
in  the  United  States  of  America  and  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  words  "  and  in  the  United 
States  of  America  and  in  tlio  Dominion 
of  Canada." — {Mr.  Errington.) 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
should  also  move  the  addition  of  Malta. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  Government  intended 
to  assent  to  the  Amendment.  The  pro- 
posed addition  was  perfectly  unneces- 
sary. The  information  could  be  ob- 
tained upstairs  with  regard  to  America, 
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Canada,  and  Malta.  But  if  America 
was  included,  he  should  propose  to  add 
the  Empire  of  Brazil  and  the  Republics 
of  South  America.  He  should  have 
been  content  with  information  relating 
to  Europe. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  then  moved  the 
addition  of  ''  the  Empire  of  Brazil." 

Major  O'GORMAN  proposed  to  add 
Peru  and  Chili. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  clearly  shown  that 
what  he  wanted  was  not  to  have  general 
information  on  the  subject,  but  sufficient 
to  suit  his  purpose.  He  made  a  Motion 
just  to  get  what  he  wanted — information 
as  to  the  law  in  those  countries  in  which 
there  at  present  existed  persecution 
against  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  The 
hon.  Member  had  most  reluctantly  con- 
sented to  have  that  information  extended, 
showing,  as  he  (Sir  George  Bowyer) 
thought,  for  what  malignant  purposes 
he  wanted  the  information. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
*' Canada, "to  add  the  words  "and  in 
the  Empire  of  Brazil." 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Rettolved,  lliat  an  humble  Address  bo  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  bo  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be 
laid  b(?fore  this  House,  Copies  and  Translations 
of  any  Jjaws,  Ordinances,  or  Regulations  re- 
lating to  Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions 
connected  with  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  to  the 
inmates  or  members  thereof,  especially  to  the 
regular  Orders  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  which 
may  be  enforced  by  the  authority  of  the  State, 
and  arc  at  present  operative  in  France,  in  the 
German  Empire,  in  the  Austro  -  Hungarian 
Empire,  in  the  Russian  Empire,  in  Ital^',  in 
Sweden  and  Norway,  in  Belgium,  in  Spain,  in 
Portugal,  in  Switzerland,  in  the  Unitea  States 
of  America,  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  in 
the  Empire  of  Brazil. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means. 
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REGISTRATION  OF  BIRTHS  AND 

DEATHS  BILL.— [Bill  224.] 

(Mr,  Selater-Booth,  Mr.  Clare  Read, 

Mr.  Secretary  Cross.) 

CONSIDEIIATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  remarked  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  offer  any  feuHious  opposition 
to  it  but  he  could  not  help  feeling  that 
the  measure  would  leave  the  House  in  a 
very  imperfect  condition.  There  had 
been  too  little  time  devoted  to  its  con- 
sideration, if  regard  were  had  to  its 
great  importance.  For  instance,  he  had 
to  complain  that  three  months  might 
pass  away  before  the  registration  of  a 
birth  was  absolutely  necessary ;  and  that 
no  provision  was  made  for  the  registra- 
tion of  still- bom  children,  which  he 
thought  would  tend  to  encourage  in- 
fanticide. A  great  number  of  children 
died  in  the  first  three  months,  and  the 
births  of  many  of  those  would  escape 
registration,  although  their  deaths  would 
be  registered.  He  did  not,  however, 
wish  to  move  any  Amendment  on  the 
subject ;  all  he  hoped  for  was  that  the 
Bill  might  work  smoothly,  but  he  was 
very  much  afraid  it  would  not. 

Mr.  STANSFEI.D  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  the  following  new  clause,  after 
Clause  18 : — 

^Notice  where  coffin  contains  moro  than  one 
ImkIv.) 

\\niore  there  is  in  th(»  coffin  in  whicrh  any  de- 
(••'ased  person  is  hroiipht  for  Inirial  the  body  of 
any  othi-r  duceasiMl  i)ei'son,  or  the  body  of  any 
Htill-boni  child,  tlie  undertaker  or  other  ]»er8on 
who  hfis  cliar^i?  of  tin*  funeral  nhall  doliver  to. 
the  p«»i"8(»n  who  burii-s  or  pii-fonns  any  funenil 
or  r^'li^nous  s('rvi<v  for  the  burial  of  sucli  body 
or  bodies  notice  in  writing  w'ppied  by  such  un- 
d«>rt;iker  or  other  person,  and  stating  to  the  best 
of  his  knowledsre  :ind  belief  with  i"espe(!t  to  each 
such  body  the  fnllowing  particulars:  —  {a)  If 
the  boily  is  the  body  of  a  deceased  person,  the 
Tianie.  sex,  and  plac*'  of  abode  of  the  said  dcf- 
cvase<l  pci-son;  {h)  If  tlie  body  has  been  found 
exj>osed  and  the  name  and  plac(*  of  abode  arti 
unknown,  tlie  fact  of  the  body  having  becin  so 
found  and  of  the  said  pai-ticulars  T>eing  unknown; 
and  (r)  If  the  IkkIv  is  tliat  of  a  de<*eased  child 
without  a  name,  or  a  still-boni  child,  the  name 
an<l  i)lac<'  of  alxxb;  of  the  father,  or,  if  it  is  ille- 
gitimate, of  the  mother  of  such  child.  Every 
lurson  who  fails  to  comjily  with  this  section 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penally  not  exceeding  ten 
pounds. 

Mr.  SOLATKR-BOOTH  thought  that 
such  a  proposal  as  that  involved  in  the 
Amendment  Lad  better  be  given  effect 
to  in  a  Burials  Bill ;  but  he  would  not 
offer  any  objection  if  it  was  thought  de- 


sirable to  have  such  a  proyision  inserted 
in  this  measure. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bil 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  7*- 
morrow, 

VACCINATION  ACT,  1871.  AMEND3IEST 
BILL.— [Lords.']— [Buj.  226.] 
{Mr.  Selater-BootA.) 

SECOND    READIVO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Me.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  had  been  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amending  certain  defects  in  the 
Act  of  1871,  relative  to  the  person  who 
should  put  the  Act  in  operation  and  to 
the  recovery  of  penalties  for  neglecting  to 
comply  with  its  provisions.  The  simple 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  provide  that  the. 
Local  Qovemment  Board  should  have 
power  to  control  the  proceedings  of 
boards  of  Guardians  with  respect  to 
putting  the  law  into  force,  and  that  it 
should  not  be  possible  for  those  bodiet 
to  set  themselves  against  the  law.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  bj 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  Schter- Booth.) 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  deprecated  ex- 
tending the  power  of  coercion  under 
these  laws,  and  expressed  a  wish  that 
greater  discretion  should  be  allowed  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  act  in  accordance 
with  the  peculiar  circumstance  of  each 
case.  Of  course,  he  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  vaccination;  but  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  a  strong  and  bitter 
hostility  was  growing  up  against  the 
Acts.  As  a  matter  of  policy,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  not  to  stimulate  what 
might  create  a  superstition  by  enforcing 
penalties,  but  to  endeavour  to  persuade 
people  of  the  advantage  of  vaccination, 
and  to  ensure  that  the  nature  of  the 
lymph  should  be  of  an  unexceptionable 
character.  lie  thought  they  had  better 
relax  the  force  of  our  legal  penalties  than 
increase  them.  He  should,  therefore, 
oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  rejoiced  that  the 
Government  had  brought  in  the  BilL 
Although  every  possible  liberty  should 
be  given  to  parents  it  was  necessary,  fx 
the  safety  of  the  public,  that  prejudices 
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should  be  overcome.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  use  of  bad  lymph  should 
be  rendered  penal. 

Dr.  lush  supported  the  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  the  disease  was  infectious, 
and  that  the  general  law  must  be  en- 
forced for  the  general  ^ood. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  also  sup- 
ported the  measure,  the  object  of  which 
'was  not  to  permit  Guardians  to  make 
partial  what  I^arliament  had  intended  to 
De  a  general  law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  (SCOTLAXD) 

BILL.— [Zon/*.]— [RiLi- 159.] 
[Thr  Lord  Aifroeafe.) 

COVMITTEE.     [Progress  24th  July.'] 

Bill  comidered  in  Committee. 
(Li  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Compensation  to  private 
patrons). 

Mr.  ANDEESON,  in  rising  to  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  lino  42, 
to  leave  out  from  **  Her  Majesty  "  to 
end  of  clause,  said,  patronage  was  held 
in  three  hands — the  Crown,  certain  mu- 
nicipalities, and  private  persons.  Par- 
liament was  entitled  of  right  to  deal 
with  patronage  in  the  hands  of  the 
Crown  as  national  property.  "With  pa- 
tronage in  the  hands  of  municipalities 
and  private  individuals,  Parliament  was 
not  entitled  so  to  deal,  and  if  they  de- 
sired compensation,  it  ought  to  be  given 
them.  He  did  not  believe  that  evorj' 
municipality  would  want  compensation, 
but  be  thought  it  bettor  not  to  leave  the 
question  an  open  one. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  42,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
"Her  Majesty,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Clause. — (Mr.  Anderson.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
would  remind  the  lion.  Member  that  in 
the  Irish  Church  Act,  no  compensation 
was  to  be  given  to  Her  Majesty  or  to 
any  corporation  for  loss  of  patronage. 
For  that  reason,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  justified  in  putting  these  pro- 
visions into  the  Bill.  He  also  opposed 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  no 


application  for  compensation  had  been 
made  by  any  corporation,  and  further, 
that  in  Scotland,  no  corporation  could 
sell  patronage,  because  it  was  held  in 
trust  for  the  **  common  good." 

Mr.  RA.MSAY  expressed  his  surprise 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  should  have 
quoted  the  Irish  Church  Act,  which  he, 
when  in  opposition,  had  regarded  as  an 
act  of  spoliation.  He  trusted  the  lion. 
Member  for  Glasgow  would  persevere 
with  his  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  134; 
Noes  15  :  Majority  119. 

Mr.  CAMPBEIJi  -  BANNEEMAN 
inquired  if  the  Lord  Advocate  could 
inform  the  Committee  what  the  "rules 
and  regulations "  were  that  were  re- 
ferred to  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  it 
would  be  left  to  the  General  Assembly 
to  frame  them.  His  object  was  to  sus- 
pend the  operation  of  the  Act  till  the 
General  Assembly  should  take  action. 

Mr.  CA^rPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
thought  the  amended  clauses  would  not 
meet  the  case  of  the  parishes  with  less 
than  25  communicants,  unless  thoy  gave 
instructions  to  the  General  Assombly. 

]Mr.  E.  EEIl),  in  moving  the 
omission  of  the  clause  from  the  Bill, 
said,  it  had  been  said  when  the  Bill  was 
first  spoken  of,  that  it  was  introduced  in 
compliance  with  the  wishes  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  that 
Parliament  would  not  do  that  from  an 
English,  but  rather  from  a  Scottish  point 
of  view.  All  information  on  the  subject 
went  to  prove  that  the  peoj^le  of  Scot- 
land looked  with  disfavour  on  the  sys- 
tem of  private  patronage  which  the  Bill 
was  meant  to  remove,  and  even  all  the 
patrons  themselves  who  had  spoken  on 
the  subject  refused  to  treat  their  pri- 
vilege from  a  money  point  of  view.  On 
the  contrary,  they  had  thanked  the  Go- 
vernment for  proposing  to  take  a  dis- 
agreeable responsibility  off  their  hands, 
and  it  was  generally  acknowledged  that 
this  patronage  had  no  marketable  value ; 
so  that  really  there  was  not  only  no 
reason  why  the  compensation  should  be 

Erovided  for,  but  the  patrons  themselves 
ad  not  asked  for  it.  Any  money  value 
that  was  ever  set  upon  private  patron- 
age was  taken  away  by  the  Act  of  Lord 
Aberdeen,  which  gave  congregations  the 
right  to  object  to  any  minister  that  a 
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patron  might  present  to  a  living.  He 
objected  also  to  the  form  in  which  the 
compensation  was  offered  and  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  opposed  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  a  great 
diversity  of  opinion  existed  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  there  were  some  persons 
who  had  gone  so  far  as  to  designate  the 
Bill  as  a  measure  of  compensation.  He 
trusted  that  the  Amendment  would  not 
be  pressed,  and  that  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  it  was 
not  exactly  correct  to  say  that  private 
patronage  possessed  no  marketable  value 
in  Scotland.  He  knew  of  one  living 
which  in  1862  was  sold  for  £580,  which 
was  worth  about  £270  a-ycar.  This 
was  a  matter  of  nearly  three  years'  pur- 
chase. He  thought,  however,  that  as 
the  Committee  had  confiscated  the  rights 
of  municipalities,  they  might  also  con- 
fiscato  the  rights  of  private  patrons. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Procedure  before  sheriff). 

Gexeilvl  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  3, 
line  G,  after  **  petitioner,"  to  insert — 

"  and  in  inakinp  this  inquin-  the  sh<?rifF  shall 
have  I'opraiil  to  tln>  amount  of  tt^nds  already 
enjoyed  hy  the  prest^nt  patron,  and  hy  former 
patr(ms  under  the  Acts  of  IfiOO  and  1C93,  wliieh 
allowed  these  tiinds  in  compensation  for  the 
abolition  of  patronage,  hut  whioh  patronage 
was  re-(.'Stahlished  undrr  the  Act  of  th«;  tenth 
year  of  (iueen  Anne,  chapter  twelve,  hut  with- 
out gi\'in«2f  uj)  the." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE,  in  opposing 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  carry  it  out. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  12,  aft^r 
"entitled,"  to  insert  "unless  the  sum 
shall  be  otherwise  provided,"  express- 
ing a  ho])e  tliat  both  a  general  and 
local  fund  would  be  provided,  which 
would  prevent  the  security  of  patrons 
from  having  to  rest  on  the  income  of 
the  clerg}*man  of  the  parish. 

Mr.  LYON  PIAYFAIR  thought  that 
no  kind  of  security  could  be  worse  than 
that,  and  hoped  the  public  spirit  of 
Scotland  would  obviate  the  necessity 
for  it. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOLTl 
said,  it  would  be  far  better  for  the  Go- 
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vemment  to  pay  the  whole  £45,000  k- 
quired  to  compensate  patrons. 
Colonel    MURE    observed  that  \i^ 

m 

the  law  of  Scotland  any  contract  tlui 
encumbered  the  income  of  a  clergymaa 
was  simoniacal. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  swd. 
such  an  arrangement  would  be  like  the 
old  Popish  practice  of  holding  livinn 
in  commendam.  He  reserved  to  himHtf 
perfect  liberty  to  bring  forward  a  duh 
tinct  proposition  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  did  not  think  that 
any  grievance  would  arise  under  the 
clause. 

Mr.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH  be- 
lieved  that  when  the  Bill  passed,  a 
central  fund  would  be  raised  for  the 
pui'pose  of  purchasing  the  rig^hts  of  pre- 
sentees, and  hoped  the  Lorn  Advocate 
would  adhere  to  the  clause. 

Sir  WILLIAM  STIRLING-MAX- 
WELL  thought  that  Bome  further  ei- 
planation  should  be  given  in  regard  to 
what  was  exactly  intended  by  the  Ghnnh 
of  Scotland  in  this  matter.  The  fona 
of  security  proposed  by  the  clause  ms 
very  objectionable. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  the  difficulty 
would  be  met  by  giving  power  to  the 
congregation  to  buy  the  patronage  up 
at  one  year's  purchase. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Sheriff's  judgment  final). 

Mr.  VANS  AGNEW  moved.  a«  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  31,  to  leave 
out  the  word  *'  not,"  tho  object  of  which 
was  to  provide  that  the  judgment  of  the 
sheriff-substitute  in  the  matter  should, 
as  in  all  other  cases,  be  liable  to  be  re- 
viewed by  tho  principal  Sheriff. 

TiiE  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  the 
provision  was  really  to  prevent  any  un- 
necessary or  prolonged  litigation;  but 
he  had  no  objection  to  an  appeal  being 
made  to  the  Sheriff,  as  it  was  possible 
that  mistakes  might  be  made  by  the 
sheriff-substitute. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Word  struck  out  accordingly. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Appointment  by  presbyteiy 
tanquam  jure  devoluto). 

The  IX)RD  ADVOCATE  then  moved 
an  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice, 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  lino  41,  after  the  word  "  dcvoluto," 
to  insert  the  worda  **  and  the  appointment  by 
the  prcflbjrtery  shall  be  equivalent  to  an  appoint- 
nent  by  the  congregation  in  terms  of  section 
three  hereof.  If  at  any  time  after  the  passing 
€f  this  Act  it  shall  appear  to  the  presbytery  of 
the  bonnda  that  the  number  of  the  commimi- 
ouits  of  any  vacant  church  and  ()ari8h,  to  which 
no  presentation  had  been  issued  before  the  pass- 
ing hereof,  is  less  than  twenty-five,  it  shall 
not  be  lawful  to  take  any  proceedings  for  the 
•pjpointment,  admission,  and  settlement  of  a 
minister,  execpt  under  and  until  after  the  issue 
of  roles  and  regulations  to  be  framed  by  the 
general  assembly  subsequent  to  the  comnience- 
nent  of  this  Act ;  the  ius  dovolutum  in  the  case 
of  any  such  vacancy  shall  not  come  into  opera- 
tion until  after  the  first  day  of  September,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-five,  al- 
though more  than  six  months  may  have  elapsed 
from  the  occurrence  of  such  vacancy." — {The 
Lord  Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BAMSAY  suggested  that  the 
clause  should  be  postponed,  until  he 
Iiad  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward the  new  clause  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

The  chairman  said,  the  clause 
having  been  amended  could  not  be  post- 
Doned* 

Sib'  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE 
thought  they  were  giving  too  extensive 
powers  to  the  General  Assembly,  and 
submitted  that  some  security  should  be 

fiven  that  the  right  of  patronage  would 
e  allowed  to  be  exorcised  by  the  people. 

Mb.  LEITII  also  objected  to  the  un- 
limited power  given  by  this  clause  to 
the  G^eral  Assembly.  The  terms  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  ought  to  be 
inserted  in  the  clause. 

Gbnebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked,  if  the  Amendment  was  not  irre- 
gular, in  the  same  way  that  his  own  was 
on  Friday  night — namely,  that  it  con- 
tained a  recommendation  to  the  General 
Assembly  ?  He  objected  to  such  an 
arbitrary  power  being  given  to  any 
l^odv. 

Thb  chairman  ruled  that  the 
Amendment  was  not  irregular,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  enacting,  whereas  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  General  had 
been  only  recommendatory. 

Mb.  ORR-EWING  said,  that  if  such 
roles  were  laid  down  by  Parliament,  it 
would  probably  lead  to  a  second  Dis- 
ruption. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
objected  to  the  proposal,  on  the  ground 


that  it  was  not  sufficiently  definite  with 
respect  to  the  action  which  the  General 
Assembly  might  take  in  the  matter.  So 
far  as  the  small  Highland  parishes  were 
concerned,  there  would  be  nothing  to 
prevent  any  anomaly  or  scandal  occur- 
ring. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  an  influential  con- 
stituent, saying  that  the  great  power 
which  was  left  to  the  General  Assembly 
was  the  one  blot  in  the  BiU.  He 
(Colonel  Alexander)  was  quite  unwilling 
to  leave  to  any  Church  Court  such  enor- 
mous power,  and  thought  that  the  regu- 
lations which  might  be  made  should  be 
ratified  by  Parliament  before  they  came 
into  operation. 

Me.  ANDERSON  considered  the 
Amendment  better  than  the  original 
clause.  It  would  not  do  to  leave  the 
provision  for  the  making  of  rules  as  it 
was. 

Mb.  M 'LAGAN  suggested  that  the 
rules  should  be  the  same  as  in  Clause  3. 

The  chairman  said,  it  was  too 
late  to  make  the  suggested  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  89  ; 
Noes  22  :  Majority  67. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFMR  proposed  a 
further  Amendment,  in  the  shape  of  a 
Proviso,  making  it  necessary  for  the 
rules  to  be  submitted  to  Parliament  and 
approved  before  the  clause  could  come 
into  operation. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  objected, 
and  said  he  could  not  imagine  anything 
more  certain  to  give  ofience  to  the  Free 
Church. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  there 
would  otherwise  be  no  guarantee  that 
the  rules  would  be  framed. 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  said,  rather  than 
have  such  a  rule,  the  Church  of  Swtland 
would  have  patronage  continued. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
maintained  that  Parliament  should  de- 
cide on  the  rules. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Repeal  of  inconsistent 
statutes)  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Interpretation  clause). 

Mb»  LYON  PLAYFAIR,  in  moving 
ad  an  Amendment  in  page  4,  line  7, 
after  '*  include,"  to  insert  **  persons 
having  a  right  to  sittings,  and  persons 
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Commission  on  Capital  Punishment  to 
the  effect  that  imclor  the  existing  law  it 
was  next  to  impossible  to  procure  a  con- 
viction for  infanticide.  Besides,  the 
existing  law  was  not  abrogated,  but  as 
in  the  case  of  treason  felony,  an  alter- 
native course  was  afforded  to  the  pro- 
secution. They  were,  therefore,  sac- 
rificing justice  for  the  sake  of  an 
idea,  and  the  Commission  in  its  Be- 
port  recommended  some  such  legisla- 
tion as  this.  As  some  objection  had 
been  taken  in  the  3rd  clause  to  the 
words — *'  If  the  mother  of  any  child 
shall  wilfully  cause  the  death  of  such 
child  during  or  immediately  after  its 
birth,"  he  would  be  prepared  to  substi- 
tute for  the  word  '*  wili'ully  "  the  words 
'*  unlawfully  and  maliciously."  If  the 
Government  accepted  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  he  would  be  willing  to  withdraw 
the  measure  for  the  present  Session; 
but  if  they  did  not  he  must  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  it.  He  con- 
sidered the  present  state  of  the  law  a 
solemn  mockery. 

Moved i  "  That  the  House  be  now  put 
into  Committee." — {The  Lord  Colchester,) 

IjORD  EEDESDALE  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  at  all  improve  it.  The  best  check 
to  the  commission  of  the  crime  of  in- 
fanticide was  the  sense  of  its  heinous- 
11  ess.  Once  Parliament  by  its  legisla- 
tion encouraged  the  idea  that  infanticide 
was  not  murder,  that  check  would  in  a 
great  degree  be  removed,  and  in  some 
sense  encouragement  would  be  held  out 
to  its  commission.  What  would  people 
say  if  they  saw  the  same  punishment 
inflicted  for  the  killing  of  a  child  as  for 
the  stealing  of  a  pair  of  stockings  ?  He 
should  rather  see  a  woman  who  had 
murdered  her  child  acquitted  because 
the  jury  did  not  wish  that  she  should  be 
put  to  death  than  have  it  declared  by 
Act  of  Parliament  that  the  wilful  or 
the  malicious  killing  of  a  child  was  not 
murder.  It  would  bo  far  better  that  all 
the  murderesses  in  the  country  should  be 
acquitted  than  that  there  should  bo  such 
an  Act.  This  being  his  decided  opinion 
on  the  subject,  he  would  move  an 
Amendment  that  the  House  do  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  (m  the  Bill  that 
day  three  months. 

Zord  Colchester 


An  Amendment  moved  to  leave  ant 
(''  now  ")  and  at  the  end  of  the  Motion 
to  add  ("  this  day  three  months.")— ;  71* 
Chairman  of  Committees  J) 

LoBD    STANLEY    of    ALDERLEY 

supported  the  Amendment.  He  said 
that  the  statistics  quoted  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  introduced  this  Bill,  shoiring 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  convictions  for 
infanticide,  were  not  of  much  weight 
for  at  the  period  from  ^hich  they  w€» 
taken,  all  convictions  were  very  ran 
owing  to  the  prejudice  then  excited 
against  capital  punishment.  It  wen 
better,  he  thought,  that  every  muidereM 
tried  for  infanticide  should  be  acquitted, 
owing  to  an  unwillingness  of  juries  to 
convict  in  such  cases,  rather  than  that 
the  sense  of  the  enormity  of  the  crime 
should  be  lessened  in  the  minds  of  that 
class  of  women  who  were  more  likely  to 
commit  the  crime ;  and  the  House  was 
responsible  for  the  Bills  they  might  pass, 
but  not  for  the  verdicts  of  the  juries. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  saxi 
he  should  regret  that  any  opinion  of  his 
should  be  at  variance  with  a  reoommen- 
dation  of  the  Commission  on  Capital 
Punishment,  but  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  that  part  of 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  which 
bore  on  this  subject,  and  he  desired  to 
reserve  his  opinion  on  it  till  he  had  exa- 
mined it.  He  must,  however,  say  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  extremely  objectionable  one, 
and  it  was  one  which,  as  at  present  ad- 
vised, he  could  not  recommend  their 
Lordships  to  accept.  It  was  a  proposi- 
tion which,  if  it  were  expressed  m  sliort 
and  popular  language,  was  one  from 
which  the  moral  sense  of  everybody 
would  recoil.  If  it  were  stated  in  plain 
terms  that  the  mother  who  murdered 
her  child  at,  or  soon  after  its  birth,  was 
not  to  be  tried  for  murder,  but  for  a 
felony  which  was  to  be  punished  with 
imprisonment  only,  such  imprisonment 
not  to  exceed  two  years,  with  hard  la- 
bour— if  the  Bill  was  expressed  in  that 
plain  language,  what  would  anyone  say 
to  it  ?  It  was  called  a  ''  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  of  Infanticide;" — but  if  any- 
one but  the  mother  was  guilty  •  of  the 
crime  of  killing  a  child,  no  one  oonld 
doubt  that,  oven  after  the  passing  of  thits 
Bill,  he  or  she  would  be  guilty  of  mur- 
der, and  would  bo  tried  and  punished 
for  murder.    If  so,  would  not  this  be 
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giving  a  priviloge — he  rcgr»sttoA  to  ubo 
the  t«rm — to  a  mother  to  do  againfit  her 
own  child  wJiat  no  oaa  olso  coiilrl  do 
without  incurring  tlio  penalty  of  murder  ? 
If,  as  appoaritd  to  be  tliL'  case,  a  difGc-ulty 
in  obtaining  convictionH  for  infanticide 
waa  fixporieucud  under  tlio  oxistinc  law, 
an  omendmont  in  tho  law  might  bo  ne- 
ee«sary ;  but  the  Amendment  now  pro- 
posed waa  oni)  which,  as  at  proBOut  ad- 
vised, he  could  not  absent  to,  nor  rocom- 
mend  to  their  Ijord^hips. 

Loan  PENZANCE  said,  that  under 
die  existing'  law  extreme  oaaes  were  pro- 
Tided  for,  for  a  count  for  concealing  the 
birth  waa  always  put  in  the  indictment, 
and  of  this,  which  was  a  miedeineanour, 
th«  jury  might  convict  wlien  they  were 
not  prepared  to  convict  of  tlio  capital 
offence.  He  did  not  Bay  that  state  of 
the  law  waa  perfect  or  not  capable  of 
amendment ;  but  he  concurred  with  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  AVool- 
■ack  in  thinking  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed in  the  BUI  extremely  objection- 
able. 

Lord  O'HAOAN,  ae  one  of  the  Boyal 
Commiasioncrs  whose  Report  liad  been 
referred  to  in  support  of  the  Bill,  said, 
tbat  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the 
Commissioners  did  not  support  it.  The 
conclusion  arrived  at  by  the  Commission 
VBs  that,  in  cases  where  injuries  had 
been  maliciously  iutiict«d  by  tltu  mother 
within  seven  days  after  tho  birth  of  the 
child,  which  injuries  resulted  in  the 
death  of  the  child,  there  ought  to  be  a 
conTiction  for  murder  ;  but  the  Commis- 
aioa  hold  that,  in  cases  where  murder 
could  be  proved,  there  ought  to  be  a 
conviction  for  murder,  and  in  like  man- 
ner a  conviction  for  manslauglitcr  where 
only  manslaughter  was  proved,  and  of 
concealment  of  birth  where  the  latter 
was  what  the  indictment  chai^d  and 
what  the  evidence  made  out.  It  was 
quite  true  that  verdicts  of  concealing  the 
birth  were  now  given  by  juries  in  cases 
where  the  evidence  would  warrant  a 
mnviction  for  the  capital  offence.  This 
was  done  to  avoid  the  infliction  of  capital 
punishment.  Undoubtedly,  it  was  a  very 
evil  thing  when  juries  were  induced  to 
depart  from  truth  and  law  ;  but  by  way 
of  remedy  for  that,  it  would  be  a  very 
■eriouB  thing  for  Parliament  to  say  that 
murder  was  not  murder,  and  ought  not 
to  be  punished  with  the  penal^  of  mur- 
der, whatever  that  penauy  might  be. 


On  Question,  That{" 


")Btandpart 


of  tho  llotion  ?  Retohed  in  the  Negative  ; 
and  House  to  bo  in  Committee  on  thit 


I'AKOCIIIAL  RECORDS  {IRELAND). 


The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  asked  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  Whether  he  can  give 
any  assurance  that  Hor  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  during  the  Ilocesa  take 
the  matter  of  providing  for  the  safe 
custody  of  the  Parochial  Records  in  Ire- 
land into  consideration,  with  a  view  to 
legialation  early  next  yession  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
he  would  moat  willingly  give  hia  noble 
Friend  the  assurance  he  required.  Tho 
documents  referred  to  by  tlie  noble  Earl 
were,  in  reality,  national  documents, 
and  he  held  it  to  be  one  of  the  first  duties 
of  a  Government  to  provide  for  their 
safe  custody.  Of  that,  he  thought,  tiere 
could  not  ho  a  second  opinion.  The  only 
cause  of  delay  in  the  matter  arose  from 
the  difficulty  of  deciding  the  best  manner 
in  which  tho  documents  could  be  securely 
deposited,  consistently  with  ready  ac- 
cessibility, and  from  the  consideration  of 
the  question  how  far  the  emoluments 
gained  in  the  various  parishes  by  the 
keeping  of  these  records  ought  to  be 
the  subject  of  compensation,  and  from 
what  source  compensation  was  to  be 
provided.  Tlio  details  were  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and 
he  hoped  that  early  next  Session  they 
would  be  prepared  to  deal  with  the 
subject. 

tluUBc  aJiniimcd  Ht  Kix  u'clixk  t<i 

Thittsday  next,  a  quarif  r 

btfore  Four  o'clock. 
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Jirftnrd  to  iSih'ct  Committee — Local  Govcm- 
nicnt  Board  (In '11111(1)  rrovisiomil  Order  Con- 
liniialu)n*[207]. 

Committte  —  Prpnrt  —  PuT)li(*  Worship  Ropfula- 
tion*  [170-230];  Koyal  Irish  Constahiilarj- 
and  Duhlin  ^lotropulitaii  Police  *  [190]  ; 
Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amendment*  [226]. 

CoH!<}ihrcd  UH  amrHfhd — Foylo  CoUop^c  *  [208]  ; 
V'wx  and  Harl)our  Orders  Confirmation  * 
[229]. 

Third  Rradinff  —  Tjoail  (Tovemmcnt  Board's 
IVovisional  Ordtirs  Ci)ntinnation  (No.  5)  * 
[209];  Uo-^nstration  of  Births  and  Deaths* 
[221];  Loii-h  Corrib  Navi«,nition  *  [218]; 
Turnpike  Acts  Coutinnanc(»  *  [IHO] ;  Valua- 
tion (Ii-uland)  Act  Amendment*  [134],  and 
pussfd. 

POST  OFFICE-KATES  OF  POSTAGE 

BETWEEN  EX(JLAND  AND  ITALY. 

QUESTION. 

Dr.  lush  askecl  the  Postmaster 
Gonoral,  Whether  any  means  are  in 
contemplation  to  reduce  the  rates  of 
Postage  between  tliis  Country  and  Italy, 
the  present  rate  on  letters  being  nearly 
twice  the  rate  between  this  Country  and 
France — namely,  sixpence  per  half- 
ounco,  and  tlie  rate  between  Italy  and 
the  United  States  being  fivepence  half- 
penny per  half-ounce  ? 

Lord  JOHN  ^fANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Italian  mails  were  about 
to  bo  sent  through  Franco  instead  of 
Germany,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  most  desirous  that  a  reduc- 
tion should  take  place  in  the  postage 
of  the  letters.  He  was  in  communica- 
tion with  tlie  Italian  Post  Office  autho- 
rities on  the  subject.  Ho  was  anxious 
that  the  reduction  should  bo  greater 
tlian  tlio  Italian  Post  Offiee  autliorities 
proposed.  •  llitliei*to  they  had  not  seen 
tlieir  way  to  the  reduction  ho  proposed ; 
but  ho  lioped  that  before  long  an  agree- 
ment would  bo  arrived  at  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Postage. 

AUMV— MILITIA— IXSTIUTCTOKS  OF 
MUSKETKY.  -  ta'ESTION. 

Mr.  FORTESCUE  HAPPISON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
would  explain  to  the  House  why  the 
pay  and  allowances  of  Instructors  of 
musketry  of  regiments  of  ^Militia  sent 
to  Aldershot  for  the  Summer  drills  have 
been  disallowed  for  all  the  days  they 
attended  there,  except  those  days  on  which 
they  were  actually  engaged  in  musketry 
instruction  ;  whether  this  is  not  at 
variance  with  the  engagement  under 
which  Officers  of  Militia  went  to  Hythe 


and  qualified  for  their  appointmenii; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  follow 
a  similar  course  with  regard  to  mite* 
ketry  Instructors  attached  to  the  regi- 
of  the  Line  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  x^ 
ply,  said,  that  with  respect  to  the  ket 
Question, .  the  hon.  Member  would  l-^ 
aware  that  Musketry  Instructors  at- 
tached to  a  regiment  of  the  Line  bad 
continuous  payment,  and  that  they  weiv 
not  in  the  same  position  as  lustructois 
of  the  Militia,  who  were  trained  for  a 
special  purpose.  As  to  the  Instrucbffs 
at  Hythe,  they  would  have  the  usual 
allowance — namely,  an  allowance  fur 
each  day  that  they  gave  instructions. 

PARLIAMENT— SALE  OF  ACTS  OF 
PAliLL\MENT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HAYTER,  asked  the  SecraUn 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  awtn 
that  there  is  no  Office  at  which  Acts  of 
Parliament  can  be  purchased  within  the 
precincts  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
if  he  would  request  Messrs.  Spottis- 
woode  to  supply  Acts  passed  by  the 
last  and  present  Parliament  to  Mesm. 
Hansard  for  the  use  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said, 
that  although  he  was  aware  that  then- 
was  no  special  Office  within  tlie  precincts 
of  the  House  for  the  sale  of  Acts  of 
Parliament,  he  had  reason  to  bolioTe 
that  they  might  be  purchased  by  Mem- 
bers within  those  precincts.  Ho  would 
inquire  whether  further  facilities  should 
be  given  to  Members  of  Parliament  fur 
the  purchase  of  Acts. 

CONFERENCE  AT  BRUSSELS—RFLES 
OF  MILlTAltY  WARFARE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  the  Ymi 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  arrived  at  a  final 
determination  as  to  sending  a  Represen- 
tative to  the  Congress  at  Brussels ;  and. 
if  that  determination  be  in  the  affirma- 
tive, whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
stating  the  name  of  the  Representa- 
tive ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
have  received  satisfactory  communica- 
tions from  the  Powers  in  answer  to  our 
Circular,  and  therefore  we  have  not 
thought  it  in  our  power  any  longer  to 
refuse  to  send  a  delegate  to  the  Con- 
ference at  Brussels ;  and  subject  to  those 
conditions  and  stipulations  with  which 
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the  Houso  is  familiar  &om  tho  De- 
Bpdtclies  whic-h  havo  been  laid  upon  the 
Table,  wu  liavu  iiiBtdictcil  Mujor  Qencral 
Horsford  to  attond  that  Couforonce  as 
military  dotugate. 

ACCESS  TO  THE  HOUSES  OF  I'ARLrA- 
MENT.— QUESTION. 

Sra  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  (for  Sir 
JBdvabd  Watkix),  asked  tho  Secretary 
of  State  for  tho  IIoiuo  Doiiartinent,  If 
ho  is  now  prcimred  to  give  an  answer  to 
iiio  Question  put  to  niin  by  tho  ton 
Uembor  for  Southwark  (Colonel  Beres- 
ford)  in  reference  to  the  Order  of  tho 
Lord  Chamberlain,  whereby  tho  public 
wero  to  bo  oxcluded  from  free  access  to 
the  Ilounea  of  Parliament? 

Ma.  AS8HET0N  CE0S8,  in  reply, 
■aid,  that  ho  had  been  in  communica- 
Hoa  with  the  Lord  Qrcat  Chamberlain 
Upon  the  auhject  of  the  recent  Folico 
Order,  and  he  was  sure  that  the  object 
of  the  noblo  Lord  had  been  entirely 
misundorHtood.  Tho  Lord  Great  Cham- 
berlain's solo  obiect  was  to  take  care 
tiiat  there  should  be  a  eufficiout  safe- 
^ard  with  reference  to  visitors,  and  to 
giro  ample  facilities  for  evei^  pereou  to 
see  thu  House  who  was  entitled  to  do  so. 
He  hoped  that  that  night  arrangements 
would  be  concluded  which  would  be 
satiafactoiy  both  to  tho  ofEcors  of  the 
Houso  and  to  the  public  at  large. 

yPAIN— THE  GERMAN  SQUADKON. 
QUESTION, 

Mu.  O'CLEUY  asked  the  Under 
Socri'tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Government  have  received 
any  intimation  from  the  Imperial  Ger- 
man Authorities  relative  to  the  statement 
of  the  "  Nord  -  Deutsche  Heitung," 
"  that  the  German  Squadron  now  eta- 
tioned  off  the  lele  of  Wight  will  be 
ordered  to  cruise  on  the  northern  coast 
of  Spain;"  and,  should  such  bo  tho 
fkct,  to  aak,  are  tho  Governmentprepared 
to  make  any  statement  to  the  House  on 
the  subject  ? 

Ma.  BOUEKE :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  hare  received  no  intelli- 
gence that  a  positive  decision  has  been 
airived  at  by  the  German  Government 
to  send  a  Naval  Squadron  to  cruise  off 
the  coast  of  Spain ;  but  ve  have  reason 
to  believe  that  tho  German  Government 
are  considering  the  expediency  of  order- 


ing a  Squadron  into  those  waters.  The 
only  statement  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  to  make  upon  the  subject  is 
that  they  presume  the  only  object  tho 
Qennau  Govomment  have  in  taking  this 
step  is  to  protect  the  lives  and  property 
of  German  subjects  in  Spain,  which  may 
be  endangered  in  consequence  of  tho 
Civil  War  which  is  now  raging  in  that 
country. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH     ACT— TOTTEXILWI 

LOCAL  llOAUD— THE  KIVEK 

LEA.— QUESTION. 

Me.  JOHN  HOLMS  asked  tho  Secre- 
tary of  tho  Local  Govemmont  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  tho  pollution  of  the  Biver  Lea  at 
Tottenham  by  sewage,  and  to  the  fact 
that  a  large  number  of  dead  Ssh  are 
found  lining  the  edge  of  tho  towing- 
path,  producing  a  state  of  the  atmos- 
phere which  is  moat  detrimental  to  tho 
health  of  tho  neighbourhood ;  and,  if 
BO,  whetlier  any  steps  have  been  taken 
by  the  Government  to  remedy  tho  evil? 

Mr.  CLARE  EEAD,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  attention  of  the  Board  Wl  for 
a  considerable  time  been  drawn  to  tho 
state  of  the  Eiver  Lea  ;  and  on  the  23rd 
instant  they  received  a  Memorial  on  tho 
subject,  in  which  the  circumstance  with 
regard  to  tho  dvad  fish  wasroforrod  to. 
The  Board  had  for  many  months  past 
been  urging  upon  the  sanitary  authori- 
ties of  Tottenham  the  necessity  of  com- 
pleting without  delay  tho  works  under- 
taken by  them  for  the  deodorization  of 
their  sewage,  and  on  tho  2.1rd  instant — 
the  same  day  on  which  th^  Memorial 
was  received — the  Board  wore  informed 
by  the  Tottenham  Local  Board  that  the 
new  tanks  would  he  put  into  work  at 
once,  and  would  be  steadily  at  work 
from  that  date.  The  Local  Board  also 
stated  that  they  had  settled  the  prelimi- 
nary arrangements  with  a  Company  for 
treating  the  sewage,  and  they  trusted 
that  before  many  weeks  elapsed  tho 
process  would  be  in  operation. 

ADULTEEATION  OF  FOOD  ACT. 

aUESTIOS. 

Mk.  Aldee)£A.v  cotton  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  is  awaro  that  firms  are 
still  being  prosecuted  and  fined  for 
selling  wholesome  but  common  teas, 
alleged  to  bo  adulterated,  but  which  are 
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of  such  quality  as  the  Parlinmentary 
Cominittee  recommend  to  Lo  admitted 
for  coneumption ;  and,  whether  he  caa 
issue  a  Circular  to  tlie  magistrates  ex- 
pressing the  wish  that  they  will  be  espe- 
cially careful  in  carrying  out  the  law 
until  an  opportunity  has  been  afforded 
for  fresh  Lepslation  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  his  attontion  had  not  been  called 
to  the  prosecution  of  offences  under  the 
Adulteration  of  Food  Act.  That  matter 
tame  under  the  cognizance  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  rather  than  that  of 
tho  Home  Office.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  competent  to  the  Home  Secretary 
to  issue  a  Circular  to  magistrates  in- 
structing them  that  they  should  be 
specially  careful  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  carried  out  the  Law  on  this  subject 
as  long  as  that  Law  existed.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  withaa  Answer  which  was 
given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
the  other  night — that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Oovemment  to  take  any  steps 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  reshicting 
the  operation  of  the  Law  or  to  introduce 
a  Huapcnsory  Bill.  But,  he  trusted  that 
having  regard  to  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  who  had  inquired  into 
tliis  subject  this  Session  tho  local  autho- 
rities would  be  ustromely  careful  la  in- 
stituting prosecutions  on  the  subject  of 
adulteration  of  food  until  an  opportunity 
had  bcon  afforded  for  Legislation, 


Mr.  LOCKE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Htate  for  tho  Home  Department,  If  he 
is  able  to  give  tho  fuller  information  he 
promised  on  tho  subject  of  arrest  for 
debt  on  mesne  process  in  the  Channel 
Islands  ? 

Mit.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
read  the  following  telegram  which  he 
had  received   from    the  Jersey   autho- 

"  AiTi'st  uiuipr  mi'Tini'  iirfjfcjwvxislii  in  Jpt^v. 
It  is  nituliiti-J  l.y  II  lav  |ww«l  by  thp  ftiitca  uf 
JiTsi'v  im  till'  ^ril  JiiDilury,  INli'2.  imil  nmftrmc'd 
l.yim(»rd.-r..f  Il.r  M:ij.«ly  in  f.mn.il.  rkt,-i 
the  i\a.  ui  Jlanh  of  that  ycur.  Tha  rn.-ditur 
iH'fiiro  muidiiK  bis  ilcltur  to  !«■  nrrcstiil  miidt 
■     '   *  ■  ■  ftti>  an  alfidiirit  thai  thp 

is  belief  jiully  due.  The 
„      fl  ^"  "   '"" 

liiiil  for  hiH  Hpiinirancc 
Ix'forc  a  proper  Court.    TliiB  proti 
Kiis'i'htoen  in  Jersey  who  may  be  arrested  jit 
J//-.  Aldcnaait  Colivu 


the  suit  of  English  i 

Iriicted   in   England.     At  the  time  ot  miUif 

ihe  arrest  the  tdieriff  or  iim«tin^  otScn  ii  bnmd 

'  deliver  to  the  person  orrestAd  m  deUibd  tut- 

ent  of  tho  account  againit  him." 

ABMY— EEOIirENTAL  EXCHASGE6 
BILL-QUESTION. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Secretur 
of  State  for  "VVar,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majes^'s  Govemment  to 
proceed  with  the  Regimental  Exdungti 
Bill  this  Session  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  repW. 
said,  that  he  would  endeavour  tlui 
Session  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  ginng 
~  t  to  the  Report  of  the  Commivion 
which  had  inrestigated  the  ^erancn 
if  Army  Officers.  He  was  anxionito 
make  a  statement  on  the  subject. 

ENDOWED    SCHOOL   ACTS    AMESB. 

UENT  BILL— SEW   CHARITY'   COaMLS- 

SIOSEUS.— tlUZSTION. 

Mr.  Vf.  E.  FORSTEB  asked  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  give  th« 
House  the  names  of  the  three  new  Cha- 
rity ComniisBioners  which  it  is  the  intra- 
tion  of  the  Government  to  appoint  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Mr.  Speaker,  thi. 

,  I  believe,  tho  third  time  the  rigbt 

m.  Gentleman  has  asked  the  sunt 
Question.  I  thiuk  it  is  hardly  con- 
sistent with  tho  custom  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  even  with  the  courtesies  of 
to  ask  the  Govemment  repeatedl; 
for  information  which  they  have  ei- 
pressed  their  willingness  to  give  thv 
lent  it  is  in  their  power  to  make  ft 
commumcation  to  the  House  on  tho 
subject, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  hsd 
merely  asked  the  Question.  The  latr 
Govemment  had  always  giren  the  naniM 
of  Commissioners  before  Bills  werr 
passed  through  the  House,  and  he  Bhould 
feel  it  his  duty  to  continue  to  ask  thb 
Question. 

IRISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIES 
COSniISSlON— AUDIT  OF  AtXMUVD-. 

EXPLjUfATION. 

The  chancellor  of  ma  EXCHE- 
QTJER  said,  he  wished  to  correct  a  ital^ 
ment  which  he  had  made  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  John 
Gray)  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Tfsa- 
porahties  CommissioQ.  He  spoke  uf 
theh'  latest  Report;  as  being  tne  fint 
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fhey  had  made,  whereas  he  found  that 
several  Beports  had  already  been  pre- 
sented by  tnem,  and  that  they  had  it  in 
contemplation  to  present  another.  The 
Controner  had  been  in  communication 
with  the  Commissioners  on  certain  points 
mentioned  in  their  Eeports,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  most  convenient 
course  would  be  to  refer  the  Beports  to 
a  Committee  at  the  commencement  of 
next  Session. 

THE  BUDGET.— QFESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked,  Whether  he 
had  correctly  understood  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  mean  in  his  state- 
ment last  night  that  the  remissions  of 
taxation  made  in  the  Budget  were  to 
come  into  operation  this  year  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOB  of  tiie  EXCHE- 
QUEB  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

THE  LICENSING  ACT— VALUATION  OF 

BEER-HOUSES,  SALFORD. 

question. 

Sib  WILLLA.M  HABCOUBT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Magistrates  of  Salford  have  directed 
a  re- valuation  of  all  the  Beer-houses  in 
that  town  to  he  made  by  a  surveyor, 
and  directed  that  the  owners  of  those 
houses  should  pay  the  costs  of  such 
survey ;  and,  whether,  if  so,  such  a  pro- 
ceeding is  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Licensing  Acts  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  case  in  question,  and  he  had  no 
objection  to  state  what  were  the  views 
of  the  Government  in  relation  to  the 
liicensing  Act  upon  the  construction  of 
that  statute ;  the  46th  section,  in  order 
to  provide  for  the  change  which  took 
place  when  the  Act  was  passed  as  to 
taking  the  annual  value  of  the  beer- 
houses instead  of  rating.  At  the  first 
annual  general  licensing  meeting  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  ^e  justices  were 
required  to  obtain  what  the  value  of  the 
premises  were,  and  at  that  time  they 
might  do  one  of  two  things — they  might 
either  say  they  were  of  a  certain  annual 
value,  or,  if  not  of  that  annual  value, 
then  they  might  give  the  person  in  the 
occupation  of  the  premises  another  12 
months,  in  order  to  make  them  of  the 
fiijl  fumual  value.     Therefore,  by  the 


year  1873  everybody  would  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  making  their  houses 
up  to  the  annual  value.  The  magistrates 
might  then  make  a  re-valuation,  and 
charge  the  occupiers  with  the  cost.  But 
having  come  to  the  determination  that 
the  beer-houses  were  of  a  certain  annual 
value  in  1872  and  1873,  he  was  bound 
to  state  that  it  seemed  a  somewhat  ex- 
traordinary construction  of  the  Act  to 
take  a  general  sweep  over  the  entire 
beer-houses  in  1874  to  see  whether  they 
were  of  the  same  annual  value.  When 
a  beer-house  was  once  declared  of  a 
certain  annual  value,  it  did  not  follow 
that  it  would  always  continue  of  the 
same  value,  as  the  property  might  dete- 
riorate, and,  therefore,  the  justices  were 
perfectly  entitled  at  any  time  to  have  a 
re- valuation. 

PRINCE  LEOPOLD'S  ANNUITY  BILL. 

{Mr.  RaikeSy  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr.  Chanceiior  of  the 

Exchequer,  Mr.  Asshefon  Cross.) 

[bill  232.]      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  weakness  of 
the  grounds  on  which  grants  of  this  de- 
scription were  supported.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  divide  the  House  against 
the  Bill  unless  hon.  Members  wished  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  if  any  hon.  Members  wished 
to  do  so  they  should  have  his  vote. 
Until  the  Act  of  last  year,  the  Crown, 
in  addressing  Parliament,  had  generally 
stated  that  it  was  debarred  by  the  law  in 
force  from  making  provision  for  the 
yoimger  children ;  but  owing  to  the 
measure  which  allowed  the  Crown  to 
possess  private  estates,  which  were  not 
included  in  the  estates  surrendered  at 
the  commencement  of  the  reign  '*  with- 
out reserve, '*  and  another  Act,  providing 
for  the  secrecy  of  the  wills  of  the  Crown, 
it  could  not  now  be  asserted  that  the 
Crown  did  not  possess  property  out  of 
which  provisions  of  this  kind  could  be 
made.  He  only  wished  to  put  that  on 
record. 

Mr.  SCOURFIEU)  took  advantage 
of  the  question  being  raised  to  read  the 
following  opinion  from  an  independent 
source  as  to  the  relative  advantages  of 
the  Republican  and  the  Monarchical 
forms  of  government : — 

"  For  the  quiet  and  honest  government  which 
Queen  Victoria  has  bestowed  upon  the  KnglJHh 
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I)oople  for  30  and  odd  yean,  thoy  might  well 
afford  to  pay  ton  times  the  amount.  It  has  not 
only  been  honest,  quiet,  and  prosperous,  it  has 
been  the  freest  government  on  earth.  We 
flatter  ourselves  that  we  have  the  cheapest  go- 
vernment on  earth;  but,  in  reality,  our  Presi- 
dent is  the  most  costly  ruler  in  the  world.  Tho 
Hums  stoli'n  every  week  by  Fedei-al  officials 
would,  on  a  modei-ate  calculation,  greatly  exceed 
tlu»  total  annual  expenses  of  the  Royal  Family 
of  England.  Our  English  cousins  had  better 
]»uuse.  Either  on  tho  score  of  cheap  and  honest 
ttr  goo<l  government,  they  may  not  improve 
their  condition  bv  substituting  Republicanism 
for  RoyixMy."— [Richmond  Whig,  1872.] 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morroio, 

SUPrLY. 
Resolutions  [July  27]  reported, 

CO-OT'ERATIVE  SUPPLY  ASSOCIA- 
TIONS.—013SEKVATI0NS. 

Sir  THOMAS  CHAMBERS  said,  a 
^Fotion  on  tho  subject  of  Co-operative 
Associations  had  stood  in  his  name  on 
tlio  Taper  for  some  time ;  but  consider- 
ing tho  advanced  period  of  tho  Session, 
lio  had  now  deemed  it  expedient  to  alter 
tho  form  of  Notice,  and  instead  of  pro- 
posing^ a  Resolution  on  the  subject  he 
would  merely  call  attention  to  the  inex- 
pediency of  associations  for  tradinp;  pur- 
poses being  established  and  conducted 
by  employes  of  the  (xovemment  imder 
tho  name  of  Co-operative  Supply  Asso- 
ciations. Tlio  Ilouse  was  no  doubt 
familiar  with  this  question,  which  of 
late  had  ex(atod  a  good  deal  of  public 
interest.  At  llio  outset  he  might  observe 
that  all  arguments  adduced  against  him- 
self on  tho  ground  that  he  was  opposing 
co-operation  were  simply  beside  the 
mark.  I  fe  had  not  a  word  to  say  against 
co-operation.  Of  course  any  two  or 
more  p«'rsons  acting  together  for  a  com- 
mon puri)ose  were  co-operators ;  but  in 
rcjference  to  tho  question  now  under  con- 
sideration, the  word  **  co-operation  " 
was  used  to  signify  the  acting  together 
of  a  nuir.bor  of  individuals  not  only  to 
facilitate  the  supply  of  their  own  wants, 
but  also  to  supply  the  wants  of  others 
who  did  not  fonn  a  poi-tion  of  the  body 
so  co-operating.  Under  the  names  of 
Co-operative  Stores  and  Co-operative 
Supply  Associations  there  had  grown  up 
a  regular  systi^m  of  trading  whicli  was 
not  distinguishable  from  ordinary  com- 
merce as  carried  on  by  limited  liability 
companies  or  by  large  partnerships.  Tho 

Mr.  Scunrfivh] 


retail  tradesmen  were  desirous  of  having 
the  fact  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  that  members  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice of  the  Crown  engaged  in  these  un- 
dertakings. Up  to  a  certain  point  no 
doubt  they  did  so  with  perfect  propriety. 
They  might  co-operate  for  the  purpo^^ 
of  supplying  themselves  with  a  large 
number  of  commodities  in  ordinarv  use, 
and  as  long  as  they  continued  to  do  that, 
whatever  effect  might  have  been  pro- 
duced on  the  body  of  retail  traders  in 
the  metropolis  and  the  great  townff,  no 
person  either  in  or  out  of  the  House 
could  have  complained  that  there  wai> 
anything  either  illegal  or  improper  in 
such  a  course  of  conduct.  The  complaint 
now  made  was  that,  under  the  name, 
guise,  and  pretext  of  Co-operative  Asso- 
ciations, persons  combined  together  for 
the  purpose  of  acquiring  necessaries  for 
themselves  and  their  families  and  of 
saving  the  profit  of  the  dit^^tributor. 
Under  the  guise  of  such  associations 
there  had,  in  point  of  fact,  grown  up  a 
very  largo  system  of  trading  which  could 
not  be  distinguished  upon  any  principle 
from  ordinary'  trading  by  companiefl  of 
limited  liability.  These  associations 
were  not  in  any  way  mutual,  and  ou^i^ht 
not  to  be  called  Co-operative  Supply  As- 
sociations. In  order  to  give  the  Ilouse 
some  information  as  to  the  facts,  he 
would  quote  fi'om  a  document  recently 
issued  by  tho  Civil  Service  Supply  Asso- 
ciation (Limited).  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  paper  containing  the  agenda  for  the 
half-yearly  meeting.  It  was  dated  the 
18th  April,  1874,  and  contained  some 
matters  which  ho  should  like  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House.  The 
paper  contained  a  very  elaborate  state- 
ment of  the  accoimts  of  the  society  and 
the  balance  of  their  afiairs  for  the'  half- 
year  ending  the  28th  of  February  last. 
It  was  stated  that  the  total  purchases, 
at  that  establishment  alone,  during  the 
half-year  were  £773,364  U,  %\d.  The 
total  sales  amoimted  to  £819,428  1».  \i. : 
tho  gross  profits  being  £14,088.  These 
figures,  showing,  as  they  did,  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  operations  of  such  socie- 
ties, were  sufficient  to  make  it  worth 
consideration  whether  tho  complaints  of 
the  tradesmen  were  at  all  justifiable. 
He  was  told,  indeed,  that  the  returns  of 
all  these  societies  during  last  year  showed 
an  expenditure  of  upwards  of  £2,000,000. 
and  that  the  profit  formed  a  very  large 
proportion  to  the  expenditure.     Revert- 
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ing  to  the  society  just  alluded  to,  lie 
found  that  the  net  profits  were  £9,000, 
which,  added  to  the  previously  accumu- 
lated profits,  made  the  profits  in  that 
institution  alone  no  less  than  £90,000. 
The  fact  that  such  large  profits  were 
made  was  in  itself  a  circumstance  of 
suspicion.     The  only  legitimate  addition 
to  tne  cost  price  of  articles  supplied  hy 
a  Co-operative  Society  to  its  own  mem- 
bers was  the  cost  of  procuring  them, 
the  cost  of  housing  them  until  they  were 
sold,  and  the  cost  of  a  small  staff  to  dis- 
tribute them,  though  the  cost  of  distri- 
bution must  be  very  small  indeed,  inas- 
much as  one  of  the  rules  required  that 
customers  should  come   and  fetch  the 
goods  themselves.     When,  therefore,  it 
was  found  that  large  profits  were  made, 
the   system  pursued  by  these  societies 
looked  more  like  trading  than  co-opora- 
tion   for  the  purpose  of  suppl3ring  the 
wants  of  their  own  members.     Another 
circumstance  worth    consideration   was 
the  manner  in  which  the  profits  were 
made.    Those  so-called  Co-operative  So- 
csieties  made  their  profits  in  the  same 
way  as  an  ordinary  tradesman  or  part- 
iierBhi])s  with    limited    liability  would 
make  theirs.     They  did  not  merely  sell 
articles  at  a  price  which  would  cover 
the  cost  and  leave   a   small  margin  of 
profit,  but  they  proceeded  on  the  prin- 
ciple   of    selling    some    articles    at    a 
loss  and  others   at   a   large   profit,  so 
that    the    profit    made    on    one    class 
of    articles    might    more    than    coun- 
terbalance the  loss    sustained   on    the 
other.     This  was  inconsistent  with  the 
principle  of  mere  co-operation  for  the 
mipply  of  the  wants  of  the  members  of 
the  Association,   but    thoroughly   con- 
Bistent  with  the  principles  of  trading. 
Everybody  knew  that    these    societies 
were  consdtuted  primarily  by  memberB 
of  the  Civil  Service.     The  paper  he  had 
already  referred  to  contained  a  list  of 
persons  who  were  to  bo  added  to  the 
I)oard  of  Direction,  and  he  found  they 
were  from  all  the  departments  of  the 
Civil  Service.     That  society  consisted  of 
4,500  members  of  the  Civil  Service,  and 
if  they  merely  combined   together  to 
supply  themselves  and  their  families  no 
complaint  whatever  could  be  made ;  but 
besides  these  4,500  members  there  wore 
15,000  persons  who  were  called  ticket- 
holders,  and  who  paid  so  much  for  the 
privil^e  of  buying  goods  at  the  stores; 
and  at  the  last  meeting  a  Motion  was  to 


be  made— he  did  not  know  whether  it 
was  made— that  the  1 5,000  ticket-holders 
should  be  increased  to  30,000.     Perhaps 
it  might  be  asked — *' Why  do  you  com- 
plain of  that  ?  "     Well,  aU  he  would  say 
at  present  was,  that  it  was  a  contradic- 
tion of  the  principle   upon  which  the 
society  was  founded,  and  that  the  mo- 
ment it  invited  outside  customers  to  pay 
for  the  privilege  of  dealing  at  the  stores 
it  ceased  to  be  a  co-operative  and  be- 
came a  trading  society.     Moreover,  the 
society  was  set  up  by  Civil  servants  of 
the  Ghovemment.     The  excuse  they  al- 
leged was  this — *'We  want  to  supply 
ourselves  with  goods  on  the  principle  of 
co-operation,  but  we  cannot  do  so  con- 
veniently unless  we  get  a  larger  trade 
than  we  can  secure  by  the  proper  appli- 
cation of  the  principle  of  co-operation, 
and  therefore  we  will  invito  the  outside 
public  to  trade  with  us  in  order  that  we 
may  supply  our  own  wants  at  a  cheaper 
rate."     There  had  recently  been  issued 
the  prospectus  of  a  new  Civil  Service 
Co-operative  Society,  and  the  list  of  the 
provisional  committee  consisted  of  the 
names  of  20  gentlemen,    all  of  whom 
were  members  of  the  Civil  Service.  The 
prospectus,  after  refomng  to  the  large 
amount  of  profit  that  had  been  realized 
by  the  old  society,  amounting  to  £90,000, 
went  on  to  say  that  the  accumulation  of 
profits  so  largo  was  a  direcrt  infringement 
of  the  main  principle  of  co-operation, 
which  was  that  after  paying  all  expenses 
and  allowing  a  fair  dividend  for  the 
capital  employed,  all  tho  profits  belonged 
to  the  purchasers.     It  stated  that  four- 
fifths  of  the  original  members — namely, 
17,000 — were  ticket-holders,    and   pro- 
posed that  they  as  well  as  shareholders 
should  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the 
new   organization;    so    that  the  large 
profits  realized  should  be  devoted  to  the 
customers  and  not  exclusively  to  tlie 
shareholders.  The  regulations,  after  all, 
were  not  co-operation  but  trade ;  and  ho 
could  not  see  why  Her  Majesty's  Civil 
servants  should  be  allowed  to  set  up  this 
gigantic  trading  association  against  the 
efibrts  of  individual  shopkeepers.    There 
was  another  prospectus  from  which  he 
would  quote — for  these  societies  were 
the  rage  of  the  day — a  characteristic  of 
the  age.     The  prospectus  of  the  Govern- 
ment Offices  Store,  which  professed  to 
be  conducted  on  '*  strictly  co-operative 
principles,"  spoke  of  some  of  the  other 
associations  as  having  '^  exceeded  the 
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limits  of  fair  play  and  justice,  and  de- 
servedly raised  enmity  amongst  whole- 
sale and  retail  traders/'  and  said  it 
behoved  the  promoters  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  establishing  a  society  on 
sounder  principles.  It  stated  a  just 
complaint  against  the  old,  and  a  just 
principle  in  the  case  of  the  new  society. 
The  writer  of  a  private  letter,  a  gentle- 
man connected  with  the  Civil  Service, 
referred  to  the  case  of  the  co-operative 
store  at  Dublin,  established  at  the  end 
of  the  year  1872,  and  the  only  store  of 
the  kind  in  Ireland,  as  illustrating  the 
tendencies  to  which  all  such  associations 
were  liable.  The  prospectus  dwelt  with 
emphasis  on  these  two  points — that  the 
society  was  for  the  sole  benefit  of  Civil 
servants,  and  that  the  commodities  were 
to  be  sold  to  them  at  such  a  narrow 
margin  of  profit  over  the  cost  price  as 
merely  to  cover  the  expenses  of  manage- 
ment. If  these  rules  had  been  observed, 
there  would  have  been  but  little  cause 
for  complaint ;  but  in  less  than  a  year 
from  the  time  when  the  society  was 
established,  both  rules  were  broken 
through,  and  the  writer  of  the  letter 
referred  to  remarked  that  the  tendency 
to  break  through  such  rules  in  all  cases 
must  be  irresistibly  strong.  Upon  the 
confession  of  those  who  had  belonged 
to  these  co-operative  societies  tliey  had 
exceeded  the  limits  of  fair  and  legiti- 
mate co-operation  for  the  supply  of  the 
necessaries  of  life,  and  had  become 
trading  concerns,  dealing  also  in  the 
luxuries  of  life.  The  excuse  and  justi- 
fication originally  made  were  that  co- 
operation was  tlio  only  means  by  which 
persons  of  small  fixed  incomes  could 
save  themselves  from  paying  the  high 
prices  charged  by  town  tradesmen  for 
long  credit.  If,  however,  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  Civil  servants  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  benefits  of  co-operation 
and  the  higher  classes  were  admitted, 
and  if  the  trading  extended  from  neces- 
saries to  luxuries,  the  fundamental  rea- 
sons for  setting  up  a  co-operative  store 
no  longer  existed.  The  conductors  of 
the  Association  Stores  in  the  Haj-market, 
which  did  an  enormous  business,  had 
recently  issued  a  series  of  answers  to 
objections.  From  this  it  appeared  that 
Civil  servants  included  Peers,  Members 
of  Parliament,  justices  of  the  peace, 
naval  and  military  officers — he  did  not 
know  if  Volunteer  officers  were  included 
— and  clergymen,  and  it  was  contended 
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that  Civil  Bervantsvere  as  xnnch  entitM 
to  set  up  this  trading  establiahment  u 
they  were  entitled  to  invest  their  span 
money  in  banks,  insurance  companiH, 
or  any  speculation.     The  armament  o( 
this  paper  was  that  these  societies  ven 
trading  societies,  and  therefore  the  Giril 
servants  of  the  Crown  should  be  pre- 
vented   from   joining   them.      Another 
paper  stated  that  the  first  society  vts 
established  in  1 858  to  import  or  purchase 
produce  wholesale,  to  contract  with  ma- 
nufacturers, retail   at   the   lowest  poi- 
sible  price,  and  promote  in  everT  war 
economy.     But  in  the  official  price  list 
for  1874  of  the  Association  in  the  Est- 
market  would  be  found  these  word»— 

"  Tho  Civil  Service  Co-operati\'0  Socirty  «u 
fouuded  by  Mr.  Ansoll,  of  the  Admiralty,  ud 
the  bcnoiits  it  confon  on  tlie  aristocxacy  and 
other  cLissct)  are  most  important." 

It  thus  appeared  that  the  character  and 
objects  of  the  Association  wore  entirelj 
different  as  held  out  in  the  prospectoi 
and  in  the  official  circular.  He  had 
another  paper  which  was  signed  by 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  themsdvei. 
They  stated  that  for  a  time  these  asso- 
ciations did  very  well,  but  in  an  evildsj 
the  directors  grew  ambitious  ;  and  what 
was  originally  a  perfectly  legitimate  and 
defensive  union  of  Civil  servants  had 
now  become  a  vast,  uncalled-for  on- 
slaught on  the  shopkeepers.  Indeed,  to 
use  the  words  of  one  of  their  own 
writers,  the  whole  afiair  was  now  '*a 
gigantic  sham."  Let  the  directors  only 
say  that  they  had  become  shopkeepers 
on  a  large  scale,  and  bo  content  with 
the  profits  of  their  trade.  There  really 
was  no  distinction  between  these  asso- 
ciations and  trading  societies ;  they 
should  bo  called  by  tho  name  most 
suitable  to  them,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
tho  Exchequer  would  have  to  say  whe- 
ther they  were  consistent  with  the  rules 
of  the  Civil  Service.  Thej'  were  cer- 
tainly contrary  to  the  rules  laid  down  in 
March,  1849 — namely,  that  the  public 
was  entitled  to  the  whole  time  of  the 
Civil  JService,  and  that  Ci^-il  servants 
should  not  bo  allowed  to  enter  as  direc- 
tors of  public  companies  requiring  their 
attendance  during  business  hours.  Civil 
son'ants  were  absolutely  prevented  from 
engaging  in  mercantile  pursuits  if  these 
encroached  on  the  time  of  the  public. 
Now,  he  had  two  cases  where  persons  in 
tlio  Civil  Service  had  been  conducting 
the  business  of  these  associations  during 
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bofliness  hours.  It  did  seem  to  him,  too, 
that  it  might  well  happen  that  these 
gentlemen  might  go  into  the  market  to 
ony  colonial  and  other  produce  at  great 
advantage,  because  they  might  command 
information  which  was  not  ordinarily 
available.  The  Crown  prohibited  post- 
masters from  selling  newspapers,  and 
would  doubtless  prohibit  revenue  offi- 
cers from  selling  malt.  Then,  why  should 
Oivil  servants  be  permitted  to  engage  in 
trade  ?  Incidentally  connected  with  this 
subject,  he  must  call  attention  to  the 
Marine  Canteen  at  Woolwich,  which,  in- 
stead of  being  confined  to  the  supply  of 
the  military  in  the  barracks,  sent  out  its 
servants  in  uniform  and  canvassed  and 
supplied  private  families,  directly  and 
indirectly,  with  goods  of  every  descrip- 
tion— ^milk,  poultry,  beer,  shoes,  &c. — 
which,  he  believed,  was  entirely  in  con- 
travention of  the  Queen's  Regulations. 
Besides  the  ordinary  necessities  of  life, 
thousands  of  articles  of  elegance  and 
luxury,  and  even  the  game  of  croquet, 
were  sold  at  the  stores.  They  also  sup- 
plied drugs  and  prescriptions  of  medicine 
whereby  the  puolic  were  in  danger  of 
being  poisoned — drugs  witli  enormous 
profits,  oecause  for  eveiy  1«.  invested  in 
that  trade  1  l^^f.  was  profit.  Besides,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  those  who 
aold  drugs  to  the  public  ought  to  have 
some  knowledge  of  chemistry.  There 
was  another  question  with  regard  to  the 
article  of  drugs  and  the  sale  thereof, 
which  called  for  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Now,  there  were  surgeries,  and 
chemists'  shops,  and  hospitals  open, 
where,  in  cases  of  necessity  or  accident 
in  the  metropolis,  immediate  assistance 
was  at  hand,  and  it  would  be  a  great 
calamity  if  it  were  not.  Well,  a  chemist, 
perhaps  at  best,  turned  £20  a-week  in 
his  business,  and  for  those  Civil  servants, 
ong^aged  in  co-operative  stores,  to  clash 
in  competition  with  him  was  not,  in  his 
(Sir  Thomas  Chambers')  opinion,  ordi- 
naiy  co-operation — it  rather  came  within 
the  meaning  of  the  tricks  of  trade.  He 
should  be  very  glad  that  any  anxiety 
felt  on  this  subject  might  bo  allayed, 
and  that  the  effects  of  the  system  to 
which  he  had  alluded  might  be  miti- 
gated, and  he  hoped  that  some  state- 
ment would  be  made  by  the  Government. 
It  was  a  most  serious  thing  that  a  body 
of  gentlemen  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment and  in  the  service  of  the  coun- 
try should  become  an  organized  body, 

VOL.  CCXXI.    [thikd  sbbiks.] 


and  be  at  liberty  to  go  into  the  market 
and  carry  on  dealing  in  competition  with 
tradesmen  in  a  manner  which  was  not 
above-board. 

Mb.  FORSYTH  expressed  his  entire 
concurrence  in  the  remarks  made  on  this 
subject  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
league, lie  wished  the  House  to  clearly 
imderstand  that  those  who  objected  to 
these  Co-operative  Stores  did  so  not  be- 
cause tliey  denied  the  right  of  the  Civil 
servants  to  combine  to  buy  things  whole- 
sale and  sell  them  retail  among  them- 
selves, but  because  the  Civil  servants 
had  become  shopkeepers  on  a  gigantic 
scale,  and  were  selling  not  only  among 
themselves,  but  also  to  the  outside  pub- 
lic. It  was  perfectly  well  known  that 
these  stores  were  not  confined  to  tho 
Civil  servants,  but  that  they  were  con- 
ducted as  commercial  specidations.  Ho 
himself  knew  of  a  case  where  £80,000 
had  been  divided  among  tho  outside 
public.  Tradesmen  very  naturally  said — 
**  These  Civil  servants  are  the  servants 
of  tho  State ;  their  salaries  are  paid  out 
of  the  taxes,  to  which  we  contribute; 
and  it  is  unfair  that  we,  who  have  a  hard 
struggle  to  live,  should  be  forced  into  a 
disadvantageous  competition  in  our  own 
business  with  those  who  are  paid  to  do 
tho  work  of  the  State."  Another  objec- 
tion raised  by  the  tradesmen  was  that 
the  Civil  servants  were  supposed  to  de- 
vote their  whole  time  and  attention  to 
tho  service  of  the  State,  and  that  it  was 
an  injustice  to  the  public  to  allow  them 
to  become  clerks,  managers,  and  direc- 
tors of  these  associations,  where  they 
employed  time  which  properly  speaking 
belonged  to  the  State.  Doubtless  the 
practice  complained  of  was  not,  strictly 
speaking,  illegal ;  but  what  the  trades- 
men contended  was,  that  it  was  unfair, 
and  they  hoped  that  tho  Government 
would  not  look  with  favour  upon  such  a 
wholesale  system  of  shopkeeping  carried 
on  by  those  who  were  in  their  employ- 
ment. 

Mk.  MACDONALD  said,  that  this 
was,  he  believed,  tho  first  effort  which 
had  been  made  to  put  a  stop  to  tho 
thrift  and  providence  of  a  largo  body  of 
the  people  of  London,  and  he  did  hope 
that  tho  House  would  not  countenance 
the  attempt.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  brought  forward  the 
question,  stated  that  tho  Civil  Service 
Stores  were  not  conducted  on  the  same 
principle   as  that   of  the  Co-operative 
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Societies  througliout  the  country.  Now, 
lie  happened  to  know  how  Co-operative 
Stores  wore  conducted,  and  ho  ventured 
to  say  that  all  which  had  been  said 
against  the  Civil  Service  Stores  applied 
with  equal  force  to  all  such  stores 
throughout  the  country.  At  Rochdale, 
which  was  the  home  of  the  co-operative 
system,  at  Leeds,  and  other  great  manu- 
facturing towns,  the  principle  had  been 
acted  upon  from  the  commencement,  of 
allowing  the  general  public  to  purchase 
in  the  stores.  Nay,  the  promoters  had 
oven  gone  the  length  of  giving  a  bonus 
to  the  public  to  induce  them  to  pur- 
chase. That  system  had,  in  fact,  been 
adopted  throughout  the  entire  country. 
When  the  Civil  Service  Stores  were 
complained  of,  it  ought  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that,  besides  saving  money,  they 
were  established  to  supply  good,  pure, 
and  wholesome  articles.  There  had 
been  a  svstom  of  adulteration  and 
public  poisoning  going  on  for  a 
Jong  time,  which  the  founders  of  tho 
stores  determined  to  put  down,  and 
it  was  being  done  effectually.  They 
wore  selling  real  butter  instead  of  a 
tiling  called  butter,  which  was  not  but- 
ler at  all,  and  so  in  like  manner  other 
articles.  If  shopkeepers  would  only 
copy  the  principles  on  which  the  stores 
were  conducted,  they  would  succeed  in 
winning  back  their  customers,  and 
would  have  no  occasion  to  come  begging 
to  this  ITouse.  It  had  been  said  that 
those  Co-operative  Stores  were  started  to 
servo  the  rich  ;  but  it  was  the  poor  that 
they  seiTed — they  served  the  jioor  in 
Durham,  in  Lancashire,  in  Yorkshire, 
and  other  groat  manufacturing  places, 
and  those  Co-operative  Societies  had 
turned  millions  of  money  in  their  deal- 
ings, lie  looked  upcm  these  institutions 
as  one  of  tho  strongest  marks  of  the 
sobriety,  pro'vndonce,  and  onward  pro- 
gi'oss  of  the  peoj^le  of  this  country,  and 
lie  trusted  the  Legislature  would  do 
nothing  to  stop  their  action. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUP]E  said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  called  his  attention  to  this 
subject  in  a  tone  and  manner  which 
certainly  demanded  attention,  and  of 
which  no  one,  whatever  might  be  his 
private  opinions,  had  any  right  to  com- 
})lain.  He  had  made  a  very  temperate 
statement,  and  had  so  commended  the 
question  to  the  attention  of  the  House. 
But  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that 
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the  question  was  naturally  one  of  very 
g^eat  difficultr,  and  one  that  was  by  no 
means  free  of  embarrassment.    For  m- 
stance,  in  regard  to  one  of  the  last  points 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentlemu 
had  mentioned — ^that  relating  to  the  m1« 
of  drugs — ^he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ei- 
chequer)  might  be  permitted  to  make  i 
suggestion  which  applied  to  the  rest  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  ai^nmenL 
Undoubtedly,   if  the   effect   of  selling 
drugs  at   stores   was  such    as   in  anj 
way  to  endanger  the  public  interests,  it 
must  bo  observed  that   oven  were  the 
Government  to   take  strong  measnm. 
and  to  put  down  these  particular  storee, 
there   could  bo   little    doubt    that  the 
system  which  had  been  initiated,  and 
which  had  proved  financially,  and  in  other 
respects,  successful,  would  be    at  once 
talcen  up   and  worked   by  others.    In 
that  case  the  difficulties  of  wliich  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  giren 
them  an  illustration  in  the  case  of  drugs 
would  present  themselves  under  another 
and    a  similar    system   of    association. 
Therefore  such  difficulties,  if  at  all,  must 
be  dealt  with  by  somo  general  system 
of  legislation  designed  to  prevent  snrii 
abuses.    They  could  not  bo  dealt  with 
simply  by  the  interference  of  Gt>vemment 
in  the  way  of  putting  down  these  pa^ 
ticular  associations.    Attention  woulu  be 
given  to  the  subject ;  but  if  any  legisla- 
tion was  felt  to  be  neces.sary  it  would 
have   to  be  proceeded  with  cautiously. 
He  would  say  at  once  that  the  attention 
of  the  Government  would  be  given  to 
any  matters  of  that  sort  in  order  to  de- 
cide whether  or  not  any  remedies  were 
required.     But  with  regard  to  the  gene- 
ral question  of  the  carrying  on  of  this 
system  by  the  Civil  servants  of  the  Crown, 
and  as  to  whether  the  Government  ought 
to  interfere  to  prevent,  limit,  or  regulate 
in  any  waj-  that  system,  tho  House  would 
perceive  that  two  questions  here  arose 
of  verj''  considerable  importance.     The 
first  was,  whether  the  tradesmen  of  the 
metropolis  had  a  right  to  complain  of  the 
competition    to    which   they  were  sub- 
jected by  this  system?    Ho  would  not 
for  the  moment  discuss  whether  these 
stores    or    associations   were    properly 
called  "  co-operative,"  or  whether  they 
were  properly   called   **  trading."      It 
must  be  very  obvious  to  everybody  that 
such  a  system,  when  once  set  on  foot, 
could  not  very  easily  be  restricted  within 
narrow  limits.     The  history  of  the  Civil 
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Storee,  as  narrated  to  him, 
aeemed  to  prove  that.  He  understood 
the  oririn  of  the  moyemcnt  to  have  been 
■omething  of  this  kind.  A  number  of 
pablio  servants,  employed  in  the  Post 
Office  and  elsewhere,  endeavoured  to 
provide  for  themselves  in  a  manner 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  said  was  perfectly  legitimate. 
Tney  found  whenever  they  went  to  deal 
with  the  tradesmen  in  their  neighbour- 
hood that  they  were  exposed  to  many 
disadvantages.  They  were  charged  the 
highest  price  for  articles,  and  the  latter 
were  found  not  to  be  of  the  best  quality. 
Those  high  prices  were  charged  in  order 
that  the  bad  debts  might  bo  covered 
which  were  contracted  by  the  tradesmen 
under  the  credit  system.  Those  gentle- 
men, who,  though  they  lived  upon  nar- 
row salaries,  had  a  right  to  maintain 
themselves  in  respectability',  thought 
thev  could  protect  themselves  from  many 
evils  connected  with  the  purchase  of  ar- 
ticles by  introducing  a  system  of  co-ope- 
ration which  was  lounded  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  ready-money  payment.  No 
doubt  that  was  of  very  great  advantage 
to  the  Civil  Service,  and  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  the  country  that  the  servants 
of  the  Crown — especially  those  who 
lived  upon  low  and  moderate  salaries — 
should  be  able  to  supply  themselves 
upon  moderate  terms,  and  upon  a  sys- 
tem which  prevented  them  from  getting 
into  debt.  As  he  was  informed,  when 
they  began  to  deal  with  wholesale 
deaJers,  the  retail  dealers  complained 
of  their  proceedings  and  commenced  a 
lAbvement  to  induce  manufacturers  and 
wholesale  dealers  not  to  trade  with 
these  gentlemen.  But  that  movement 
was  limited ;  it  was  not  sufficient  to 
induce  manufacturers  and  wholesale 
dealers  to  refuse  to  trade  with  these 
g^entlemen.  As  a  consequence  of  that 
movement,  and  for  the  purpose  of  self- 
protection,  the  Civil  Service  Suj^ply  sys- 
tem was  extended  to  customers  n^  in 
the  employ  of  the  Civil  Service.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  these 
stores  had  become  trading  societies. 
That  was  a  matter  with  which  they  had 
very  little  to  do.  Ho  thought  it  would 
be  difficult  to  draw  a  line  between  a 
system  of  co-operation  which,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  would 
be  lawful  and  reasonable  and  commend- 
able, and  a  system  of  co-operation  which 
would  be  questionable  and  objectionable. 


Looking  at  it  as  a  question  of  competi- 
tion, he  could  not  see  how  a  line  could 
be  drawn  up  to  which  these  gentlemen 
might  go  in  this  matter,  and  beyond 
which  they  might  not  go.  But  then 
there  was  another  side  of  the  question, 
and  one  which  raised  considerations  of 
extreme  difficulty.  That  was  not  so 
much  the  political  or  the  economical 
question  as  the  question  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  public  service.  Here, 
also,  arose  a  very  difficult  point  for  con- 
sideration, and  that  was  how  far  pubL'c 
servants  ought  to  be  allowed  by  Govern- 
ment to  embark  in  business  of  a  remu- 
nerative character  outside  and  beyond 
their  own  duties.  He  confessed  that 
was  a  matter  which  liad  often  caused 
liim  considerable  anxiety,  and  it  was 
one  upon  which  he  had  not  even  yet 
come  to  a  clear  and  definite  conclusion. 
No  doubt,  it  could  bo  contended  that 
you  engaged  the  services  of  those  gen- 
tlemen, that  you  paid  them  for  their 
time,  that  their  time  ought  to  be  given 
up  to  you,  and  tliat  it  was  an  abuse  to 
allow  them  to  employ  their  time  carry- 
ing on  business  on  their  own  account. 
Well,  if  they  laid  down  that  doctrine 
and  applied  it  to  all  tlio  departments  in 
whicli  tlie  Civil  servants  were  engaged, 
they  would  extend  the  sphere  of  the 
question  very  considerably.  Tiately, 
Civil  servants  had  used  various  other 
modes  of  increasing  their  incomes.  It 
might  be  said  they  ought  not  to  do  so, 
and  that  they  sliould  confine  themselves 
to  their  own  departments ;  but  so  long 
as  the  Civil  servant  discliarged  the  duty 
of  his  department  they  had  no  right  to 
say  to  him — "  You  must  not  turn  your 
attention  to  any  other  way  of  improving 
your  circumstances."  If  the  Civil  ser- 
vant gave  his  six  or  seven  hours  a- day 
close  attention  to  the  discharge  of  tho 
duties  of  his  office,  and  gave  satisfac- 
tion, they  had  no  right  to  say  to  him — 
**  You  must  not  enter  into  any  other 
business."  He  was  anxious  not  to  come 
to  any  definite  conclusion  at  present,  the 
more  especially  as  the  whole  question  of 
the  re-organization  of  the  Ci\'il  Service 
was  under  review.  A  Commission  was 
sitting  which  might  soon  be  able  to  Re- 
port, and  their  Report  might  very  likely 
contain  some  very  valuable  suggestions. 
All  lie  could  say  was  that  the  arguments 
of  tlie  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  question,  and  who 
said  that  the  Civil  servants  ought  not  to 

2  F  2 


871  Irehnd^Trinity 


(COMMONS) 


ColUgi. 


873 


give  that  time  which  they  were  not  ex- 
pected to  give  to  the  public  service  to 
the  objects  of  the  co-operative  system, 
carried  the  question  very  far.  13ut,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  might  be  said  the 
taxpayers  might  benefit  by  the  system, 
and  seeing  that  the  co-operative  system 
had  obtained  such  progress  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  he  thought  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  put  an  end  to 
it.  He,  however,  imdertook  to  say  that 
matters  like  this  deserved  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  more  he  could 
not  undertake  to  say  on  the  question. 

IRETAXD— TRINITY  COLLEGE,   DUB- 
LIN—THE QUEEN'S  LETTER. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  desired  to  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  of  calling  at- 
tention to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  answer  to 
the  Question  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tralee  (The 
O'Donoghuo),  and  of  considering  a  mis- 
understanding to  which  it  appeared  to 
have  given  rise.  The  question  of  his 
hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  Queen's  Let- 
ter to  the  University  of  Dublin,  which 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  on 
the  10th  of  July,  and  which  unquestion- 
ably was  of  very  great  importance,  inas- 
much as  it  changed  the  constitution  of 
Trinity  College  in  very  essential  points, 
and,  if  he  was  correctly  informed,  it  was 
not  at  all  conlined  to  the  carrying  out  of 
tlie  Tests  Acts.  Ho  certainly  was  under 
the  impression  that  that  Letter  would 
not  be  issued  witliout  a  previous  discus- 
sion by  the  IIouso  upon  the  subject.  On 
the  28rd  of  Apnl  lie  asked  the  Home 
Secretary — 

**  Wlu^thor  any  jipi)lication  has  hoon  made  l»y 
till'  .l$oar«l  or  l'\'ilowsof  Tniiity  ('ollc^^c.  Dublin, 
for  a  (iuf'cn's  Lcttrr,  altt'rin.u:  fssmtially  tlu* 
Slatiit<;s  of  tlir  Collr^'c:  and,  whcthrr  brforr  thr 
issuo  of  any  (^un-n's  Lrtt'T,  an  opiioi-tiinity  \y\\\ 
1k'  j:iv«'n  to  llir  St-nat*'  ('f  thi'  rnivti*sity,  or  to 
this  House,  of  cxpi'i'ssini:!:  ini  ojnnion  uj)«>n  thr 
])rr»j)osrd  altciiitions !" "-  f.'J  Jhnisanfy  ccxviii. 
1)8.).] 

Next  day  ho  road  wliat  appeared  to  be 
an  accurate  report  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  in  which  ho  was  repre- 
sented as  having  sjiid  that  if  any  such 
application  were  made  the  (loverninent 
would  tliink  it  right  that  tlui  vSenate  of 
the  University  '^and"  the  House  of 
Commons  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  an  opinion.  The  Senate 
were  conventul,  and  had  a  fidl  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  opinion.     He 

T/^c  Chancellor  of  the  Exclieqiier 


was  himself  a  member  of  that  body,  and 

■ 

if  he  had  thought  he  would  not  have 
had    an    opportunity    of  discussing  the 
matter  in  that  House  he  should  naTo 
made  it  a  point  to  be  present  at  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  Senate.     The  Senate  con- 
sisted of  200  members,  but  could  K-an-eW 
be  said  to  represent  the  TTniversity  iteelf. 
Assuming  that  he  was  right  in  supposdng 
that  a  promise  had  been  given  that  the 
matter  should  be  discussed  in  that  House 
he  would  ask  whether  it  wonid  not  be 
better  to    postpone    the    issue    of  the 
Queen's  Letter  until  next  Session.    He 
had  reason  to  believe  that  if  some  slight 
alterations  were  made  in  it  all  dasises 
and  creeds  might  be  brought  to  assent  to 
the  changes  proposed  in  the  Universitj. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  hod  t 
Notice  on  the  Paper  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  would  wiwhold  Her  assent  from 
the  proposed  changes  in  the  constituticm 
of  the  University  of  Dublin.  He  had 
also  moved  for  some  Returns  as  to  the 
changes,  if  any,  made  in  the  Tennn, 
Duties,  and  Emoluments,  of  the  Frofesrar 
of  the  University  of  Dublin  during  the 
present  year,  and  in  the  absence  of  Uio«e 
Eetums  it  would  be  very  difficult  for 
him  to  proceed.  He  would  therefore  fix 
the  Motion  which  he  had  on  the  Paper 
for  Monday  next. 

Jklii.  ASSHETON  cross  was  soze 
that  liad  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Giief 
Secretary  known  that  this  question  was 
to  be  raisefl  he  would  have  been  in  his 
place ;  but  in  his  right  hon.  Friend's  un- 
avoidable absence  it  was  desirable  not  to 
enter  into  the  matter  at  length.  With 
regard  to  the  promise  which  he  (Mr. 
Cross)  was  supposed  to  havo  given  he 
had  been  careful  to  reply  in  the  very 
terms  of  the  Question.  Ho  knew  th^ 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  too 
great  a  master  of  grammar  to  use  the 
word  **or"  when  he  meant  "and,"  and 
in  answering  the  Question  he  stated 
in  tlie  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
owuf  language  that  an  opportunity 
would  be  given  to  the  Senate  "  or"  to 
that  House  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
Queen's  Tjetter.  Like  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers he  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
the  usual  sourc^es  of  imformation,  and  he 
there  saw  that  the  Answer  he  was  re- 
ported to  have  given  was  not  in  the  same 
form  as  that  in  which  it  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper.  He  asked  some  of  his 
Colleagues  whether  it  was  necessaiy  to 
correct  the  report,    and  they  were  of 
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opinion  that,  undor  the  circumstances, 
it  was  not.  He  said  this  without  wish- 
ing to  cast  any  reflection  on  those  re- 
ports, which  were  usually — ho  might 
aay  almost  invariably — so  correct. 

WAYS  AND  MKAXS -PAUPER 
LUNATICS  (SCOTLAND.) 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  the  ChanceUorof 
tlie  Exchequer  had  on  the  previous  day 
intimated  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  that  the  money  to  be 
Toted  in  aid  of  pauper  lunatics  in  asylums 
in  Scotland  should  be  divided  according 
to  the  same  rule  as  in  England.  There 
was  very  great  diversity  between  the 
practice  of  the  medical  authorities  in 
Scotland  and  in  England  with  respect  to 
the  treatment  of  lunatics.  As  it  was  es- 
timated that  £46,000  should  be  voted 
in  aid  of  the  maintenance  of  insane 
panpers,  it  was  very  desirable  that  the 
money  should  bo  distributed  in  a  sa- 
tisfactory manner.  Ho  hoped  that  when 
the  Vote  was  brought  forward  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  make  a 
more  explicit  and  definite  statement  than 
was  made  by  him  on  the  previous  day. 

Mr.  CAMPliELL  -  BANNEKMAN 
wished  to  remark  that  he  believed  the 
people  of  Scotland  wore  anxious  that  the 
Bjstem  now  in  operation  with  regard  to 
pauper  lunatics  in  that  country  should 
be  maintained. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
on  the  previous  day  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  he  would  consider  the 
jnatter  very  carefully,  and  intimated  that 
ho  would  make  some  concession  in  the 
direction  which  had  been  pointed  to.  lie 
regretted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
not  then  in  his  place ;  but  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  matter  would  receive  the 
Aillest  consideration  from  him. 

Mr.  liiVMSAY  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  svstem  of  treating  paux)er  lunatics 
whicn  was  being  carried  out  in  Scot- 
land would  not  be  interfered  with. 

Resolutions  agreed  to, 

PUBLIC  WOKSIIIP  KEGULATIUX  BILL. 
{Mr.  JiuMili  Gurnet/.) 

[bill  176.]     [Zor^«.]     committee. 

[^Progress  11  th  July.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  8  (Representation  by  archdea- 
con, rural  dean,  churchwarden,  or  pa- 
rishioners.) 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 

41,  after  the  word  **  representation,"  to 

insert  the  words — 

"  And  it  shall  bo  the  duty  of  the  bishop  on 
the  rucoipt  of  the*  iX'pnj8t;ntiition  to  UHcertain,  ho 
far  ad  he  is  abU?,  wliothcr  tho  practico  spiK'ifiod 
in  such  roi>n*st'ntation  is  or  is  not  in  acc't)!^!!!^'^ 
with  tho  established  eustoni,  and  whetlier  it  is 
oris  not  in  consonance  with  tho  wishes  of  the 
members  of  the  (^liiireh  of  England  n^sident  in 
tho  pitrish,  and  i^nth  tho  ^lisheH  of  tho  ])er8ons 
attending  or  desirinjj:  to  attend  the  services  in 
such  chun'h." — {J£r.  Coti'i^cr-  Tnnple.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  COWPER-TEMPLE  said,  that 
since  he  had  moved  the  Amendment  he 
had  found  that  apprehensions  existed  in 
many  quarters  that  it  might  be  construed 
as  extending  further  than  was  intended  ; 
and  therefore,  to  prevent  a  waste  of  time 
in  fruitless  discussion,  he  was  prepared  to 
substitute  other  words.  The  purpose 
which  he  sought  to  effect  was  that  when 
the  time  came  for  the  Bishop  to  consider 
whether  he  should  or  should  not  give 
his  veto  to  the  proceedings,  and  when 
he  had  to  deal  with  complaints  which 
did  not  relate  to  any  serious  question  of 
doctrine  stirring  up  the  consciences  and 
feelings  of  the  people  concerned — when 
the  question  was  one  only,  for  example, 
of  a  direction  set  down  in  the  rubric  as 
a  matter  of  convenience,  he  should  be 
cleEUply  entitled  by  the  words  of  the  Act  to 
take  into  account  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  pase,as  whether  the  rubric  had  be- 
come obsolete  by  the  general  consent  of 
the  people,  or  had  failed  to  carry  out  the 
object  with  which  it  had  been  framed. 
He  therefore  proposed,  if  it  met  witli 
the  wishes  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder,  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 
as  it  stood,  and  substitute  for  it  the 
words  of  which  he  had  given  Notice  as 
coming  in  the  next  clause,  and  where  it 
was  stated  that  the  Bishop  would  be 
bound,  before  he  delivered  an  opinion 
as  to  proceeding  or  not  proceeding  with 
a  particular  case,  to  consider  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  it. 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  said,  that 
in  giving  Notice  of  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper,  ho 
had  been  actuated  by  no  wish  to  impede 
the  Progress  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
dispute  the  discretion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  withdrawing  his  Amendment 
under  the  circumstances ;  but  he  wished 
to  urge  on  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  tho  Bill 
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(Mr.  Russell  Gurney),  the  propriety  of 
considering  what  some  of  the  conse- 
quoncos  of  that  measure  might  be,  and 
whether  he  could  not,  even  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  prevent  such  results  flowing  fix)m 
it  as  its  friends  would  deeply  regret,  and 
which  might  produce  a  re-action  against 
a  13ill  tliat  he  lioped  would  find  favour 
with  tlio  community  at  large. 

Mii.  EUSSEIJ.  GURNEY  said,  he 
liad  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
introduction  of  such  words  as  those  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  sub- 
stitutu  for  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committoe.  His  feeling  all  along  had 
been  that  the  Bishop  should  exercise  a 
(jertain  discretion,  and  that  could  not 
well  be  done  without  he  considered  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Uk,  FORSYTH  wished  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  the  Proviso  at  the  end  of 
Clause  8.  That  Pix)viso  was  to  this 
effect — 

"  IV.)vi(li«l.th'it  no  proercflin^  shall  l»c  takon 
iithUt  tliis  A(;t  as  rc«r!ir(ls  any  alU'rilidn  in  or 
addition  to  tln'  i'aln-if  of  tho  i-hurch  C'omploto<l 
livo  vai'M  boforo  tho  conmifnccnicnt  of  such 
proceedings.'' 

He  now  proposed  in  page  5,  line  1,  to 
substitute  ''  two  years  "  for  **  five  years." 
\i\  for  example,  a  stone  Communion 
Tabh-i  had  been  put  uj^  in  a  church  and 
Jiiul  brt'u  patent  to  the  whole  i)arish  for 
two  years,  that,  hu  tliouglit,  was  a  long 
i'uough  lime  to  sanction  it. 

«iii  WILLIAM  IIARCOURT  hoped 
I  ho  Jiccordor  would  not  accede  to  tliat 
Anioii(lm<^nt.  If  tho  alteration  in  the  fa- 
bric was  illegal,  it  was  not  easy  to  jus- 
tify tho  fixing  of  any  limit  of  time ;  but 
if  there  was  to  bo  any,  it  ought  not  to 
1)0  loss  than  five  or  10  years. 

Mk.  RL'^SkSKLL  gurney  said,  he 
must  strongly  object  to  tlio  Amendment. 
Tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  forget  that  this  Dill  would  not  come 
into  operation  till  next  February.  Eive 
years  was,  he  thought,  a  very  moderate 
limit  in  those  matters. 

Loud  IlENJiY  SCOTT  remarked 
that,  not  far  from  that  Ilouse — in  West- 
minster Abbey — there  was  a  very  beau- 
tiful reredos,  and  although  it  hadjiassed 
unchallenged  for  five  years,  it  might,  as 
tho  clause  stood,  still  be  interfered  with, 
lie  was  therefore  in  favour  of  tlie 
Amendment. 

Jlr.  LecciOH'Gower 


Mb.  FORSYTH,  in  deference  to  ^ 
feeling  of  the  Committee,  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrmen. 

Mr.  monk  proxK)8od  to  leave  out  th<^ 
words  in  page  4 — 

*'  Prrtvidcd,  that  no  proceedings  shall  Wuk-c 
iindor  this  Act  as  rcp:nrd.*i  anv  allonition  in  •  • 
addition  to  tho  fabric  of  tho  Cli«n-h  ctiinpl><Aii 
five  vcurs  boforo  the  commencement  uf  sul 

m 

proccc'dinjcH." 

He  considered  that  the  lapse  of  fire 
years  ought  not  to  legalize  what  wu 
illegal  ah  initio. 

Mb.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  trurted 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
press  his  Amendment.  He  thought 
two  years  would  have  been  a  sufficient 
time;  but  like  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr.  Forsyth', 
ho  bowed  to  the  feeling  of  the  Commit- 
tee, and  regarded  five  years  as  a  fkir 
compromise.  He  asked  the  House  to 
leave  tho  present  Proviso. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 

BiU. 

Clause  9  (Proceedings  on  representa- 
tion). 

Mr.  DILLWYN  moved ,  in  page  5. 
line  3,  to  leave  out  irom  '*  Bishop"  t" 
"shaU/'  in  lino  6.  The  hon.  Genth- 
man  said,  if  they  legislated  on  such  a 
subject,  they  ought  to  provide  that  th»- 
law  should  take  tho  effect  dewgne^i. 
One  diocese  might  bo  under  a  Bitualistir 
Bishop,  and  au  adjoining  diocese  under 
a  Bishop  of  different  views;  and  sup- 
posing tliat  Ritualistic  practices  werv 
complained  of,  a  Eitualistic  Bi^op 
might  pass  over  the  complaint. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  wished  to  know 
whether  tho  purport  of  this  clause  was 
that,  if  there  were  a  repetition  of  an  il- 
legal action,  the  proceedings  might  not 
be  renewed  ?  The  words  in  the  claufee 
were — 

*'  ProvidjKl,  that  no  jiidsTiiont  so  pmnounr*^! 
by  thu  Hishop  sluill  Im;  coiwidcnil  as  finally  d*- 
cidinf^  any  ({lunttion  of  law  tio  that  it  inay  notl>^ 
ai^aiii  iiiiwd  by  other  jijirtios." 

^Ir.  liUJSlSELL  GUENEY  admittinl 
that  the  giving  of  a  veto  to  the  Bishop** 
was  a  limitation  of  the  original  right  <»f 
persons  to  complain  of  practices  which 
they  considered  illegal ;  but  he  thought 
the  power  of  veto  was  justified  by  the 
fact  tJiat  it  might  at  times  prevent  the 
commencement  of  Mvolous  and  vexa- 
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tious  proceedings.  Therefore,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  proposed.  In  reply  to  the 
question  just  put,  he  had  to  say  that  a 
settlement  and  an  agreement  between 
an  incumbent  and  certain  complainants 
would  not  be  binding  against  other 
parishioners. 

SiK  AVILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  tliought  the  question  of  the  discre- 
tion to  be  exorcised  by  the  Bishops  was 
one  upon  which  the  Bill  might  break 
down  in  practice.  It  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  there  should  be  unifor- 
mity of  practice  in  dioceses  as  well  as  in 
parishes ;  and  if  one  Bishop  acted 
Dzoadly  upon  one  view,  and  another 
Bishop  acted  broadly  upon  another 
view,  all  the  evils  which  Pai'liament  de- 
sired to  remedy  would  return.  A  discre- 
tion of  this  kind  was  given  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  by  the  Act  of  Victoria 
1834-5,  whereby  it  was  provided  that  no 
proceeding  could  take  place  without  the 
aanction  of  the  Attorney  General.  If  it 
should  turn  out  that  the  discretion  of 
tho  Bishop  could  not  bo  relied  upon, 
tho  Act  might  be  amended.  He  agreed, 
however,  in  thinking  that  the  experi- 
ment embodiod  in  tho  clause  under  dis- 
cussion ought  first  to  be  tried. 

Mr.  R01^:BUCK  suggested  that  the 
difficidty  might  be  obviated  before  it 
arose  by  giving  an  ap^^oal  from  tho  de- 
cision of  the  BLshop. 

Mr.  WALTKK  reminded  Uie  Com- 
niittee  that  there  was  an  Amendment 
«>n  the  Paper,  to  be  proposed  by  an  lion. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Ilult),  which 
would,  if  carried,  limit  tho  discretion  of 
the  Bishop  in  a  manner  more  becoming 
than  would  be  obtained  by  the  absolute 
and  unqualified  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn). 
"WhiJe  he  thought  tlie  discretion  of  the 
ISishop  ought  not  to  be  absolute,  he  re- 
garded the  principle  of  the  discretionary 
power  as  an  important  part  of  the  Bill. 
Me  could  not,  therefore,  vote  for  the 
Amendment  under  discussion,  but  should 
support  the  latter  one  to  which  he  had 
referred,  and  which  would  give  an  appeal 
to  the  Archbishop. 

Mr.  a.  mills  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  grounds  that  he  preferred 
to  regard  the  Bill  as  one  for  the  amend- 
ment of  procedure,  and  that  he  wished 
to  see  an  end  put,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  oonmiencement  of  vexatious  and  ir- 
ritating proceedings. 


Mr.  CHUiDERS  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  retain  the  words  in 
the  clause.  He  was  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  anxious  as  to 
its  working  well ;  but  if  these  words  re- 
lating to  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop 
were  taken  out,  the  Bill  would  become  a 
source  of  endless  litigation  and  danger 
to  the  Church.  Tho  object  of  the  Bill, 
speaking  generally,  was  to  enforce  tho 
Bubrics  usually  observed;  but  at  the 
same  time  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
others  had  fallen  into  desuetude.  For 
instance,  the  llubric  provided,  as  re- 
garded the  marriage  service,  that  the 
first  part  of  it  should  be  performed  in 
the  middle  of  the  church,  and  then  the 
people  were  to  go  to  the  east  end.  This 
was  not  observed  in  one  church  in  a 
hundred.  It  was  part  of  the  Rubric  that 
the  minister  should  catechise  the  chil- 
dren on  the  Sunday  afternoon,  but  iir 
three  out  of  four  parishes  that  was  not 
done.  Again,  the  clergjTiian  was  to 
receive  the  names  of  those  who  wished 
to  communicate,  the  day  before  tho  ad- 
ministration of  the  ^ply  Sacrament ; 
but  he  should  not  think  that  was  done 
in  a  hundred  churches  in  England.  If 
these  Rubrics  were  to  be  put  into  operation, 
and  the  Bishop  were  not  allowed  to 
interfere,  the  result  would  be  anything 
but  that  which  the  promoters  of  the 
l^ill  wished,  lie  thought  there  was  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  allow- 
ing an  aj^pcid  from  the  Bishop  to  tlio 
Archbishop  of  the  province.  Among 
27  prelates  there  must  be  considerablu 
diversities  of  opinion. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  was  stiU  of  opinion, 
notwithstanding  what  had  been  said, 
that  the  Bishops  ought  not  to  be  armed 
with  the  veto  set  forth  in  the  clause. 
He  considered  that  members  of  tho 
Church  of  England  had  a  right  to  some- 
thing like  uniformity  of  practice,  and 
did  not  see  how  it  was  to  be  secured 
unless  the  Amendment  were  adopted. 

Mr.  COWPER-TEMPLE  said,  he 
lioped  the  hon.  ^[ember  would  not 
divide  upon  this  question.  The  dis- 
tinction ought  to  be  borne  in  mind 
between  trivial  and  erave  cases  of  non- 
observance  or  breacn  of  law.  There 
were  cases  of  defiance  of  the  law  on  the 
part  of  those  who  set  up  the  law  of 
tradition  of  the  Church  against  the  law 
of  the  land,  which  called  for  interference 
to  compel  obedience ;  but  there  were 
many  other  cases  in  which  the  letter  of 
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tlio  law  was  wisely  disregarded  for  the 
convenience  and  benefit  of  tlio  congrega- 
tion with  general  consent.  If  there  were 
no  discretion  vested  in  the  Bishop,  the 
power  of  the  Goui't  might  be  set  in 
motion  by  the  indiscretion  of  three  pa- 


Amendment.  The  duty  of  having  to 
give  reasons  in  writing  would  be  a  gmt 
safe-guard  against  any  capricious  act  on 
the  part  of  Bishops. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
could  not  assent  to  the  alteration  pro- 


rishioners,    against   customs    cherished  i  posed.     He  was  strongly   in  favour  of 
and  vahied  by  the  congregation.  the  discretion   of  the  Bishop ;    but  he 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  observed  that   -^ould  have  some  doubt  as  to  the  pio- 
the  ^Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  \  priety  of  granting  it  if  the  Bishop  were 
was  in  favour  of  absolute  uniformity  in  j  ^ot  bound  to  state  his  reasons  in  writing 
each  parisli,  but  if  tliere  was  one  thing  ]  ^g  required  by  the  clause, 
more  than  another  which  would  cause  ■ 

tlio  BiU  to  break  down,  it  would  be  any       Amendment  negatived, 
attempt  under  it  to  establish  such  um^       ^^^^    j^qjj^  ^^^^^  j^  5^  line  6. 

formity.  What  he  feared  was  that  at- ,  ^^^^  ,,  diocese,"  to  insert  "  and  a  corj 
tempts  would  bo  macle  to  render  the  BiU^^  ^^^^U  forthwith  bo  transmitted 

unpopular  by  the  mstitution  of  frivolous  |  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^y^  j,^^^  niado  the 
proceedings,  and  he  cou^d  not  but  regard  representation."  If  tho  Bishop  was 
thechscretionoftheBishopasasm^^^^^  ^^     .  ^  his  reasons  in   writing, 

lor  the  satisf^^^^^^^  -there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 

Mu    CAWLLY    said,  ho  would    be   ^^^  ^^  ^^^^      yj^ 

Boriy  to  see  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop  ^^^    DQD&ON   said,  that  tho  t^t^ 

absolutely  taken  away       They  shoidd  ^^^^ation  would  probably  bo   made  hy 

remember,    however    that  the    coming  several  persons  ;  and  it  would  surely  be 

mto    operation    o     the   Bill  had  been  enough  that  one  of  these  persons  should 

postponed  to  eiiiiblo  Convocation  to  pro-  ^^^^>^  ^           ^^  ^^^  r^x^Luf^. 

pose  a  revision  of  the  Rubrics,   and,  g^^^  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  mored 

lurther    that  the  Bill  was  not  nieant  to  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^3  ^^  .  ^^^  ene 

dehiie  the  law,  but  to  afford  facihties  person  "  who  had  made  the  representa- 

lor  tho  eaiTj'ing  of  it  out.     IIo  hoped  f.  * 

tlio  (liscrotion  of  tho  Bishop  would  be 
rotainod  in  tho  Bill,  but  that  it  would       ^otion{SirTFiiliamirareourt)agreedte. 

^^ ^'fi^f^^y^^^^'^^^^'' ^'"'^ '''' ''^^^'^  Mr.    BEliESFORD  HOrE    movod. 

%l\rNEWl»mATE  pointed  out  that  ^^'"^  "^  copy  should  bo  Bont  "  to  the  pcr- 

tho  Kivms  of  a  discretion  to  Bishops  «on  complained  of. 

was  a  novelty  introduced  into  tlio  eccle-  Motion  agreed  to, 

siastical  law  in  ISIO,  and  though  he  was  Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  io. 

not  in  favour  of  such  law,  he  could  not  j^j^^    COAVl^ER-TEMPLE  moved  to 

vot..  lor  this  Amendment.  ^^^^^^^l  the  clause  by  adding  to  it  the 

Amendment  netfutired.  following  words  : — 


pn^t^  5,   liup  ;>,  after   *' opinion,"  to  in-  l»r.s,iitali.m,  transmit  jiroj^pv  «.f  tlu- k:iiii.' in  ib- 

scrt    -aftiT   c.nsidorhig   the  whole  cir-  <•!"»;<  li^vanloiis  of  thrimnsh,  and  ihr  .W.- 

..    ,  7,  A\iii(li'ii.s  shall  iDTthwilh  cause*  a  cojiv  «ii  su-h 

cumstani...\s  ot  tJu^  (.-abi'.  ivpivsmtation  to  Ik.  attixtsl  lo  tho  di-'irs  of  U.. 

AmemlnU'Ut  oqrevd  to.  clmrili  or  chunhi'S  of  llu;  jiariBh,  and  >hall  JiiJy 

^   '  Kiiiniuon  tho  }iarishiont]*s  to  a  iiK  I'tin^  toTH>ht.l>i 

Lf)i:i»  IIKNKY  SCOTT  movHl  the  at  snmrtimo  within  rif,'ht  days  fn mi  thi'dat<"-i 
substitution  ot"  tlio  word  "mav"  for  thr  sunmions,  for  tlic  imriKw?  of  i-onsidi-nn? 
**shjiir'  in  the  iullowin-  iiroviMon :—  '♦"'l^  n-prcsf-ntation :  and  th«»  c'hunhward.'ii> 
»<  T..  ,..1  •  1  a\  !>•  1  ,  i.«n  i.«A  »  sliitll  i-iiHiii;  to  tin.' hiNhoii  ihi'  iinK-riilinip*  lak-is 
-InAdjRlL  c-aM.  ihM  l>isli.).  shall  .'^tato  ,t  M.rh  m^,■tinu^  m.ntioiiinjr  anv  rcR.dution  th^ 
in  wntmj,'  llie  ivasou  for  his  opinion.  ,  ,nav  hav  h.ni  inopos.,!,  and  aL*..,  w)fa^aiiIn.ly 
l  t  inij^^lit  not  Ix'  desirable  that  in  all  cases  he  jnaitic  al'lr,  thr  nanus  of  thoHc  who  voted f<T 
th(»   iJishop  sliould    put  in  writing  his  .  "i»^""'»i"J*t  smh  rcHt.hitions." 

r«'asons  lor  attinj:^.  In  this  case,  too,  |  Li  cfises  of  this  kind  tho  feelings  and 
he  oiiirht  to  bo  allowed  to  exercise  his  wishes  of  the  lay  members  of  the  Church 
distivtion.  j  ought  not  to  be  ignored,  and  it  would 

Mi{.  DODSON  said,  ho  hoped  the ,  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  Bishop  if 
right  lion,  and  Irarued  Gentleman  (^Ir. !  he  could  ascertain  what  the  Wews  of  the 
llxiHiiiAX  CiiMiiry)  would  not  couiseut  to  tho  i  i^arishioners  were  on  the  subject  of  the 

Mr,  Coicjftr'Tciiijilc 
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representation.  He  admitted  that  sucli  that  where  the  Bishop  decided  that  pro- 
meetings  might  often  be  very  noisy  and  ceedings  should  not  be  taken,  there 
troublesome ;  but  all  manifestations  of ,  should  be  an  appeal  to  the  Archbishop. 


popular  opinion  were  equally  open  to 
that  objection,  while  the  more  raising  a 
discussion  in  relation  to  the  question 
would  tend  to  develop  clearer,  sounder, 
and  better  views  on  the  subject  in  the 
mind  of  the  public. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Russoll  Gumey)  would 
not  assent  to  this  Amendment,  than 
which  he  could  conceive  nothing  more  mis- 
chievous. Notliing  could  be  more  ob- 
jectionable than  that  the  Bishop,  who 


These  two  provisions  would  be  con- 
sistent and  would  help  the  working  of 
the  Bill.  What  was  wanted  was  to 
insure  uniformity  as  far  as  possible  ; 
but  uniformity  could  not  be  secured  if 
each  of  the  27  Bishops  was  allowed 
to  exercise  his  own  discretion  without 
appeal.  If  his  proposal  were  accepted 
we  should  get  uniformity  to  this  ex- 
tent— that  in  the  Province  of  Canter- 
bury the  representations  of  the  parisli- 
ioners,  churchwardens,  or  archdeacon 
would    be   dealt    with    in    an   uniform 


a  J wMi  judicial  functionary,  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  proceedings  were  to  go 
on  or  not,  should  be  influenced  in  his 
decision  by  what  had  occurred  at  a 
meeting  of  the  parishioners  called  to 
discuss  the  nicest  questions  on  subjects 


was  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  sitting  |  way,  and  thoy  would  be  dealt  with  in 

an  uniform  way  also  in  the  Province  of 
York.  More  uniformity  than  that  we 
could  not  get;  but  it  would  be  a  de- 
cided improvement  on  what  we  should 
obtain  under  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
which  stirred  people  to  the  bottom  of  hoped  neither  the  Committee  nor  his 
their  hearts.  Let  the  hon.  Member  j  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
fiuicy  what  would  be  the  result  if  an  I  Russell  Gumey)  would  accept  the  Amend- 
Election  Judge  wore  to  call  a  meeting  of '  ment.     It   would  be  fatal  to  interfere 


the  inhabitants  of  the  borough  whose 
reputation  was  in  question  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  the  popular  opinion  on 
the  subject  was.  The  adoption  of  this 
Amendment  would  be  most  mischievous 
to  the  object  in  view,  that  of  promoting 
peace. 

Sir  AVILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  press  his  Amendment,  the 
principle  of  which  appeared  to  have  been 
borrowed  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law^on),  inas- 
much as,  if  it  were  carried,  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  entitled  the  Permissive  Pro- 
hibitory Conformity  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  CHILDERS  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  8,  before  **  person,"  to  insert — 


with  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop.  There 
was  a  certain  variety  allowed  in  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church,  and  he  thought  that 
it  should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Bishop  to  decide  whether  a  case  should 
T)roceed 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  opposed 
the  Amendment,  but  intimated  that  he 
would  support  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt). 
Where  a  Bishop  was  of  opinion  that 
there  had  been  a  violation  of  the  law, 
the  question  ought  to  go  before  the 
Judge ;  but  where  he  decided  that  pro- 
ceedings should  not  be  taken,  he  (Sir 
William  Ilarcourt)  certainly  thought 
there  should  be  an  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
bishop. A  short  time  ago  a  Bishop 
presented  a  Petition  to  Convocation,  de- 
claring that  those  who  signed  it  did  not 
Art-hbwliop  of  the  provimo,  who  **lmll  decide  j  consider  the  decision  of  Her  Majesty  in 
whether  proi-etnliTij^H  should  <»r  should  not  Ik?  |  Council  to  be  final.  He  (Sir  William 
taken  thereon.  If  he  shall  deeide  that  proceed- 1  Harcourt)  should  be  dissatisfied  to  have 
ings  Hhould  not  1m.  t^iken,  he  sluiU,  within  |  ^  ^  ^  ^j^^  decision  of  a  Bishop  who 
twontv-one  duvs  aft*T  receivmjr  the  ri'presi^ntJi-  ,,  ,         ,        -i-*  .•^.        _    ri__j.  x. 


tion,  state  in  writinfi:  the  reastni  for  his  decision, 
and  copiort  of  such  Htatemont  shall  be  depositcnl 
in  the  n'pristn'  of  tlm  ditwese,  and  als<j  in  the 


would  present  such  a  Petition  as  that  to 
Convocation. 
Lord     HENEY     SCOTT    said,    ho 


regri*«try  of  the  province.    If  ho  shall  decide  that   thought  that,    in   accordance   with  the 

?:;^n1^^„^ar^a^;^fe"i."s^^^^  l  -der  in  the  preface  to  the  Prayer  Book 

tion  return  it  to  the  bishop,  who  shall  transmit    it  should  be  left    to    the   discretion   ol 

the  Bishop  whether  he  should  take  the 


the  aame  to  the." 

He  observed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 

North-East  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt)  had 


opinion  of  the  Archbishop. 

Mr.  holt  said,  he  could  not  support 


an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  providing  |  this  Amendment.    K  the  Bishop  thought 
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it  right  that  a  case  should  bo  triod,  tho 
case  ought  to  go  Leforo  the  Judge. 

Mr.  WAI/IEll  said,  tlie  limitation  of 
power.s  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  tlie  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  was  not  all  analogous  to  that 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Lancasliire  (Mr.  Holt)  intended  to  pro- 
pose, lie  might  illustrate  the  matter 
by  what  occurred  before  a  bench  of 
magistrates.  Many  cases  were  brought 
forward  at  Petty  Sessions  which  the 
magistrates,  instead  of  sending  for  trial 
to  a  higher  Court  or  Quarter  Sessions, 
dismissed.  That  was  an  exercise  by 
them  of  a  veto.  If  they  abused  the 
power  they  would  hear  of  it  from  the 
Home  Secretary  or  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
But  whoever  lieard  of  a  person  appeal- 
ing to  the  Home  Secretary  or  the  Lord 
Chancellur  against  a  case  being  sent  for 
trial  to  tlie  Quarter  Sessions?  That 
was  the  sort  of  appeal  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  prox)osed  to  give  in  eccle- 
siastical cases. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
could  not  see  that  where  the  Bisliop 
decided  that  proceedings  should  be  taken 
there  should  be  any  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
bishop. 

"Mii.  CHILDEES  said,  he  had  moved 
the  Amendment  thinking  it  would  go 
well  with  the  appeal  wliich  the  hon. 
!Member  for  North-East  Lancashire  in- 
tended to  propose.  To  give  an  apjjeal 
wliere  the  Bishop  refused  to  proceed, 
and  tt>  refuse  it  where  he  consented, 
would  be  a  very  one-sided  appeal. 
]  lowever,  lie  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  ncfjatived. 

Mr.  r>EKESFOin)  HOPE  moved,  in 
page  o,  line  11,  to  leave  out  "without 
app(»al,"  and  insert  "  as  hereinafter 
provided." 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GUPNEY  considered 
that  the  case  put  by  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  provided  for  by  a  paragraph 
which  he  proposed  to  insert  at  line  20. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mii.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  moved,  in 

line  2t),  to  insert  as  a  new  paragraph, — 

**'r}>i.'  iiaili's  iiiMV  Jit  anv  timr  aft<'r  the 
iiiMkinir  <»t'  a  nprjismtatioii  to  the  liishop  Htato 
any  (pirstioiis  .'irihinjj:  in  such  j)ro(;«H'<liiij^  in  a 
special  cas«!  sij^iicd  ]»y  a  hamster  at  law  for  the 
(►piiiinii  (if  tlic  Jih]jj:»',  and  tlio  pailies  after 
si^iin;::  and  tiansniittin-j:  the  *imo  to  the;  hishop 
may  mpiire  it  to  }>e  transmitted  to  tho  Jndpfo 
for  licaiinpr,  and  the  Judge  shall  hoar  and  dc- 

Mr.  Holt 


torminc  tiio  quoation  or  questiona  arinngtlieRioB, 
and  iiny  judgmont  pronounced  Ly  the  U^^p 
sliall  be  in  eonf  ormity  with  such  detcnmnatiun." 

SiE  AVILLLAJM  HARCOUBT  saii 
he  hoped  before  the  Bill  was  reponed 
that  sufEcient  machineiy  would  hia  pro- 
vided for  making  the  decision  by  arbi- 
tration hav«  the  same  and  vital  effect  u 
tlie  decision  by  the  Judge. 

Mh.  DODSON  proposed  that  ''join 
in  stating"  should  be  substituted  for 
'*  state." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLT  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  effect  that  where  the  Bishop  decided 
that  proceedings  should  not  be  takm 
there  should  be  an  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
bishop. Ho  concurred  in  thinking  that 
a  discretion  should  be  given  to  the 
Bishop ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  he 
should  have  an  absolute  veto  on  all  pro- 
ceedings. There  might  bo  different 
views  taken  in  different  dioceses ;  but  if 
there  was  an  appeal  to  the  Archbishop, 
and  if  tho  Archbishop  acted  on  tho  same 
principle,  there  would  probably  be  a 
greater  uniformity  in  the  administration 
of  the  law.  • 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  last 

Amendment,  to  insert  the  words — 

*'  ProvidiMl  also,  That  if  such  hishup  skill  l< 
of  o])inion  that  proceedings  should  nt»t  W  tak*-s 
on  any  ri'prrsontation,  it  shiill  l)c  Liwfiil  forth^ 
])('r8on  making  Hiich  r<>pn>»H'ntation  to  csiok 
notii'i^  to  bo  m.Tved  on  Huch  bisliop  (which  noti  ( 
nuiy  1)0  SiTvcd  by  (h'])ositin;j^  the  saine  in  thr 
registry  of  tlic  dKMX'SeV  and  also  un  theptn"". 
eom])Iainod  of,  tliat  it  i8  hia  iut<'ntion  to  uppi^tl 
a«;aiuHt  the  decision  of  snoh  bishop  U*  the  ar  li- 
bishop  of  the  province  within  whic:h  such  dioo-?« 
is  situate  ;  and  thereupon  such  bishr»p  shall  nu.<< 
the  re])resentation,  the  declaration,  and  Hiv 
statement  aforesaid  de]>ositod  in  such  regiiAiy 
to  be  sent  to  such  archbishop :  and  siu'h  sn-h- 
bisho])  shall  within  one  month  return  such  docu- 
nients  to  such  bishop  with  his  deeinon  thrrh>D 
in  writing  conf inning  or  annulling  thu  decijii"n 
of  such  bisliop,  which  seveml  ducumenti  shall 
be  deposited  m  the  registry  of  such  dioc«w. 
and  if  tht.'  decision  of  such  archbishop  so  reqniiv. 
such  bishop  shall  within  twenty-one  days  aft<T 
receiving  such  decision  procttod  as  hercinbcfun 
directed,  in  the  case  of  his  deciding  that  pz>> 
cei.ilings  shall  Ijo  taken  on  the  roprcscntation." 
—[Mr.  Holt.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mil.  BERESFOED  HOPE  trusted  his 
right  lion,  and  learned  Friend  the  Be- 
cordcr  would  not  accept  this  Amendment 
The  whole  object  of  leaving  cases  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Bishop  was  to  piwrent 
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frivolous  objections,  and  he  could  con- 
ceive nothing  more  demoralizing  than 
tliat  a  person  who  made  a  frivolous  com- 
plaint should  be  allowed  to  take  the 
matter  before  the  Archbishop.  If  an 
appeal  to  the  discretion  of  the  Arch- 
biahop  were  allowed  the  Bill  would  be- 
come a  machine  for  promoting  uni- 
liormity  not  of  public  worship,  but  of 
public  dissension. 

LoBD  UENEY  SCOTT  said,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  W^VLTEE,  on  the  other  hand, 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Lancashire  would  8tick  to  the  Amend- 
ment, and  that  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  adopt  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  B. 
Hope)  had  attempted  to  answer  the  ar- 
guments of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Lancashire  by  simply  begging  the 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  an 
appeal  would  be  made  in  all  kinds  of 
mvolous  cases.  Now,  that  was  just  the 
class  of  cases  in  which  an  appeal  would 
not  be  made.  The  object  of  tne  Amend- 
ment was  to  guard  against  the  possible 
danger  which  might  arise  if  a  Bishop 
of  very  strong  opinions  chose  to  ignore 
a  case  which  he  ought  to  take  up. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  differed  from  the 
hon.Memberfor  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter), 
and  thought  the  persons  who  made  the 
zuost  vexatious  and  frivolous  complaints 
wore  the  persons  most  likely  to  carry 
on  an  appeal  to  any  quarter  they  could 
find.  He  trusted  the  Committee  would 
not,  after  having  consented  to  allow  a 
discretion  to  the  Bishop,  nuUify  that 
oonsent  by  giving  an  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
bishop, who  could  not  know  the  circum- 
stances of  the  palish. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  had  not  much 
confidence  in  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  that  frivolous 
cases  would  not  be  taken  up  to  the 
Archbishop.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
parochial  personages  who  wished  to  give 
themselves  importance,  would  not  be 
unwilling  to  add  to  their  first  impor- 
tance by  making  an  ax)peal.  Still,  the 
Committee  had  to  choose  between  two 
difficulties.  The  objection  to  allowing 
appeals  to  lie  to  the  Archbishops  was  that 
they  would  be  placed  much  in  the  posi- 
tion of  twin  Popes;  but,  on  the  other 
handy  Bishops  would  differ  in  opinion 
unless  a  controlling  authority  were  estab- 
lishedy  and  there  would  bo  difibront  uses 


in  different  sees.  The  present  Amend- 
ment would  not  impose  any  great  amount 
of  labour  on  the  Archbishop,  who  would 
not  be  bound  by  it  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tion at  all.  If  he  had  confidence  in  the 
Bishop  from  whom  the  appeal  was 
made,  and  he  judged  that  the  case  was 
a  frivolous  one,  and  that  the  appeal  was 
sent  up  in  order  that  the  complainant 
might  acquire  additional  importance, 
he  would  at  once  endorse  the  decision  of 
the  Bishop.  The  power  of  appeal  to  the 
Archbishop  would  make  the  Bishop  pro- 
ceed carefully,  and  afibrd  increased  se- 
curity against  the  action  of  an  eccentric 
or  partizan  Bishop. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  said,  this  was  not  an 
appeal  to  the  Court,  but  a  reference  of 
the  reasons  given  by  the  Bishop  to  the 
Archbishop,  and  this  was  desirable  in 
the  interests  of  uniformity.  The  notice, 
however,  should  be  given  *'  to  the  per- 
son complained  of,"  and  he  moved  the 
insertion  of  those  words. 

Sill  WILLIAM  HARCOURT    said, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.   and  learned 
Recorder,  in  forming   his  view  of  the 
Amendment,  would  consider  by  whom  it 
was  supported  and  by  whom  it  was  op- 
posed.    It  was  opposed  by  Gentlemen 
who  had  conscientiously  opposed  this 
Bill  from  the  commencement.  He  wished 
to  prevent  a  High  Church  Bishop  de- 
ciding one  way,   and  a   Low    Church 
Bishop  another.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Wfcst  Kent  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  said,  the 
Arclibishop  would  not  know  the  circum- 
stances of  each  parish ;  but  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  he  would  go  and  over- 
rule the  Bishop  except  for  a  very  grave 
reason.     A  frivolous  objection  which  had 
been  rejected  by  the  Bishop  would  be 
rejected  by  the  Archbishop.     It  was  the 
well-founded  objection  which  the  Arch- 
bishop would    be  required  to  support 
against  the  indiscreet  Bishop,  if  there 
were  one,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for   Greenwich    (Mr.    Gladstone)    only 
speculated  on  there  being  one.     It  was 
only  in  the  case  of  an  indiscreet  deter- 
mination not  to  enforce  the  law  that  the 
power    of   appeal    was    wanted.       He 
therefore    hoped    the    right  hon.    and 
learned  Recorder  would  tell  them  he  was 
able  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  it 
was  not  for  him  but  for  the  Committee 
to  determine  whether  the  Amendment 
should  be  accepted.  He  should  be  con- 
tent to  leave  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop 
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unfotterod  ;  at  the  same  time,  ho  did  not 
fiee  any  objoction  to  tho  appeal  to  the 
Arclibisliop  in  this  caso.  ]Io  did  not 
tliink  tlio  ovils  which  had  boon  sug- 
gested would  arise,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  resist  tho  very  strong 
opinion  whi(;h  had  been  expressed  by 
the  Committee. 

Mu.  IIUBIJAUD  {London)  said,  lie  was 
very  much  in  favour  of  attaining  unifor- 
mity;  but  oven  if  only  a  (pudified  trust 
wore  placed  in  the  liishops  it  would  be 
exceedingly  hard  to  deprive  them  of  all 
power  of  resisting  injudicious  complaints. 
The  great  object  they  ought  to  have  in 
passing  such  a  Bill  as  this  was  to  pre- 
serve as  much  deference  as  they  could 
for  the  coui*t  and  authority  of  the  Bishop ; 
otherwise  they  should  be  setting  up  a 
Pope  in  England,  and  of  tho  two  dangers 
ho  thought  the  less  would  bo  an  indis- 
creet Bishop.  For  these  reasons,  and 
because  he  supported  uniformity,  he 
must  opx)Ose  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  amended  by  inserting  the 
words  **  and  the  person  complained  of." 

Mk.  GREGOEY  proposed  to  omit  the 
words  requiring  tho  Archbishop  to  give 
the  reasons  for  his  decision  in  writing, 
coniinning  or  annulling  the  decision  of 
the  Bishop. 

Mk.  Sl'ENCER  WALPOLE  consi- 
dered it  desirable  that  tho  words  should 
be  retained. 

:Mu.  holt  said,  he  tliought  it  would 
bo  sufficient  to  striki?  out  the  words  re- 
quiring the  Archbishop  to  give  the  roa- 
st ms  for  his  decision. 

Mk.  C^IIILDEKS  said,  the  Archbishop 
should  only  be  requir(»d  to  give  his  rea- 
sons when  he  rejected  the  appeal. 

Mr.  DODSON  considered  it  desirable 
to  adopt  llie  proposition  of  the  hon. 
!Memb(.'r  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory.) 

Tin:  ATTOKNEV  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  it  would  bo  sulRcient  to 
strike  out  the  words  requiring  the 
Archbishop  to  give  tho  rt.*ason  for  his 
decision. 

^Ii:.  (iREGORY  said,  he  was  willing 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman. 

AVords  i^trmk  out. 

On  !N[oti(m  of  Mr.  Ri'ssell  GrnxEY, 
after  "shall  proceed  as  hereinbefore 
directed,"  words  inserted  **  in  the  case 
of  his  deciding  that  proceeding  shall 
be  taken  on  tlu^  representation." 

Mr.  Jiiisscll  Uurncij 


Question,    ''  That  the   said  Amend- 
ment, as  amoudod,  be  agreed  to,"  put. 

The  Committee  divid€d : — Aje%  103; 
Noes  37  :  Majority  66. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  moved,  in 
line  26,  to  leave  out  from  "  at  any,"  to 
"  province  or,"  in  line   27.     Ho  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  and  loamed  Gentle- 
man would  accept  this  Amendment,  U^ 
cause  as  the  Bill  stood  the  provincitl 
Judge  might  try  the  caso  at  the  litdf 
village  where  it  happened,  or  in  tbt* 
metropolis.     There  was  Kuch  a  thing  u 
liaving  law  too  cheap  ;  but  in  this  case 
it  would  probably  cost  as  much  to  take 
the  lawyers  down  as  to  bring  the  wit- 
nesses up.     But  it  might  not  only  create 
much  scandal  to  have  the  trial  in  the 
village  school  or  perhaps  the  village  ale- 
house,   but    permanently    weaken   the 
influence  of  the  clergyman  although  he 
escaped  unscathed.     In  all  ways  it  would 
be  a  more  dignified  proceeding  to  hare 
the  trial  in  London. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  said, 
he  hoped  this  would  not  be  assented  to. 
The  Judge  might  possibly  have  to  in- 
spect the  churcn. 

Mu.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  drag  parties  up  to  Lon- 
don or  Westminster  against  their  will ; 
but  ho  had  proposed  a  Proviso  which  he 
thought  would  answer  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)— 
namely,  in  page  5,  line  27,  to  leave  out 
the  second  **  or,"  and  insert  **  Provide*! 
that  if  the  parties  consent,  the  matter  of 
the  representation  shall  be  heard  in." 

Mr.  GRANTILOI  said,  he  thought 
the  trials  in  all  cases  should  take  placv 
in  London,  as  tliat  would  be  much  the 
cheaper  arrangement.  When  there 
were  special  pleas,  and  barristers  were 
taken  into  tho  coimtry,  their  fees  were 
heavier  than  in  London. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  that  in  the 
case  of  a  disputed  ornament  or  decora- 
tion it  might  be  desirable  for  the  Bishop 
to  visit  the  church.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  some  abstract  question  of  law 
were  at  issue,  it  would  be  cheaper  for 
t]ie  parties  to  have  it  argued  in  West- 
minster Hall  instead  of  brmgingconnfiel 
down  with  large  retaining  fees  into  the 
country.  It  would  be  better  therefore 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Archbishop  or  Bishop. 
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Mb.  FOBSYTH  agreed  that  the 
matter  had  better  be  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Bishop. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said,  it 
would  be  undesirable  that  the  party  with 
the  longest  purse  should  have  the  ad- 
vantage. 

Mb.  EU8SELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
thought  the  parties  ought  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  matter. 

Amendment  and  Proviso,  by  leave, 
withdrawn, 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  moved  in 
line  28  (the  Judge  shall  give  not  less 
than  21  days  notice  to  the  parties  of  the 
time  and  place  at  which  he  will  proceed 
to  hear  the  matter  of  the  said  represen- 
tation), to  leave  out  ''21,"  and  insert 
"  28." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  28,  to  leave  out  the  words  "twenty- 
one,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
•'twenty-eight." — {^Mr,  Beresford  Hope.) 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  *  twenty- 
one  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  47; 
Noes  83 :  Majority  36. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Russell  Gurnet, 
all  the  words  after  "  Her  Majesty  in 
Council,"  in  page  6,  line  25,  down  to 
the  end  of  the  clause,  were  omitted. 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  (for  Mr.  Gre- 
ooby),  moved  in  page  6,  line  28,  at  end 
of  clause  to  add — 

**  Tho  Judge  may,  on  application  in  any  case, 
suspend  the  execution  of  such  jud^ient  or 
monition  pending  an  appeal,  if  he  ahall  think 
fit" 

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
he  thought  the  addition  of  tho  words 
hardly  necessaiy.  It  was  in  the  power 
of  any  Judge  to  direct  that  the  execution 
of  any  order  which  he  might  make 
should  be  suspended. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  thought 
that  where  there  was  an  appeal  the 
judgment  or  monition  ought  not  he  en- 
forced until  tho  appeal  was  determined, 
unless  the  Judge  should  otherwise 
order.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  thought  the 
safest  course  would  be  to  insert  the 
words. 

Amendment  agreed  to ; 

danse,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 


Clause  10  (Registrar  of  the  diocese 
to  perform  duties  under  the  Act). 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  moved 
the  omission  from  the  end  of  the  clause 
of  the  Proviso  that  the  fees  to  be  paid  to 
the  Registrar  of  the  diocese  or  nis  de- 
puty for  the  performance  of  his  duties 
imder  the  Act  should  not  in  any  one  suit 
amount  to  a  larger  sum  than  threo 
guineas. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (No  fresh  evidence  to  be 
admitted  on  appeal)  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Inhibition  of  Incimi- 
bent). 

Mr.  beresford  HOPE  moved  the 
omission  of  words  which  would  render  it 
unlawful  for  the  patron  to  appoint  to 
any  benefice  the  incumbent  by  whom  it 
was  avoided  under  the  Act. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  opposed 
the  Amendment,  remarking  that  the 
j)eople  in  the  parishes  were  to  be  con- 
sidered as  well  as  the  incumbents. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  tho  Bill. 

Clause  13  (Faculty  not  necessary  in 
certain  cases). 

Mr.  RYDER  moved  in  page  8,  line 
9,  to  leave  out  **  gratuitously,"  and  in- 
sert— 

"  (if  unopposed)  for  a  total  of  fees  not  exceed- 
ing two  guineas  (exclusive  of  stamp  duty),  and 
in  accordanct)  with  a  scale  recently  adopted  in 
tho  diocese  of  Canterhurj',  and  approved  by  tho 
Archbishop  of  Cant^Tbury  on  the  twenty-eighth 
day  of  tJune,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-three." 

Mr.  monk  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, as  he  thought  the  Proviso  in  ques- 
tion was  unadvisable  and  would  work 
unjustly.  Some  one  would  have  to  pay 
the  stamp  duty  on  the  Faculty,  and  it 
ought  to  be  made  clear  whom  it  was  in- 
tended to  make  liable  to  do  so. 

Mr.  beresford  HOPE  feared 
great  inconvenience  would  be  occasioned 
to  the  clergy  if  upon  every  alteration  of 
the  fabric  of  the  church,  such  for  instance, 
as  the  introduction  of  an  "eagle"  for 
a  reading  desk,  or  the  substitution  of 
open  seats  for  a  pew,  a  Faculty  should 
be  applied  for. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  pointed 
out  that  under  the  clause  as  it  stood 
no  inconvenience  could  arise  save  in 
cases  in  wliich  the  Bishop  directed 
proceedings  to  be  taken — ^that  was  to 
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saj^  in  cases  where  a  breach  of  the  law 
was  supposed  to  haye  been  committed. 
He  moved  that  the  word  "gratuitously" 
should  be  retained  in  the  Proviso  and 
the  words  inserted  after  it  *'with  the 
exception  of  the  stamp  duty." 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  concurred 
in  tlie  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Recorder. 

Mr.  wait  objected  to  the  retention 
of  the  word  "  gratuitously." 

Amendment  {Mr,  Russell  Gtirney) 
agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  14  (Service  of  notices)  agreed  to^ 

Clause  15  (Substitute  for  bishop  in 
case  of  illness). 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  moved,  in 
pages,  line  16,  after  *'if,"  to  insert 
**any  Bishop  be  patron  of  the  living 
proceeded  against,  or  if,"  the  effect  of 
which  would  bo  to  transfer  to  the  Arch- 
bishop in  such  case,  as  well  as  in  the 
case  of  a  Bishop  incapacitated  by  illness, 
tlio  dis<?hargo  of  the  duties  imposed  by 
the  Act. 

Amondniont,  by  leave,  icithdrawn, 

Mr.  MONX  mov(»d,  in  page  8,  line 
10,  after  "bishop,"  to  insert — 

**  Shall  bo  patron  (if  lh«'  iK'ncfjco  or  of  any 
fcclosinstii-al  jn'cfonnrnl  hclil  hy  the  inrunibrnt 
ai^ainst  wln»ni  a  n'pii»si'ntatiim  sliall  hav<i  htn-n 
niadr,  (»r." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clauso,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  1 0  (Application  of  Act  to  ca- 
thedral churches). 

Claus(i  1 7  (Limitation  of  proceedings 
against  incumbent)  at/reed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GTIRNEY  moved  the 
(^mission  of  tlio  clause.  1  le  had  provided 
for  the  cathedral  churches  in  another 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clause  18  (Rules  for  settling  procedure 
and  fees  irndt-r  this  Act). 

Mr.  monk  moved,  in  page  9,  line  30, 
after  *^  persons,"  to  inseit  "  one  of  them 
being  the  Lord  High  Cliancellor  or  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England." 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  considered 
the  Amendment  a  desirable  one. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Jiussfll  Gurney 


Clause  19  (Chapels,  &c.  to  wUch  Act 
not  to  extend.)  

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  moved,  in 
page  10,  line  7,  after  **  Durham,"  to  in- 
sert as  a  separate  paragraph  ''  the  uni- 
versity "church  of  any  of  the  said  univer- 
sities "when  used  by  such  universitv." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  Mid. 
that  Amendment  showed  that  that  clause 
really  ought  not  to  be  in  tlic  Bill  at  all. 
He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  strike  oat 
all  those  exemptions.  Why  sliould  there 
be  those  exemptions?  If  there  were 
any  churches  in  tho  land  in  which  the 
law  should  bo  more  scrupulously  ob- 
ser%'ed  than  in  any  others,  they  were 
the  TTniversity  churcliep.  Then,  again, 
as  to  the  chapels  of  colleges  nml  halk, 
wliy  were  young  men  t<>  be  brought  up 
in  practices  of  that  kind  ?  ^^^ly.  too. 
were  the  Temple  Churcli,  and  tlio  chapels 
of  Gray's  Inn,  Lincoln's  Inn,  and  the 
Bolls  to  be  exempted  from  the  obscrr- 
aiico  of  the  law  ?  If  they  wanted  to  put 
these  practices  down  in  parish  ehurche«, 
surely  they  ought  also  to  put  thom  down 
in  chapels  c(mung  under  the  T'ublic 
Schools  and  the  Endowpd  Scliools  Acts, 
lie  hoped  the  Vice  Prosidont  of  the 
Council  would  mdVL^  liis  Amimdment  for 
expunging  that  clause  altogether. 

^[r.  ASSHETON  CIIOSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  consent  Xo 
strike  out  that  clauso.  He  could  n'»t 
really  sen  on  what  principle  they  could 
say  that  the  services  of  the  Church  were 
to  bo  perfonned  according  to  the  Kubric. 
in  plutjos  which  were  attended  by  the 
old,  but  not  in  places  which  were  at- 
tended by  the  yoimg.  The  chapels  might 
be  private  to  a  certain  extent;  but  they 
were  onlv  sanctioned  to  carrv  out  th** 
worship  of  the  Church  of  England  as 
established  by  law. 

]Mr.  BERESFORD  hope  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
altogether  forgotten  the  University  Tests 
Act  jmssed  by  the  last  Parliament,  which 
took  (jollege  chapels  out  of  tho  o^x^ration 
of  the  Act  of  tlniformity,  under  which 
it  was  now  desired  to  place  them.  In 
that  Act  it  was  set  forth  that  it  sliould 
be  lawful  for  anv  visitor  of  one  of  those 
colleges,  on  the  roc[uu8t  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body,  to  authorize  from  time  to 
time  on  week  days  any  abridgment  or 
adaptation  of  the  service,  instead  of  that 
set  down  in  the  book  of  Common  ftayer, 
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and  in  the  saoceeding  year  the  Act  of 
Uniformity  Amendment  Act  provided 
that  nothing  which  it  contained  should 
effect  the  exemption  which  had  heen 
made  with  respect  to  the  chapels  at 
Oxford,  Camhridge,  Durham,  &c.  He 
would  make  the  assumption  that  his 
lion,  and  learned  Friend  the  Memher 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  some- 
times attended  the  Uniyorsity  church  on 
Sundays,  and,  if  so,  he  must  he  aware 
that  die  service  at  2  o'clock  at  St. 
Mary's,  Cambridge,  or  at  the  analogous 
bhurch  at  Oxford,  was  not  conformable 
to  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  nor  was  it 
desirable,  he  thought,  that  three  pa- 
xiahioners  should  be  allowed  to  meddle 
with  it.  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  wished,  he  might  move  that  the 
chapels  of  the  Inns  of  Court  should  bo 
fltmck  out  of  the  list  of  exemptions  ;  but 
to  strike  out  tlie  chapels  in  the  Univer- 
^  mtiee  would  be  to  cause  g^eat  cmbar- 
^  raaament  and  inconvenience,  and  to  cast 
^  a  very  unmerited  slur  on  g^avo  and  an- 
^  dent  iuBtitutions.  [^A  laugh,!  It  was  all 
Tery  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  Dohind  him 
to  laugh ;  this  was  Conservative  re-action, 
to  destroy  those  ancient  forms  of  public 
worship  in  the  Universities  which  had 
been  of  old  created  out  of  regard  to 
their  peculiar  wants  and  duties.  He  had 
it  from  the  highest  authority  at  Cam- 
bridge, that  if  those  exemptions  were 
omitted  from  the  Bill  very  great  vexa- 
tion and  exasperation  would  be  the  pro- 
bable result.  So  strongly  did  he  feel 
on  the  subject  that  he  should  certainly 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  with 
respect  to  it. 

VISCOUNT  SANDON  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  point  raised  by  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  was  a  very 
important  one.  The  University  Tests 
Act  provided  that  there  might  be  abridg- 
ments in  the  services;  but  it  did  not 
provide  that  the  law  of  the  Church 
should  be  broken  generally.  The  effect 
of  this  clause  would  bo  very  wide  and 
very  serious,  and  he  hoped  tlie 
Committee  would  carefully  consider 
before  passing  it.  He  must  not  only 
protest  against  any  additions  to  the  ex- 
emptions already  contained  in  the  Bill 
as  it  oame  down  to  them  from  **  another 
place  "  :  but  he  must  beg  the  House  to 
examine  well  these  exemptions  them- 
selves: and  later,  in  accordance  with 
the  Notice  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper, 
he  should  ask  the  House  to  get  rid  of 


all  these  exemptions,  and  thereby  to 
enact  that  the  same  provisions  for  the 
observance  of  the  laws  of  the  Protest- 
ant Church  of  England  should  be  made 
for  the  chapels  in  which  the  large  por- 
tion of  the  youth  of  the  country  was 
educated,  as  for  the  Parish  churches. 
In  the  Act  of  Uniformity  special  pro- 
vision was  made  by  Parliament  for  ex- 
tending its  provisions  for  securing  uni- 
formity in  our  Reformed  Public  Worship, 
to  the  chapels  of  the  colleges  at  the 
Universities,  and  to  those  of  our  then 
leading  Public  Schools.  Our  ancestors 
being  well  aware  of  the  importance  of 
preventing  the  leading  youth  of  tho 
country  from  being  brought  up  in  a  form 
of  worship  contrary  to  that  authorized 
by  law  in  the  Church  of  England.  But 
what  did  this  clause  of  the  Bill  do  ? 
This  clause  would  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act,  in  opposition  to 
the  whole  spirit  of  tho  former  Acts  of 
Uniformity,  not  only  tho  chapels  of  all 
schools,  hospitals,  asylums,  public  and 
charitable  institutions,  but  would  also 
sweep  into  this  exemption  the  chapels 
of  all  the  endowed  grammar  schools 
of  tho  country,  and  the  chapels  of 
Eton,  Winchester,  Westminster,  Charter 
House,  Harrow,  Rugby,  and  Shrews- 
bury ;  as  well  as  the  chapels  of  the 
Colleges .  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and 
Durham,  and  then,  to  go  further,  the 
chapels  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Gray's  Inn, 
the  Temple,  and  the  Rolls.  By  this 
clause,  the  Committee  would  be,  in  fact, 
authorizing  tho  use  of  unlawful  cere- 
monies in  the  whole  of  the  schools,  col- 
leges, and  Universities  in  the  land.  A 
complete  scheme  was  here  laid  down  by 
which  the  whole  of  the  leading  youth  of 
the  countiy  might  be  brought  up  accus- 
tomed to  services  alien  to  the  spirit  of 
our  Reformed  Church,  and  which,  be  it 
remembered,  had  been  declared  unlaw- 
ful by  the  Courts,  and  against  which 
Parliament  was  now,  under  the  guidance 
of  the  two  Archbishops,  with  remark- 
able unanimity,  taking  special  precau- 
tions. Tliis  exemption  began  with  the 
picked  children  at  our  Cliaritable  In- 
stitutions :  it  then  extended  to  the 
flower  of  the  lower  middle  class  who 
would  be  educated  at  our  reformed 
grammar  and  endowed  schools  :  it 
took  in  the  children  of  the  upper  classes 
at  all  the  great  public  schools :  it  fol- 
lowed them  all  to  our  ancient  Universi- 
ties ;  and  provided  for  the  existence  of 
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such  services  even  when  tliey  entered 
the  Inns  of  Court.  He  again  asked  the 
Committee  to  pause  before  passing  such 
a  clause,  for  he  felt  confident  that  the 
country  when  tlio  case  was  fully  laid 
before  it,  would  never  permit  such  ex- 
emptions to  prevail,  or  allow  such  a 
danger  to  exist  of  all  her  more  culti- 
vated youth  being  subjected  to  the  in- 
fluence of  practices  and  ceremonies  in 
their  chapels,  against  the  prevalence  of 
which  in  our  churches  generally  the 
nation  had  demanded,  in  an  unmistake- 
able  manner,  the  interference  of  the 
Legislature.  Ho  should  certainly  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and,  in  accordance  with  his  Notice, 
should  move  at  the  proper  time  the 
omission  of  the  whole  clause. 

Mk.  GATHOKNE  HAEDY  contended 
that,  though  the  clause  was  left  out, 
there  would  be  no  means  under  the  Bill 
of  dealing  with  tlio  chapels  in  Universi- 
ties as  with  parish  churches,  which 
had  connected  with  them  archdeacons, 
churchwardens,  and  parishioners.  The 
machinery  for  putting  its  provisions  into 
operation  would,  therefore,  in  the  case 
of  the  former  be  wanting,  and  if  the 
clause  were  not  retained,  some  new  ma- 
cliinery  would  have  to  bo  established. 
Tlio  University  cliurcli  did  not  come 
under  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  and  there- 
fore it  must  have  an  exemption,  or 
people  would  say  that  the  services  were 
not  bein^  performed  in  the  authorized 
way.  With  respect  to  tlie  Amendment 
inmiediatelv  before  the  Committee,  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  reasonable 
proposal. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECGURT  main- 
tained that  the  passaj^e  quoted  by  the 
lion.  ^Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  witli  respect 
to  the  visitor  being  entitled  to  authorize  a 
particular  form  of  service  on  week  days 
did  not  prove  that  the  chapels  in  ques- 
tion had  boon  taken  out  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act  of  Uniformity.  Tliat,  more- 
over, was  not  the  sort  of  thing  which 
tJie  present  Bill  proposed,  because  it 
said  that  all  tliose  colleges  and  chapels 
without  the  leave  of  the  visitor  might 
do  as  they  liked.  In  reply  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  riglit  h(m.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  tlie  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  G.  Hardy),  he  might  obsei've  that 
if  no  machinery  were  provided  in  the 
Bill  for  putting  its  provisions  into  ope- 
ration in  the  case  of  University  chapels, 


the   necessary   machinery  might  vm 
easily  be  supplied  in  the  Beport.    TIut 
were  goine  to  do  that  in  another  mat- 
ter ;  and  the  case  of  cathedral  and  col- 
legiate churches,  and  the  case  of  these 
chapels  were  in  pari  imperio.    It  should 
be  remembered  that  the  Universitrof 
Oxford,  at  times,  had  not  been  unifoiinlT 
Protestant.     By  this    clause  the  vm 
churches  would  be  exempted  to  which  it 
was  most  important  to  apply  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill.     It  was  to  be  noppd 
no  such  invidious  distinctions  would  b^ 
made,  and  that  machinery  would  be  pro- 
vided for  dealing  with  tliesc  as  well  as 
other  churches. 

Mr.  spencer  WALPOLE  said, 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  Univerm- 
ties  and  Colleges  being  under  the  Act  of 
Uniformity.  Tho  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
was  that  the  Committee  was  goin^  to 
reverse  that  wliich  Parliament  had  settled 
upon  a  great  settlement  of  a  yenr  im- 
portant question — namely,  the  admissioa 
of  persons  not  members  of  tho  Church  of 
England  to  the  colleges  in  tho  TTnivera- 
ties.  The  University  Tests  Act  allowed, 
upon  tho  ground  of  liberality,  to  non- 
members  of  the  Church,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Bishops  and  on  the  application 
of  the  Governing  Body,  certain  shorter 
sei-vices  to  be  used  on  week  days,  and  to 
reverse  tliat  would  bo  to  throw  back  the 
legislation  of  the  coimtry  instead  of  ad- 
vancing it.  He  objected  to  omit  thi? 
clause,  unless  a  proper  provision  was 
made  for  securing  that  which  was 
intended  to  bo  secured  bv  the  Univer- 
sity  Tests  Act  for  tho  benefit  both  of 
Churchmen  and  non  -  members  of  the 
Church. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  they  seemed  to  be  rather  run- 
ning away  from  what  was  proposed  tu 
be  done.  It  was  .^aid  that  there  was  no 
machinery  for  dealing  with  this  class  of 
cases,  but  that  might  bo  obN-iated  by 
bringing  up  a  clause  on  the  Eeport. 
UndfT  ih^  first  sub-section  of  Clause  8 
the  olTences  chargeable  related  to  the 
introduction  of  forbidden  decorationB. 
and  the  clause  went  on  to  provide  for 
the  case  of  those  clergymen  who  had 
made,  r>r  permitted  to  be  made,  anv 
unlawful  addition  to,  alteration  of,  or 
omission  from  tho  services,  rites,  and 
ceremonies  enjoined.  A  clause  might 
be  inserted  in  tho  Report  which  would 
save  the  University  Tests  Act. 
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Mb.  8FEN0EB  WALPOLE  said, 
that  he  should  be  satisfied  if  they  agreed 
upon  the  Beport  to  insert  a  clause  that 
nothing  in  this  Bill  should  dter  or  af- 
fect the  provisions  contained  in  the 
TTniversity  Tests  Act,  or  the  Act  of  1872, 
with  reference  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  FOESYTH  pointed  out  that, 
as  the  Bill  made  it  unlawful  on  the  part 
of  the  incumbent,  to  fail  to  observe  the 
directions  in  the  Book  of  Common 
I*rayer,  it  would  have  the  eflPect  of  over- 
riding the  provisions  of  the  University 
Tests  Act. 

Mb.  pODSON  said,  he  thought  it 
immaterial  whether  the  clause  was  re- 
tained or  not,  inasmuch  as  if  it  was 
struck  out  there  would  be  no  machinery 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  in  so  far  as  the  college  chapels 
were  concerned.  At  the  same  time,  for 
the  sake  of  clearness,  he  would  prefer 
to  see  it  retained.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
better,  under  the  circumstances,  to  re- 
serve consideration  of  the  matter  till  the 
Beport,  when  they  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  dealing  again  with  the 
machineiy. 

Mb.  MOWBEAY  would  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Eecorder  to 
let  the  clause  stand  as  it  was.  The 
phraseology  of  Clause  8  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  college  chapels. 

The  ATTOENEY  OENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  if  there 
was  a  defect  in  the  language  of  the 
clause  as  was  suggested,  that  defect,  so 
far  as  concerned  the  wording  of  this 
Bill,  applied  to  every  Protestant  Church 
in  England,  because  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity was  in  force  with  reference  to 
a  parish  church  just  as  much  as  it  was 
in  force  with  reference  to  churches  and 
chapels  of  colleges.  In  the  case  of  a 
parish  church,  the  ordinary  miglit  give 
his  sanction  to  the  mode  of  performing 
the  service — in  the  case  of  a  college 
church  or  chapel  the  visitor  had  tlio 
power  of  giving  directions  on  that 
subject. 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  said,  the 
general  principle  laid  down  in  the  Bill 
was  that  the  worshippers  had  a  right  to 
call  their  minister  to  account  for  devia- 
tions unauthorized.  But  who  were  the 
worshippers  in  a  college  chapel  ?  Un- 
dergraduates in  statu  pupillari.  How 
could  they  expect  these  young  men  to 
caU  their  superiors  to  order  ?  In  parish 
churches  the  congregations  would  find 
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no  difficulty  in  doing  so,  but  to  encourage 
undergraduates  to  set  themselves  up  as 
the  dictators  of  the  college  authorities 
was  simply  to  strike  a  blow  at  disci- 
pline. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  it  was  surely 
most  important  that  obedience  to  the 
law  should  be  specially  insisted  upon 
intheg^eat  educational  institutions  of  the 
country.  The  youth  who  were  educated 
in  them  should  be  subject  to  the  same 
law  in  this  respect  as  prevailed  in  parish 
churches  or  chapels — namely,  the  Act 
oi  Uniformity,  who  should  complain 
of  breaches  of  the  law,  and  to  whom 
those  complaints  should  be  addressed 
were  only  matters  of  detail,  and  could 
easily  be  arranged  before  the  Eeport : 
but  the  question  raised  by  the  clause 
was  clearly  of  the  gravest  importance  : 
the  matter  would  not  stand  as  it  did 
before  the  passing  of  this  Bill ;  but  this 
special  exemption  of  the  school  and 
college  chapels  would  probably  be 
held  to  convey  somewhat  of  a  sanction 
from  the  Legislature  to  the  introduction 
and  continuance  of  practices  and  cere- 
monies in  these  chapels  which  were 
condemned  in  Parish  churches. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  re- 
ferring to  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  B.  Hope)  that  the  clause 
would  enable  undergraduates  to  call 
their  superiors  to  order  with  reference 
to  the  mode  of  conducting  Divine  Ser- 
vice, said,  that  objection  could  be  re- 
moved by  altering  the  clause  so  acf  to 
enable  only  the  parents  of  undergradu- 
ates to  make  complaints  on  that  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  when  dur- 
ing  the  last  20  years  they  had  done 
everj'thing  to  disassociate  the  Universi- 
ties from  the  Church  of  England,  it 
seemed  strange  that  attempts  should  be 
made  to  bring  these  chapels,  which 
were  strictly  private,  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill.  At  Oxford  it  had  been 
a  vexed  question  as  to  the  colleges  re- 
pudiating the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bishops. 
Were  they  going,  by  a  side-wind,  en- 
tirely to  do  away  with  the  charters  and 
foundations  of  these  colleges,  and  place 
them  under  a  jurisdiction  that  at  pre- 
sent they  were  not  subject  to?  This 
was  the  great  difficulty  that  he  had.  He 
had  seen  several  occasions  where  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Bishop  in  the  Uni- 
versity had  been  successfully  resisted; 
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and  if  they  were  going  to  strike  out  the  oomplained  of  shall  be  the  dean  and  chapter  of 

exemption  clause  they  could  not  leave  «ich  cathedral  or  collocate  churched  in  ik 

.1        ^  J.      •     xi,  X  -.     'A-'  event  of  obedience  not  beine  rendered  to  a  mo. 

the  matter  m  that  position.  nition  relating  to  the  fabric,  oniament..  fmai. 

Mr.  CAwTjEY  pointed  out  that  the  ture,  or  decorations  of  such  cathedral  or  coOe. 

definition  of  a  church  in  the  Bill  was  a  giato  church,  tiie  visitor,  or  the  judge,  u  tU 

place  of  public  worsliip  in  which  the  in-  fas©  ™y  K  shall  have  power  to  carry  into 

cumbent  was  bound  to  conduct  Divine  ^^^V^*^  dbrctions contomed  m  suchinomtioo, 

CI       .  •■•       J.    A.i_    Tt     1     j»r>t  and  II  necessary  to  raise  the  sum  required  to 

Service  according  to  the  Book  of  Common  defray  the  cost 'thereof  by  aeqnestnition  of  the 

Prayer ;  and  if  it  were  true  that  these  profits  of  the  preferments  hold  in  such  nith«dnl 

chapels  were  not  bound  so  to  conduct  or  collegiate  church  by  the  dean  and  chi^iCo 

the  service,  then  the  Bill  did  not  touch  *^?5f?^-  ,  .  .   ,^  «  ^  • 

them  at  all.     K  on  the  other  hand,  they  ,,    ^^  ^^'  complaint  shall  jx?  made  concemag 

vuc^aii  «u  au.,     oj.,  yju.  i^u  v/i^x  .      ^'      .  J^  tho  omaments  of  the  minister  in  a  cathrnuil  ur 

were  bound  to  conduct  iJivino  Service  coUegiatechnrch,  orasto  the  obaervancetheiwi 

according    to    the    Book    of    Common  of  the  dirt^ctions  contained  in  the  Book  of  Cosb- 

I*rayer,   then  there   sliould  be  no   ex-  ^^n  Prayer,  relating  to  the  performance  of  the 

omption  serx-iccs,  rites,  and  ceremonies  ordered  by  ilr 

-k/r       xrL.itiri\-pn  a  nrn      v     a  J    x    xv,  said  l>ook,  or  as  to  any  all('CK>d  addiUiin  to,  she- 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  objected  to  the  nition  of,  or  omission  from  such  ser^nce*.  rit«. 

inclusion  of  the  chapels  of  pubhc  schools  and  ccTemonics  in  such  cathedral  or  coUefnale 

among  the  list  of  exemptions,  because  it  church,  the  jjerson  complained  of  shall  be  thf 

involved  the  assumption  that  the  services  ^^^rk  in  holy  orders  alleged  to  have  offended  in 

in  these  chapels  were  not  conducted  in  |^S^"!i!rrw^^^^^ 

J  *  ,  ,    xT.     -D     1       x»  n  J^Q8^»  ^8  the  case  may  oe,  in  tne  event  oxobfdi- 

accordance  with  the  IJook   ol  Common  cnco  not  being  rondeiid  to  a  monition,  shall  hsTt 

Prayer,  and  in  its  present  form  the  clause  the  same  power  as  to  inhibition,  and  the  prvfer- 

niight  be  interpreted  as  leave  to  depart  ment  hold  in  such  cathedral  or  collegiate  chmch 

from  the  customary  mode  of  conducting  l^y  the  i>crK.n  complained  of,  shall  be  siibject  to  the 

1  1.  1  •  *'  °  snmo  conditions  as  to  avoidance,   notice,  and 

put) lie  ^^^Fsnip.  lapse,  and  as  to  any  subsrquent  appointment, 

Mr.  liUbh'MjLi  ULliNijl   said,  the  prencntation,  collation,  or   nomination  thento, 

only  doubt  lie    ever  had  as  to  college  and  as  to  duo  pnnisiun  being  made  for  the  per- 

clianels  being  included  under  the  opera-  fonnance  of  the  duties  of  such  person  as  m 

turn  of  the  Bill  arose  from  the  provisions  ^'^"tained  in  this  Act  concerning  an  incmnWt 

o  .1     XT   •         *j.    m    L    k   J.    Xi.  1  to  whom  a  monition  has  been  issued,  and  coo- 

of  the  University  Tests  Act.  It  appeared  cmiing  any  iKjnotice  or  other  occleiriastiad  pn^ 

liowevor,  that  the  Bill  would  only  apply  firmeut  held  by  such  incumbent.** 

to  cases  whore  the  serviro  of  the  Church        Clause  read  a  second  time  and  added  to 

of  England  was  required  to  be  performed  ^j^^  j^m 

according    to    the     Book     of  Common        __      r^^^r^r^-r.-^T  -,      ^      ^ 

Pravor.      It  would,  therefore,  apply  to  ,  Mr.  GEEGOEY  moved   after  Clause 

those  chapels    on  Sunday,    but    not  on  ^^^  *«  ^^^^^  *^o  following  clause  :- 

oth^r   days    when   the  shorter    services  ^^^(IJirtJcs  may  apiKjar  in  person  or  by  proctor  oi 

authorized  by  the   University  Tests  Act  "^V'in  any  piwoedingsundcT  this  Act  anvpfr- 

were  porformod.       lie  would  withdraw  eon,  whether  wnnplainant  or  dc-fendant,  may ap- 

liis  Auiendniont,    and   vote  for   striking  pear  eithiT  by  himself  in  person,  or  by  any  piw- 

out  tlie  clause.  tor  or  any  ur.licitor  of  the  Supreme  Court.' 

Amondmont,  bv  loavc,  wiihdrawn.  ,  ^''Tn^^^  *  '^°"^  *^°'®  "***  **''' 

'    "  '  to  the  Bill. 

Question  put  -  That  the  Clause  stand       ^^   BEEESFOED  HOPE  moved  the 

part  of  the  Bill.  following  clause- 

x^  ^^'^w!^''°'i';'*-*^^  ^''^'f'^ '  ~  ^^^'   ^^  '        (VrocH^dings  in  c^se  of  bishops.) 

^oes  200  :  Majority  14/.  "If  tun  inhabitants  of  the  diocese  wsidoiit 

during  tin?  preceding  twelve  months,  of  whom 

IklR.  EUSSETJj  GUENEY  moved  to  thrc-  at  IcaHt  Phall  be  incumbents,  shall  hi;  of 

leave  out  Clause  16,  and  insert  the  fol-  opinion  thttt  the  bishop    thereof    haa  in  any 

lowimr  clause church  or  liurial  ground  \k-ithin  the  dioceac  (Ist) 

^  "  used  any  unlawful  ornament  of  the  minister  of 

(I'rovirjions  relating  to  withcdi-al  or  collegiate  the  Church,  or  (2nd)  failed  to  observe  the  direc- 

chureh.'i  tions  contained  in  the  Ikiok  of  Common  Prayw 

"  Tliti  duties  iipi)ointed  under  this  Act  to  be  relating  to  tho  performances  in  such  chnrchor 

I)erforme(l  bv  llie  l.islujp  of  tlio  dioeeWi  nhall  in  burial  ground  of  the  B«-nicos,  rites,  and  cere- 

tlie  ( a.'se  uf  :i  cathi'dial  or  eftllegiate  church  bo  monies  onlered  by  the  said  book,  or  has  made  any 

pirfonnrdby  the  visitor  tin  reof.  unlawful  addition  to,  altemtion  of,  or  omisaon 

»'  If  any  complaint  shall  be  made  conetjming  from    such    senices,    rites,     and     ceremoniei. 

the  faliri<',  (.»niament8,  furniture,  or  decorations  such    inhabitants    may,     if    they     think    fit, 

of  a  eathtdral  or  collegiato  church,  the  person  represent  the  wmio  to  the  Metropolitan  by  seixd- 
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lug  to  him  a  form  as  contained  in  Schodule  (G) 
to  UuB  Act,  dtdy  filled  up  and  signed,  and  ac- 
companied by  a  declaration  made  by  thorn  under 
the  Act  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  year  of  the  reign 
of  King  William  the  Fourth,  chapter  sixty-two, 
affirming  the  truUi  of  the  statements  contained 
in  the  ropresontation. 

•*  Such  repro^ntation  shall  only  ^  relate  to 
matters  whicn  haye  occurred  within  six  months 
from  the  date  of  the  sending  thereof  to  the 
Ifetropolitan. 

•*The  Metropolitan  may,  if  he  think  fit, 
'witliin  six  monuis  after  ho  has  received  a  repre- 
sentation in  manner  agreed  proceed  to  consider 
tlio  same  in  his  Pro\'incial  Court,  in  public,  with 
the  assistance  of  the  judge  of  his  Provincial 
Gomt  and  two  or  more  bishops  of  the  province, 
to  Ve  chosen  in  the  manner  mrected  in  the  rules 
and  orders;  and  the  Metropolitan  shall,  after 
due  consideration,  pronounce  iudgmcut  in  re- 
gard to  such  representation,  aud  if  the  judgment 
eo  require  shall  issue  a  monition  to  the  Bishop  in 
the  form  preauribod  in  Schedule  (E)  to  this  Act, 
■dmonishmg  him  to  refrain  from  such  unla^^'f ul 
acts  or  omissions. 

"The  persons  making  the  representation,  or 
tho  bishop,  may  appeal  within  twenty-eight 
days  after  judgment  has  been  given  to  Her 
llaieety  in  Council,  and  in  such  case  tho  appeal 
duul  be  heard  and  determined  in  the  same  man- 
ner us  if  it  had  been  an  appeal  from  the  Court 
of  Appeal  of  the  province. 

"  A  copy  of  such  monition  shall  be  sent  within 
twmty-eight  days  from  the  date  thereof  to  the 
bishop ;  and  if,  whilst  a  monition  is  in  force,  it 
be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  tho  ^lotropolitun 
in  his  proA'incial  court,  after  notice  to  and 
hearing  of  tho  bishop,  that  obedience  has  not 
been  paid  to  such  monition,  or  to  the  part  thereof 
(if  any)  which  shrill  not  have  been  annulled  on 
appeal,  the  ^lotropolitan  shall  thereupon,  imless 
thu  bishop  shall  show  suflicient  cause  to  the 
contrary,  inflict  upon  the  bishop  such  ecclesias- 
tical censure  or  censures  as  shall  be  prescribed 
by  the  rules  and  orders. 

' "  IVovided  always,  ITiat  if  the  bishop  so  pro- 
ceeded against  shall  be  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
toR>iir>'  or  of  York  respectively,  then  the  repre- 
ftentation  shall  be  maae  to  the  Mt>tropolitan  of 
tho  other  province,  who  shall,  if  he  think  fit, 
proceed  to  hear  the  same  as  hereinbefore  pro- 
vided, with  tho  assistance  of  the  judge  of  his 
Srovinciid  court,  and  of  two  or  more  bishops  of 
is  province." 

The  hon.  Member  observed  that  as  every 
other  clergyman  in  the  land  was  to  be  sub- 
ject to  the  operation  of  the  Bill  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  bring 
within  the  meshes  of  the  law  those,  above 
all,  whose  duty  it  was  to  set  an  example 
of  obedience  to  it.  In  bringing  the 
Bishops  within  the  framework  of  the 
Bill  he  thought  the  Committee  would 
agree  with  him  that  there  should  be  safe- 
g^uardfl  to  protect  them  against  vexatious 
proceedings,  and  to  that  end  he  had 
taken  care  to  provide  that  the  parties  to 
inatitute  proceedings  against  a  Bishop 
should  not  be  a  chance  churchwarden  and 


three  parishioners,  but  10  inhabitants  of 
the  diocese  resident  during  the  preceding 
12  months,  of  whom  three  a^  least  should 
be  incumbents.  The  representations  to 
be  made,  also,  were  to  go  back  only  six 
months,  instead  of  five  years,  as  in  the 
case  of  an  incumbent,  subject  to  the 
penalties  of  the  Act. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  he 
hardly  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  proposing  this  clause,  seriously 
intended  the  House  to  adopt  it.  So  far 
from  contributing  to  uniformity,  it  would 
introduce  a  system  different  from  that 
of  the  Bill,  which  proceeded  on  the 
principle  of  having  a  clergyman  tried  by 
a  Judee.  The  Bill  proceeded  on  the 
principle  of  amending  tho  procedure, 
and  enforcing  the  provisions  of  the 
Church  Discipline  Act,  so  far  as  related 
to  the  fabric  of  the  Church  and  religious 
worship ;  but  the  Bishops  were  not  in- 
cluded in  tliat  Act ;  and  therefore  the 
new  clause  departed  from  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  There  had  been  no  such  com- 
plaints of  Bishops  as  would  render  it  ne- 
cessary to  include  them,  and  the  clause 
was  drawn  in  such  a  way  as  to  suggest 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  work. 

IklR.  WAIT  said,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  support  tlie  clause.  He 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Eecorder  suggest  that  the 
mover  of  it  was  not  serious.  It  was  a 
serious  clause,  and  it  was  consistent  with 
the  principle  that  the  Bill  should  coun- 
tenance no  exemptions,  and  that  every 
one,  high  and  low,  Church  dignitary  or 
simple  priest,  should  bo  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  They  protested  against  the 
infallibility  of  a  foreign  Bishop,  and  they 
ought  not  to  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  English  Bishops  were  infallible. 
As  respected  the  working  clergy,  it  would 
be  a  healing  clause,  because  it  would 
show  that  the  Bill  was  not  aimed  at  them 
exclusively. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  assured 
the  Committee  he  was  serious  in  moving 
the  clause,  and  he  had  received  wide- 
spread encouragement  to  do  so  from  all 
parts  of  the  country,  and  from  all  classes 
of  th^  clergy,  from  the  Bishops  down- 
wards.   If  the  Bill  was  to  be  complete, 

2  G  2 


903 


Fuhlie  Worship 


[COMMONS) 


Bsffulation  BtO. 


904 


it  must  take  in  the  Episcopal  Order — 
that  was,  if  it  was  to  be  regarded  as  a 
fair  Bill,  dealing  with  ecclesiastical 
offences  witliout  favour  or  partiality.  If 
something  of  the  sort  was  not  adopted, 
the  existing  irritation  would  be  in- 
creased. 

Mr.  FOESTTH  said,  that  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman  the 
Recorder  had  promised  to  bring  in  a 
Bin  next  Session  to  amend  the  Act  of 
TTiiiformity,  that  would  be  the  time  to 
bring  in  the  Bishops. 

Uvi.  CtATIIOENE  hardy  said,  the 
l^ill  containrd  no  roforonco  to  tlio  Church 
I  )isr*ii>line  Act,  but  it  would  make  abso- 
lutely new  law,  and  ho  did  not  see  wliy 
tlio  IJishopa  should  not  bo  included.  If 
tlioy  infringed  the  Rubrics  ho  did  not  see 
why  they  shoidd  not  be  brought  under 
the  Act. 

Mil.  GREGORY  said,  one  of  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill  was  to  give  the  Bishops 
a  more  ready  jurisdiction,  and  the  ob- 
ject of  the  new  clause  was  to  degrade 
the  Bishops.  [''No,  no.'']  That  would 
bo  the  effect  of  it,  because  it  implied 
that  the  Bishops  themselves  wore  guilty 
of  these  pracrtices.  He  trusted  it  would 
not  be  apjroed  to. 

^lu.  DILLWYN  said,  he  could  not 
see  why  Bishops  should  be  exempted 
more  than  any  other  of  the  clergy  from 
tlie  opf»rations  of  the  Bill.  The  object 
of  the  liill  was  not  to  give  greater  power 
to  the  liisliops,  but  to  promote  greater 
imifoniiity.  lie  did  not  agree  with  the 
Bill  at  all,  but  could  not  see  why  there 
should  1)0  any  exemptions. 

LoKi)  IIKNRV  SCOTT  said,  he  did 
not  want  to  degrade  the  Bishops,  but  if 
the  Bill  was  to  bo  equal  it  must  ai>ply 
to  all  ord(»rR  of  tlie  clergj'.  The  clergy 
would  see  the  propriety  of  obedience 
more  clearly  if  the  Bishops  were  ame- 
nable to  the  same  law.  Ho  sui>ported 
tlio  clause. 

Sir  WILLI Alil  HARCOURT  said, 
tivo  M(?mbers  had  spoken  in  favour  of 
tlu*  clause,  and  they  were  ainong  the 
most  distinguished  opponents  of  the 
Bill.  If  the  clauses  were  farned  it  was 
falal  to  the  Bill.  Everybody  knew  that 
ir  this  clause  were  earned  the  hon. 
]y[enil)tT  who  moved  it  would  have 
a<hiuv(.Ml  the  object  of  all  his  opposition. 
'Mr.  l^KKKSFOKi)  Hope  :  No,  no.] 
)f  course,  the  hon.  Member  would  deny 
that  he  wanted  to  defeat  the  *  Bill. 
Everybody  knew  the  BiU  had  been  in- 

Jfr,  Mcmford  Hope 


trodnced  to  supply  a  new  machinoy  ibr 
the  cumbrous  madunery  of  the  Chnrdi 
Discipline  Act.  The  object  of  this  danse 
was  to  defeat  the  Bill  in  the  Houae  of 
Lords.  

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  questioned 
the  authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say  that  the  Bill  would  be 
lost    if   this  reasonable     clause    vere 
accepted.     He  had  no   conception  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  give  addi- 
tional dignity  to  the  Bishops  ;  if  it  ifv 
to  place  ^em  above  tho  law,  he  objected 
to  their  having  any  such  additional  dig- 
nity.     It  was  now  to  him   that  then 
was  to  be  a  special  order  of  the  elerpv 
excepted  from  tho  laws  applicable  to  & 
rest.     Ho  hardly  thought  tho  right  hon. 
and  learned  Recorder  could  be  seriooB 
in   objecting  to  tho   substance   of  the 
clause  because  it  required  Amendment. 
If  the  Bill  was  to  be  carried  it  should 
be  in  such  a  form  as  to  be  above  the 
suspicion   of  partiality.     If    it  was  to 
become  law,  let  it  be  a  law  for  all  classes 
of  tho  clergy.     The  Bishops   were  not 
well  served    by   those  who    advocated 
that  they  should  be  placed  above  or  per- 
mitted to  contravene  the  law. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  was  surprised  at 
the  proposal  to  add  such  a  clause  as  this 
to  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
B.  Hope)  did  not  even  establish  the 
Court  by  which  the  Bishop  was  to  be 
tried. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  said,  tho  clause  would 
bring  the  whole  question  into  ridicule 
if  it  were  passed.  Thero  was  no  machi- 
nery in  this  Bill  to  deal  witli  Bishops  or 
Archbishops.  Ho  protested  against  its 
being  considered  that  they  were  placing 
Bishops  above  the  law  by  omitting  thw 
clause. 

Mr.  W.  EGERTON  submitted  that 
this  was  a  legitimate  corollary  of  th»' 
clause  that  dealt  with  the  question  of 
appeal  from  tho  Bishops  to  the  Arch- 
bishops. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  denied  that  the 
object  of  those  who  supported  this  clause 
was  to  defeat  the  Bill  by  a  side-wind. 
He  believed  the  Bishops  would  set  an 
example  to  those  under  them  of  obe- 
dience to  the  law ;  but  if  they  did  not, 
they  would  deserve  to  be  brought  un- 
der the  operation  of  this  law  just  in 
the  same  way  as  any  incumbent.  The 
Bill  being  in  its  present  temperate 
state,  he  wished  it  to  become  law,  and 
he  repudiated  tho    insinuation  of  the 
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lum.  and  learned  Member  (Sir  William 
Haioonrt)  that  he   wished  to  oppose 

the  Bill. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  thought  if  any 
proceeding  were  to  be  taken  against 
any  Bishop  or  Archbishop,  it  should  be 
instituted  by  the  Grown. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  65; 
Noes  173  :  Majority  108. 

Mb.  FORSYTH  moved  the  following 
elaase: — 

(Jadge  not  to  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of 

OoiDIIiOIlS.) 

**  That  no  Judge  appointed  under  this  Act 
ihall  bo  capable  of  being  elected  as  a  Member 
of  or  sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons." 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  it 
was  clear  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  not  read  Lord  Macaulay's  speech 
with  reference  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
ICaster  of  the  Rolls  from  a  seat  in  the 
House.  Such  a  provision  would  exclude 
a  man  like  the  late  Dr.  Lushington. 

Clause  negatived. 
Clause  1  postponed. 


Mb.  HUBBARD  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment that,  instead  of  the  Act  being 
oited  as  ''The  Public  Worship  Regula- 
tion Act,  1874,"  its  short  title  should  be 
*'  The  Ecclesiastical  Causes  Procedure 
Act." 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  clause  being 
omitted  altogether,  but  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

•  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  HUBBARD  then  moved  the 
omission  of  the  clause. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  177; 
Noes  58  :  Majority  124. 

Schedule  A. 

CoLOiTXL  MAKTNS  nf oved,  in  page  1 1 , 

line  4,  after  "  England,"  to  insert — 

**  and  that  I  have  been  baptised  and  confirmed 
in  the  same,  and  that  I  sincerely  believe  the 
doctzinee  contained  in  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer." 

to  meet  the  view  urged  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  DiUwyn), 
that  eveiy  Nonconformist  was  by  law  a 
member  of  the  Chiirch  of  England,  and 
would  be  entitled  to  take  action  under 
iheBilL 


Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  objected 
to  the  Amendment. 

Me.  BASSETT  asked  what  constituted 
a  member  of  the  Church  of  England  ? 
They  were  all  members — some  conform- 
ing, others  not  conforming. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  appealed  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  not  to  press 
the  Amendment.  The  Bill  was  drawn 
not  to  include  matters  of  doctrine,  but 
of  procedure. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  DILLWYN  moved  the  omission 
of  the  Schedule,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  objectionable  to  limit  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  to  a  mere  section  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Schedule 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  170; 
Noes  41  :  Majority  139. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Second  Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Friday, 
at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  236.] 

Mr.  DISRAELI  gave  Notice  that  on 
the  Report  he  would  bring  up  a  clause 
to  provide  for  the  salary  of  the  Judge. 

ROYiVL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY 
AND  DUBLIN  METROPOLITAN  POLICE 

BILL— [Bill  196.] 
{Sir  Michael  Uicks-Biach^  Mr.  Attormy  Gttficral 

for  Irelatid.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Power  to  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  fix  revised  salaries  for  Constabulary 
force.) 

Majoe  O'GORMAN  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  withdraw  his  Motion.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  did  not  mean  to 
press  the  opposed  clauses  of  the  Bill  on 
the  present  occasion. 

Mb.  butt  said,  there  was  no  dispo- 
sition to  oppose  the  progress  of  the  Bill, 
and,  for  his  part,  he  was  anxious  to  see 
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it  pass ;  but  there  were  clauses  in  it 
which  ho  was  desirous  to  see  amended. 

Mr.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING  pointed 
out  some  details  of  the  Bill  which  he 
thought  objectionable. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
adverted  to  want  of  a  proper  scale  of 
retiring  pensions  for  the  officers  and  men 
of  the  constabulary,  and  urged  the  neces- 
sity of  passing  the  Bill  in  reference  to 
them  through  Committee. 

Major  O'GOEMAN  said,  he  shoidd 
like  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman what  the  salaries  of  those  officers 
were? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  the  salaries  of  the  superior  officers 
were  fixed  by  tlio  Treasury,  and  there- 
fore were  not  specified  in  the  Bill. 

Major  O'GOEMAN  said,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  was  the  reason  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  did  not  disclose  to  the 
Committee  what  the  salaries  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  constabulary  were.  The 
Lords  of  the  Treasury,  who  got  £5,000 
a-year,  had  their  salaries  proclaimed, 
and  why  should  the  public  not  know 
what  the  salaries  of  the  police  officers 
were  ? 


Motion,  by  leave,  ivifhdrawn. 
Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Forfeiture  of  pension  for 
misconduct). 

Mr.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING  moved 
the  omission  of  the  clause. 

Major  O'GOE^IAN  strongly  opposed 
the  clause,  and  moved  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress. 

Motion  negatived. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  104; 
Noes  24  :  ^lajority  80. 

Eemaiuiug  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morroic, 


CONSOLIDATED   FUXD  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  ^Ir.  Kaikes,  Bill  to  upply  a 
8um  out  of  tho  Cousdidatfd  Fund  to  the  sorvico 
of  th(i  year  rndin^  tin.'  thii-ty-tirst  day  of  Mon'h, 
onc!  thousand  riglit  hnudicd  and  sovonty-tivo, 
and  to  ai)proi)nato  the  Supplies  granted  in  this 
Session  of  l*arliauiont,  ordrred  to  he  hroujj^ht  in 
hy  Mr.  Kaikes,  ^Ir.  Chancellor  of  tho  Kxche- 
nvYAu  and  j\Ir.  William  IIenky  Smith. 

mW.}n-(scntidy  and  read  tho  lirst  time. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Two  o'clock. 


Mr.  Butt 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  2^th  July,  1874. 

MINUTES.]— PunLic  Bilij*— &»#irf  Keodi^- 
Consolidated  Fund  Approptiatiun  * ;  India 
Councils  [154]. 

Committee — Rvport — IMncc  Leo]|>Qld*»  Annuity* 
[232]  ;  Elementary  Education  Pruviwvil 
Oi'dtT  Confirmation*  [214];  Gn-at  S^ 
Offices*  [2*23];  Post  Office  Sax-inga  Buk* 
[227];  I'ines  Act  (Ireland)  Amendmiiit  * 
[222J. 

CoHJtidtird  att  amendrd — Third  Rending — VacciBk- 
tion  Act,  1871,  Amendment*  [226]. 

Third  Rending— Yoylv  CoUogo*  [208] ;  IHtTand 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation*  [229>  ind 
passed. 

Withdrawn — Regimental  Exchanges  •  [22 Ij. 


PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULATION  [(X)N- 
SOLIDATEI)    FUND,  &c.] 
COMHnTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  thorcupon  zead. 

Motion  mado,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Ifr.  W.  E.  Smith.) 

Me.  DILLWYN,  in  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  said,  he  hoped 
that  they  would  have  an  explanadoa 
of  the  proposition  of  the  Goven- 
ment.  It  was  intended  to  found  on 
tho  E.osolution  to  be  proposed,  or 
another,  a  clause  relative  to  the  salarr 
of  tho  Judge,  and  it  would  appear  that 
the  Judge  was  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  That  was  a  course  to 
which  ho  strongly  objected.  Tlie  Judge 
must  be  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Ene- 
land,  and  he  was  to  bo  appointed  by  the 
Archbishops;  and  further,  as  tho  Bill 
itself  was  one  purely  for  Church  pur- 
poses, it  appeared  to  him  that  the  funds 
necessary  for  the  carrying  out  of  its  pro- 
visions should  come  from  the  coffers  of 
the  Church  itself,  and  not  from  those  of 
tho  nation.  He  maintained  that  the 
Bill  was  a  Church  Bill,  for  in  Committee 
he  desired  tha1»  Dissentors  should  be 
allowed  to  make  representations  to  the 
Bishop  of  certain  practices  in  tho  Church, 
and  that  was  ref\ised.  He  had  no 
desiro  to  impede  Public  Business;  bat 
he  felt  that  this  Bill  involved  so  wide  a 
question  that  it  deserved  that  time 
should  bo  given  for  its  consideration. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  the  adjonni- 
ment  of  tho  Debate. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DLLKB  seconded 
tho  Motion. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—(Mr,  JOaiwyn.) 

Mb.  DISBAETJ:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  persist  with  his 
Motion.  It  is  not  easy  to  give  an  ex- 
planation until  we  get  into  Committee ; 
but,  as  I  am  on  my  legs,  I  may  state 
that  it  is  necessary  to  carry  this  Besolu- 
tion  in  order  that  I  should  bring  in  a 
clause  with  reference  to  the  salary  of 
the  Judge.  I  will  then  give  all  the  in- 
fbimation  for  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aaks,  and  that  is  the  legitimate  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  the  question.  It 
will  be  brought  forward  when  the  House 
is  full,  and  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  have  ample  opportimity  of  raising 
any  objection  to  it.  It  is  a  Form,  and  a 
wise  Form,  of  the  House,  that  all  these 
proposals  should  originate  in  Committee ; 
but  it  is  not  usual  to  discuss  them  at 
this  stage.  The  arrangement  is  not  of 
the  simple  character  which  the  hon. 
Gtontleman  anticipates ;  but  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  postpone  the  dis- 
cussion of  it  until  I  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  it  to  the  House. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  respectfully 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
at  once  inform  the  House  whether  the 
money  was  really  to  come  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  or  not. 

Mb.  young,  as  a  friend  of  the  Bill, 
would  be  sorry  to  do  anything  to  impede 
its  progress,  but  he  would  feel  bound  to 
jnrotest  against  any  proposal  to  make  the 
public  pay  the  expense  of  carrying  it 
out.  The  idea  that  this  salary  should 
Gome  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  was 
not  shadowed  forth  during  the  discus- 
sions on  the  Bill,  which  was  one  of  a 
sectarian  character,  and  therefore  the 
sect — the  Church  of  England — should 
provide  the  salary. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  tiie  EXCHE- 
QXJEB  thought  that  the  more  convenient 
course  would  be  to  allow  the  Speaker  to 
leave  the  Chair.  When  the  House  was 
in  Committee  a  proposal  would  be  made ; 
and  if  it  was  thought  desirable  to  discuss 
that  proposal,  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  hon.  Members  to  do  so.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment gave  Notice  last  night,  that  he 
would  bring  in  a  clause  with  reference 
to  the  salary  of  the  Judge ;  and  when 
that  dause  was  before  the  House  there 
would  be  ample  opportimity  of  discuss- 
ing it  on  its  merits. 


Mb.  MA88EY  pointed  out  that  the 
present  proceeding  was  merely  prelimi- 
nary, to  enable  the  Government  to  make 
a  certain  proposition,  and  that  the  proper 
time  to  discuss  the  matter  would  be 
when  that  proposition  was  made. 

Sib  WllAAKK  HAECOUET  trusted 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  the 
Motion,  and  that  the  House  would  be 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  hoped  that  it  was 
not  supposed  that  he  was  attempting  to 
throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the 
Government,  from  a  desire  to  obstruct 
the  work  of  the  Session.     He  much  re- 

Setted  that  he  could  not  withdraw  his 
otion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Matter  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  moved  the  Eeso- 
lution  relating  to  the  salary  of  the  Judge 
and  officers  to  be  appointed  under  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  the  Salary  of  any  Judge, 
and,  out  of  moneys  to  Ik)  proWded  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  the  Salanos  and  Expenses  of  any  Offi- 
cers, apTX)intcd  imder  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  for  the  Regulation  of  Public  Worship." 
{Mr,  William  Henry  Smith.) 

Me.  DISEAELI:  I  will  now  state 
what  the  proposal  of  the  Government  is. 
It  will,  of  course,  be  more  minutely 
entered  into  when  the  clause  I  have  to 
move  is  before  the  House.  We  propose 
that  for  a  limited  period,  not  exceeding 
three  years,  a  sum  not  exceeding  £3,000 
a-year  should  bo  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  for  the  payment  of  the 
salary  of  this  Judge ;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  that  certain  sources  of  supply 
which  will  arise  from  fees  and  from  the 
extinction  of  offices  now  existing,  shall 
be  paid  to  the  credit  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  Our  object  is,  to  secure  at  the 
present  moment  a  salary  for  the  Judge, 
and  that  a  certain  time  should  be 
allowed  in  order  to  make  those  arrange- 
ments which  are  in  contemplation,  by 
which  the  office  will  be  made  self-sus- 
taining. We  have  thought  it  expedient 
to  secure  that  important  result  by  a  pro- 
posal that  for  a  limited  period,  not  ex- 
ceeding three  years,  there  should  be 
charged  an  annual  sum  hot  exceeding 
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£3,000  for  tbo  salary  of  the  Judge.  We 
hope,  however,  that  long  before  that 
period  elapses,  the  arrangement  con- 
templated will  have  been  effected,  and 
the  Consolidated  Fund  relieved  of  this 
charge.  We  also  propose  that  for  the 
three  years  there  should  be  carried  to 
the  credit  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  the 
amount  which  will  accrue  on  the  extinc- 
tion of  judicial  offices  about  to  expire, 
and  also  from  fees. 

Mr.  DILLAVYN  said,  the  scheme 
proposed  by  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
was  altogether  new,  and  of  such  a  cha- 
racter as  to  require  some  little  time  for 
consideration.  He  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  might 
not  have  objected  to  a  payment  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  if  the  Public 
Worship  Kegulation  Bill  had  not  limited 
the  definition  of  '* parishioners'*  so  as 
to  make  the  word  mean  none  but  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England;  but 
that  being  so,  he  objected  altogether  to 
throwing  the  iDajrment  of  the  Judge  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  in  any  shape 
whatever,  or  for  however  temporary  and 
limited  a  period.  The  Public  Worship 
Eegulation  Bill  was  a  Bill  passed  for 
the  purposes  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  they  ought  to 
bear  the  expense  of  carrying  its  provi- 
sions into  operation.  He  should,  in 
order  to  allow  time  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  committed  itself 
to  any  jiroposition  whatever,  and  in 
order  that  the  scheme  might  be  pre- 
sented in  black  and  wliite,  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  theCJiairmau  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Lillwyn.) 

Mil.  DISRAELI  pointed  out  that 
there  would  bo  two  opportunities  of  con- 
sidering the  subject,  if  the  Resolution, 
whicli  was  only  the  foundation  of  a  Bill, 
was  agreed  to,  and  that  therefore  the 
lion.  Gentleman  could  not  be  taken  by 
surprise.  It  would  have  to  be  consi- 
dered in  Committee,  and  again  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  Report.  The  House 
would  not  be  at  all  pledged  to  that  par- 
ticular mode  of  providing  the  salary  of 
the  Judge  by  allowing  the  Resolution 
to  pass,  while  tlioy  would  do  much  to 
forward  Public  Business  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session.  The  i)resent  jiro- 
ceeding  was  one  of  the  salutary  Forms 
of  the   House,  and  ho  hoped  his  hon. 

Mr*  Disradi 


Fidend  would  not  persist  in  the  couru 
which  he  proposed. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  explained,  that  lie 
did  not  intend  to  insinuate  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  taken  the  House  bj 
surprise^ 

Sir  WILLIAM  '  HAECOURT  i^ 
plotted  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Eecorder  had  withdrawn  the  propoi»l 
to  charge  the  costs  of  the  Court  to  the 
funds  of  the  Church.  That  propoeal 
was  perfectly  sound  in  principle,  and  he 
(Sir  William  Harcourt;  had  fadled  fi<r 
his  part  to  feel  the  weight  of  the  objec- 
tions urged  against  it.  It  had  h^n 
stated  that  the  fees  paid  to  various  Er- 
clesiastical  Courts  would  soon  recoup 
any  expenditure  connected  with  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Judge,  therefore  tht^ 
proposal  now  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  very  different  from  what 
they  had  been  led  to  expect.  He  had 
always  desired  that  the  JBill  should  be 
a  means  of  reconciling  Nonconformists 
to  the  Church,  rather  than  of  increasing 
the  differences  already  existing;  but 
knowing  how  strong  was  the  feeHnff  on 
the  part  of  Dissenters  with  regard  to 
anything  which  bore  the  shape  of  an 
additional  endowment,  he   feared  ther 

• 

would  notvi^w  with  favour  the  proposed 
payment  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  Church  could  well  spare  the  amount 
which  was  required,  and  he  hoped  the 
proposal  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Ilocorder  had  withdrawn  would 
be  revived  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  much  matter,  if  they  were  told 
that  by-and-by  the  Consolidated  Fund 
would  be  recouped.  He  had  been  as- 
sured by  a  liigh  authority  that  the  sums 
to  be  put  to  the  credit  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  would  be  sufficient  to  cover 
the  salary  of  the  Judge ;  but  on  inquir- 
ing into  the  matter,  he  had  found  there 
was  some  mystery  as  to  the  sources  from 
which  those  sums  were  to  be  obtained. 
If  that  point  was  cleared  up  satisfac- 
torily, there  could  be  no  objection  to 
making  the  charge  in  tho  first  instance 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  thought, 
however,  it  was  doubtful,  if  the  salniy 
was  once  fixed  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund  for  two  or  three  years,  whether  it 
would  ever  be  taken  off  a^in. 

Sill  CHAELES  FORSTER  also  ob- 
jected to  any  payment  necessary  under 
the  Bill  coming  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.    It  ought  to  come  out  of  the  fimd 
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of  the  Ecclesiastical  CommiBsionors,  or 
out  of  the  Bishops'  incomes. 

Mb.  HERMON  considered  that  there 
was  no  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
IVime  Minister,  as  the  money  to  be  ad- 
vanced would  be  recouped.  As  a  Church- 
man, he  thought  that  all  these  expenses 
should  be  borne  by  the  property  of  the 
Church. 

Mr.  young  hoped  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  persist  in  his  Motion  to 
report  Progress.  The  Bill  was  purely  a 
sectarian  matter,  and  the  Committee 
had  refused  to  make  it  any  other,  there- 
fore no  money  ought  to  come  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Bill.  If  the  security  was  so  good 
as  represented,  why  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  offer  it  in  some  other 

Quarter,  instead  of  drawing  upon    the 
bnsolidated  Fimd  ?    Why  did  not  the 
Church  accept  the  security  itself? 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  whether, 
if  a  sum  should  be  required  by  any  body 
of  Dissenters,  the  Committee  would 
grant  it  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 
To  be  consistent,  he  maintained  they 
ought. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  that 
that  was  not  a  Government  Bill,  and  it 
might  be  well  to  postpone  the  question 
until  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Recorder  of  London  should  be 
present.  But  the  Bill  related  to  the 
national  Church,  and  he  considered  that 
as  the  funds  of  the  Church  were  na- 
tional, so  the  nation  ought  to  provide 
for  these  expenses.  The  nation  em- 
ployed a  certain  number  of  Bishops  and 
clergy  to  carry  on  a  war  against  sm  and 
immorality,  and  they  used  national  funds 
for  those  purposes.  The  Bill  might  be 
considered  as  nothing  more  than  an 
Ecclesiastical  Mutiny  Bill,  for  it  was  to 
regulate  the  discipline  of  the  clergy. 

Mb.  FOESYTH  confessed  that  he 
would  prefer  that  the  money  wanted 
should  not  come  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  but  should  come  out  of  the 
Bishops'  incomes,  as  they  would  be 
saved  great  expense  in  not  having  to 
maintain  lawsuits ;  and  besides,  to  a 
certain  extent,  the  Bishops  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  state  in  which  the 
Church  was  at  present.  But  the  Beso- 
lution  before  them  would  not  bind  the 
House,  and  time  for  further  discussion 
would  be  afforded  thereafter.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  use  of  the  word  '^  sec- 
tarian "  in  reference  to  the  Church  of 


England.  The  Church  of  England  was 
the  national  Church,  and  funds  ought 
to  be  provided  for  the  purpose  of 
enforcing  its  laws.  He  thought  that 
members  of  the  Church  of  England 
ought  not  to  sit  silent  when  they  heard 
that  Church  described  as  a  mere  sect. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  said,  the  difficulty  lie 
had  to  deal  with  in  connection  with  this 
question  was,  that  he  did  not  remember 
on  any  previous  occasion  on  which  he 
was  asked,  even  for  a  temporary  pur- 
pose, to  vote  money  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  to  support  the  national 
Church.  He  objected  to  such  a  pro- 
posal, and  therefore  thought  they  ought 
to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  supported 
the  proposition  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
as  he  considered  that  the  fees  now  paid 
to  certain  officials  whose  offices  would  be 
abolished  would  be  more  than  sufficient 
to  recoup  the  moneys  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  would  suggest  that  the  salary 
should  be  guaranteed  by  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners;  and  to  meet  tho 
objection  that  they  had  no  fund  for  the 
purpose,  he  would  propose  that  they 
should  borrow  from  the  Public  Works 
Commissioners  a  sum,  to  be  repaid  from 
fees,  &c.,  that  would  eventually  come 
into  their  hands,  and  were  expected  to 
be  sufficient  to  meet  the  expense.  It 
would  be  better  they  should  borrow  a 
small  sum,  say,  £9,000,  at  3  per  cent. 

Mr.  MONCKTON  cordiaUy  supported 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man below  him,  and  asked  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division.  If  the  salary  of  the  Judge 
were  not  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  there  was  no  fund  out  of  which 
that  salary  could  properly  be  paid. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY,  as  one  of  the  Pub- 
lic Works  Loan  Commissioners,  objected 
to  the  salary  of  the  Judge  being  paid 
by  that  body.  He,  however,  believed 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  fees  and 
other  funds  which  would  be  receivable 
under  this  Bill  would  be  ample  to  pay 
the  salary  of  the  Judge.  He  believed 
that  the  country  was  anxious  to  see  this 
measure  put  into  operation,  and  he  sup- 
ported the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  although  the  sum 
might  be  small,  a  large  principle  was 
involved  in  this  question.    If  the  salary 
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of  the  Judge  were  paid  out  of  tlie  funds 
of  England,  then  the  j)oople  of  Wales, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  would  have  to 
contribute  to  the  payment  of  that  salary. 
He  believed  that  a  more  national  measure 
than  this  was  never  proposed.  They  aU. 
wanted  to  see  it  passed.  He  believed 
that  the  sur|)lus  fund  of  the  disestab- 
lished Irish  Church  would  be  very  large, 
and  that  the  salary  of  £3,000  a- year 
might  bo  easily  obtained  from  that  fund. 
However  that  might  be,  ho  did  not  tliink 
the  passing  of  this  measure  should  be 
risked  for  the  sake  of  a  salary  of  £3,000 
to  the  Judge  who  would  have  to  carry  it 
out. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
(iUEli  said,  he  tliought  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  lost  sight  of  the  exact  position  of 
the  question  at  that  moment.  What  the 
Committee  were  asked  to  decide  was  not, 
whether  £3,000  or  £9,000,  or  any  sum 
whatever  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  The  question  which 
was  put  to  the  Committee  was,  whether 
his  right  hon.  Friend  should  be  put  in 
a  position  to  make  a  proposal  on  a  future 
occasion  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  Committee  had  power  to  say 
how  they  considered  that  salary  should  be 
paid  ;  but  when  the  Bill  came  before  the 
House  on  a  future  occasion,  the  House 
would  be  able  to  take  a  diiforent  view  of 
the  mattur.  Tlie  proposition  that  the 
salary  should  be  paid  out  of  the  funds 
of  tht'  Irish  Church  struck  liim  as  a  pro- 
position to  add  insult  to  injury.  How- 
ever, all  the  suggestions  which  had  been 
made  as  to  the  stjuitto  out  of  which  the 
salary  sliould  b(.'  jiaid  could  be  submitted 
to  the  House  when  the  Jiill  was  under 
consideration.  The  carrying  of  the  Mo- 
tion to  re2>ort  Progress  would  have  the 
elfoct  of  postponing  the  consideration 
of  the  Rei)ort  of  the  Bill  until  Monday, 
whereas  it  was  desirable  and  was  in- 
tended that  the  Eepurt  should  be  con- 
sidered on  Friday  next.  All  that  the 
Government  now  asked  was,  that  they 
should  be  enabled  to  make  a  proposition 
in  regular  form  so  that  the  Repoi*t 
might  be  considered  on  Friday  next. 
It  had  been  said,  and  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why,  that  tliat  pi'oposal  was  of 
a  sectarian  character,  and  that  the  mea- 
sure was  framed  entirely  for  the  piu*- 
poses  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
that  therefore  the  Church  of  England 
should  bear,  in  some  shape  or  other,  the 
expenses  of  the  machinery  which  it  con- 

JIf\  JIuntz 


templated.    But  he  would  remind  tkem 
tliat  although  this  Bill  related  to  Eoje- 
land,  the  discussioii  upon  it  had  b«en  k 
no  means  confined  to  members  of  tin 
Church  of  England.  It  was  one  in  vhkll 
the  House  appeared  to  have  taken  con- 
siderable interest,  and  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  not  communicantB  of 
the  Church  of  Eng^land  had  exprewfd 
their  anxiety  that  it  should  pass;  and 
therefore  it  was  quite  reasonable  to  sqw 
pose  that  it  was  regarded  by  them  as  of 
National  importancet  and  that  some  na- 
tional assistance  should  be  given  it. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  said,  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz) 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  Wala 
was  not  included  in  tne  Bill.  The  aalazj 
of  the  Judge  must  be  paid  out  of  soom 
fund.  If  it  could  not  be  paid  out  of  tk 
funds  of  the  Ecclesiasticcu  Conunisaon- 
ers  —  a  proceeding  which  had  bea 
strongly  objected  to  by  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
— or  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fmid, 
then  he  could  see  no  source  out  of  which 
it  could  be  paid,  except  out  of  that  uni- 
versal refuge  of  the  destitute,  an  annual 
bazaar. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  regretted  extremely 
that  he  should  be  obliged  to  divide  the 
House  upon  that  question ;  but  he  felt 
bound  to  do  so  in  order  to  prevent  an  ob> 
jectionable  principle  being  adopted. 

Mil.  MACAETNEY  said,  there  wew 
no  funds  of  the  Irish  Church  out  of 
which  the  salary  of  the  Judge  could  be 
2)aid,  and  if  there  were,  he  should  do 
cidedly  object  to  such  a  course  bein^r 
taken. 

Mil.  Serjeant  SPINKS  could  not  nn- 
derstand  on  what  grounds  the  propos>i- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wai 
objected  to.     He  would  not  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  source  out  of  which 
the  salary  of  the  Judge  should  be  paid, 
but  he  thought  the  House  ought  to  agree 
to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  means  should  be  provided 
to  pay  the  salary  of  the  Judge  and  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  carrying  out  thi^ 
measure.    If  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress  were  carried,  the  House  would 
to-morrow  be  in  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion as  it  was  now — that  was  to  say^  no 
progress  would  have  been  made  on  this 
question  of  providing  for  the  payment 
of  the  Judge's  salary.    The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  evidently 
made  for  the  mere  purpose  of  dekying 
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the  pasaing  of  this  measure.  The  House 
was  most  desirous  to  see  the  Bill  become 
a  law,  and  to  provide  that  it  should  be 
enforoed  in  a  most  eiRcient  manner,  and 
why  the  hon.  Memberfor  Swansea  should 
object  to  that  being  done  to-day  which 
would  have  to  be  done  on  a  subsequent 
day,  if  the  measure  was  to  be  passed, 
he  (Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks)  could  not  un- 
derstand, unless  the  motive  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  proposing  his  Amendment 
was  simply  to  cause  delay.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  would 
withdraw  his  proposition. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
ZRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  contended  that 
the  proposition  of  the  Government  that 
the  payment  of  the  salary  of  the  Judge 
flhould  be  secured  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  on  the  condition  that  fees 
to  be  received  in  the  carrying  out  of  this 
Sill  should  provide  a  fund  for  that  pay- 
ment, could  not  be  fairly  controverted. 
The  Judge  who  would  be  appointed 
under  the  Bill  would  discharge  by  far 
the  largest  share  of  the  legal  business 
at  present  done  by  persons  occupying 
the  positions  of  Ecclesiastical  Judges,  and 
therefore  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
proper  source  from  which  to  take  the 
Bslixj  was  the  income  at  present  ap- 
]^ed  to  the  maintenance  of  Ecclesiastical 
Uourts.  The  Bill  proposed  to  do  that 
gradually.  When  they  were  appointing 
a  new  Judge,  they  must,  before  their 
arrangements  were  perfect,  guarantee 
him  an  income,  and  in  adopting  the  ul- 
timate course  of  throwing  it  upon  this 
particular  fund,  they  were  resorting  to 
the  natural  and  legitimate  source  from 
which  the  Ck)urt  should  be  supported. 
What  was  proposed  was  not  an  absolute 
grant  but  a  temporary  loan,  and  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  principle,  raised 
by  those  who  objected  to  Church  en- 
dowment, money  had  been  advanced  to 
persons  of  every  form  of  religion,  for 
the  building  of  glebe  houses,  and  if  the 
money  was  ultimately  repaid  he  could 
not  see  that  any  sacrifice  of  principle, 
even  for  those  who  held  such  views,  was 
involved  in  the  matter. 

Question  put. 

The  Comndttee  divided :  —  Ayes  34  ; 
Noes  72;  Majority  38. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee   divided: — ^Ayes   74; 
Noee  42 ;  Majority  82. 


Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  tho 
pa^ineiit,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  the  Siilarj'  of  any  Jud^e, 
and,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  t)y  Parba- 
irwnt,  of  the  Sabiries  and  Expenses  of  any  Offi- 
cers, appointed  under  any  Act  of  the  present 
iSession  for  tho  liegulution  of  Public  Worship. 

House  resumed, 

Hesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrou:, 

INDIA  COUNCILS  BILL— [Bill  154.] 
{Lord  George  Uamilton.) 

[^LordsJ]    SECOND  reading. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  tho 
second  time,  said,  it  had  come  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  had  been 
waiting  a  second  reading  for  some  time, 
during  which  interval  it  had  been  sub- 
jected to  much  criticism  and  misrepre- 
sentation. The  Bill  proposed  that  in 
the  Council  of  the  Governor  General  for 
India,  there  should  be  one  Member  re- 
sponsible for  the  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment. The  Council  of  the  Governor 
General  consisted  at  present  of  five 
ordinary  and  one  extraordinary  mem- 
bers. One  represented  the  Finance  De- 
partment, another  the  Legislative,  a  third 
the  Military ;  the  Foreign  Department 
was  usually  under  the  personal  super- 
vision of  the  Viceroy ;  and  the  two  civil 
members  of  the  Council  had  to  divide 
between  them  the  Home  Department, 
the  new  Department  of  Commerce  and 
Agriculture,  and  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment, the  consequence  being,  that 
the  most  hardly  worked  members  of  the 
Council  had  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
the  Public  Works  Department.  Eacli 
Department  of  State  had  a  Secretary, 
and  these  Secretaries  were  in  the  habit 
of  attending  the  Council  when  impor- 
tant business  had  to  be  transacted  in 
relation  to  their  Departments ;  but  they 
had  no  vote,  and,  except  on  sufferance 
no  voice.  The  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment was  one  which  required  very 
minute  supervision.  The  first  question 
the  House  would  ask  was,  whether  the 
business  transacted  by  this  Depart- 
ment wa9  of  such  importance  as  to 
justify  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  ?  That 
could  be  best  answered  by  stating  the 
actual  amount  of  the  financial  transac- 
tions in  which  that  Department  had, 
for  the  year  1873-4  been  involved.  It 
amounted,  in  income  and  expenditure,  to 
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the  onormous  sum  of  £26,500,000.  There 
were  three  different  classes  of  public 
works  in  India.  There  were  those 
carried  out  by  the  Supreme  Government, 
which  were  under  their  control;  the 
provincial  public  works,  carried  out  by 
the  different  local  Governments,  the  cost 
of  which  was  defraved  from  allotments 
made  by  the  Supreme  Government  to 
the  local  Governments ;  and  there  were 
also  the  local  funds  public  works,  which 
chiefly  consisted  of  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  roads,  the  expenses  con- 
nected witli  wliich  wore  chiefly  defrayed 
by  local  taxation.  There  would  be  ex- 
pended for  the  year  1874-5,  £2,500,000 
upon  ordinaiy  public  works,  £1,000,000 
for  native  estates  under  British  adminis- 
tration, £250,000  for  railway  charges, 
£1,600,000  for  provincial  public  works, 
£1,600,000  for  local  public  works,  and 
£■150,000  for  telegraphs;  making  a 
total  of  £7,452,000.  The  working  ex- 
j)enses  of  railways  in  connection  with 
guaranteed  lines  would  be  upwards  of 
£4,000,000,  and  there  would  be  up- 
wards of  £1,800,000  expended  on  fur- 
ther construction.  There  would  further 
be  expended  for  public  works  extra- 
ordinary £4,500,000,  making  a  total 
of  £18,000,000.  On  the  other  hand 
there  woidd  be  received  from  miscel- 
laneous sources  £83,000,  from  irrigation 
nearly  £500,000,  from  the  State  railways 
about  £100,000,  from  telegraphs  about 
£250,000,  and  from  guaranteed  rail- 
ways £7,600,000,  making  a  total  of 
£8,600,000.  lie  thought,  therefore, 
that  this  Department  was  of  sufficient 
importance  to  justify  the  entire  attention 
of  one  member  of  the  Council.  Vast 
however,  as  had  been  the  expenditure  in 
the  past,  there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
that  it  would  be  still  greater  in  the  fu- 
ture. That  was  not  the  result  of  any  ac- 
tion taken  by  the  present  Secretary  of 
State,  or  any  pressure  he  had  brought  to 
bear  on  the  Government  of  India.  On 
the  contrary,  when  he  came  into  office  he 
found  tlie  Government  of  India  had  last 
year  announced  their  intention  to  ex- 
pond  £17,500,000  upon  the  construction 
of  public  works  extraordinary  during  the 
ensuing  four  years ;  and  in  the  financial 
Kesolutions  publislied  at  the  end  of  April 
this  year  thoy  stated  that  the  total 
amount  of  money  which  would  be  ex- 
pended during  the  five  years  ending 
1877-8  on  public  works  extraordinary 
would  be  £22,500,000.  They  expected  to 
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construct  with  that  money  2,700  milertof 
railway,  and  irrigation  works  calcukted 
to  secure  from  liability  to  drought  oO,()00 
square  miles  of  country.      They  also  aa- 
nounced  in  subsequent  Resolutions  tksx 
a    general  survey  had  been    made  of 
those  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  doniiniuns 
which  thoy  considered   would  be  mos 
likely  to  be  affected  by  drought,  with 
the  view  of  constructing  famine  prottit- 
tive  works,  but  at  present   they  had  no 
notion  of  wliat  amount  of  money  thvj 
might  consider  it  necessary  to  expend  ua 
those  works.     The  necessity  for  adoptiii^ 
such  a  proposal  as  that  contained  in  tLe 
Bill  was  therefore  all   the  more  urgent 
As  to  the  imperfect  working  of  the  pe- 
sent  system  controlling  that  expenditure 
there   was    almost     an    unammity   of 
opinion.    Successive  Secretaries  of  State 
had  remonstrated  against  it,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  laying  the  Bill  befon 
the  Upper  House,  had    laid  a  Betun 
upon  the  Table  showing  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  the  estimates  for  the  paift 
year  had  been  largely  exceeded,  and  lie 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  laid  a  simi- 
lar Eotum  upon  the  Table  of  that  House. 
Well,  the  individuals  connected  with  the 
Public  Works  Department  could  hardly 
be  blamed.     They  had  to  perform  their 
duties  under  great  and  exceptional  diffi- 
culties, arising  from  the  great  distanoei 
to  be  traversed,  the  supervision  neces- 
sary for  native  labour,    and  the  sudden 
changes  of  the  climate.     But  the  main 
cause  of  excess  of  expenditure  over  the 
estimates  was  the  system  of  handing 
over  the  Department  from  one  member 
of  the  Council  to  another.      Thus,  there 
was  an  inconsistency  of  purpose  and  no 
continuity  of  design.      Sciiemes,  for  in- 
stance, were  frequently   stopped  which 
ought  not  to  be   stopped,    and  he  be- 
lieved, this  was  almost  entirely  due  to  the 
fact  that  no  single  member  of  the  Council 
was  personally  responsible  for  the  contitd 
and    supervision    of  the    Department 
The  Secretary  of  State  was  not  alone  in 
thinking  it  would  be  necessary  to  appunt 
a  member  of  the  Council   specidi^  to 
control  and  supervise  the   Department 
for  Lord  Mayo  when  he  arrived  in  India 
at  once  saw  the  importance  of  the  public 
works,  and  took  them  under  his  own  con- 
trol.    Writing  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  1869,  ho  recommended  that  a  shoit 
Act  should  be  passed  early  in  the  follow- 
ing Session  to  enable  the    Secretaiy  of 
State  to  appoint  by  Sign  TUfti^^m^,  thiM 
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instead    of  two,  ordinaxy  Members   of  "No  oondenmation  can  be  too  aerere  for  a 

Goancil  with  a  view    of  nommatinir  a  system,  according  to  the  ordinary  routine  of 

K«pn    who  would  fill  the    office    of  TttL^'ail 'r;^^o*:rda"cU^£*^ 

Mmister  of  rublic  VVorks.  He  added—  of  no  less  than  23  sheets  of  plans,  for  an  ex- 
**  This  stop  is  in  my  opinion  indispensable.  I  penditure  thereon  of  3  J  lacs  to  Iw  authorized  on 
am  now  discharginf?  with  great  labour,  the  du-  the  assumption  that  the  annual  return  would  be 
ties  of  the  Member  in  Council  in  charge  of  the  at  least  9,  and  might  l)e  20  per  cent,  and  for  the 
Public  Works  Department,  I  am  very  strong  project  to  be,  after  an  interval  of  throe  or  four 
and  can  work  12  hours  a  day ;  but  I  have  seen  years,  abandoned  on  account  of  its  containing  in- 
enough  to  know  that  the  Member  in  charge  of  ht^rent  defects  that  would  ine\'itably  cause  the  re- 
what  is  now  becoming  almost  the  most  important  8^}lt  of  its  continued  prosecution  to  be,  inst<\ad  of 
Department  in  the  Government  ought  to  be  high  profit,heavy  loss,  yi*t  not  abandoned  without 
able  to  devote  his  whole  time  and  thoughts  there-  more  than  £1 1,000  being  expended  subsequently 
to — ought  to  have  much  specijil  knowledge,  and,  to  the  detection  of  ^  these  glaring  and  fatal 
mortM)ver,  should  fn)m  time  to  time  \'i8it,  with  defects.  For  that  tliis  is  no  exceptional  case  is 
the  Secretary  to  the  (lovemment,  the  \'arious  clear  from  the  fact  of  my  having,  ^-ithin  the 
p«it  works  in  progress.*'  last  few  months,  foimd  mvsclf  called  upon  to 
dn  in  1871,  almost   on    the   ove  of  J^^Jj^/fd^^rt  on  siimlar  hcW^^^ 


,^^  ..                ,  .'       .  .X    J.     x-L       A    J  piration  of  irrigatitm  proi«H'ts,  in  thre(»  sevi»nil 

Starting  on    his   visit    to  the   Andaman  Instances— those    of    the "  l^Ioota     Vjdlev,    tluj 

Islands,  he  wrote —  Ma«lra8  Water  Sui)ply,  und  the  Oriasa  ^Vorks, 

'•  The  Public  Works  Deivirtmont  is  now  the  ^'ith  regard   to  racrh*  of  wliirh  eonfidont  pn)- 

ncwt  important  branch  of  our  administration  and  ^^^^  of  signal  financial  success  wen^  at  first  held 

wUl  grow.     It  n'quires  besides  the  Sirretariat,  out,  and  of  whirh  one  has  already  proved  and 

the  undivided  attention  of  one  man  in  Council."  the  other  two  thn'at<?n  to  prove,  and   long  to 

J     .       /TO  continue,  signal  fimincial  failun»s.    ITiere  must 

A  letter    had    appeared    in    The    Times,  plauily  be  something    radically    wTong  in    a 

written   by    a    Member    of    the  Upper  system  under  which  such  n'siilts  are  of  such 

House,  statinff  his  reasons  ajrainst  the  ^^"^-^t  occurrence,  and  I   must  dtidrt>  your 

Bill.         He    (Lord    Georire    Hamilton)  ExceUencys  Government  to  give  to  thu  subjojjt 

ij       X        V-*^*^     v^«wxj^^^    j-LauxiiM/u;  youT immediate  and  most  stnoufl  attention.  With 

would  not  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  »  ^iew  to  the  api)licati(m  of  a  proiK>rti(mat*^ly 

propriety  of  a    Member    of   the  Upper  radical  remtnly.     Ueccnt  disclosun's  art»,  I  con- 

ilouse  writing  to  a  public  journal  with  ^^'8«»  causing  me  to  ct)ntumplat«>  with  no  smjiU 

the  view    probably    of  influencing   the  I^PPr^^^-f  ion  the  possible  conseiiuences  of  the 

mj-^ V          £      TT           J.        1-  •  1    t-     J 'J       X  larg»'  extension  of  works  of  irrigation  on  which 

Members  of  a  House  to  which  he  did  not  the  Indian  (lovemment  is  enpigtnl,  and  of  the 

Delong.       If    any    fresh    argument   was  wisdom  of  which  I  had  pr<»\'iously  entertained 

wanted  to  support  the  proposal  now  be-  no  doubt.      ISeveml   irrigation  srhemrs    on    a 

fore  the  House,  it  would  bo  found  in  that  JOPr^ntic  scale  an.'  abxady  in  proctss  of  execution , 

letter  itself.     The  noble  I^rd  traced  the  "''^  "^"''>'  mon.  are  in  pniKmitioii,  which,  it 

r           o         .X                   :  was  sjingumclv  hoiK'<l,  would  beni-fit  the  iMjoplo 

progress  Ol  a  scheme  from  its  conception  of  India,  not  more  by  thiir  direct  intluencc  in 

to  its  maturity.     It  was,   say,   conceived  agricultum  than  in<lirectly  by  causing  a  Lirgely- 

by  the  Local  Kevenue  and  Public  Works  augm<'nted  fiow  into  the  national  Excho(iuer ; 

Department,    and    commended    to  the  ^''*»  ^"^j*^  ^'^^y,  '""^'^^  more  thought  has  in 

i^^fi   /i^ 4.       mi        1       1    ri  gfuoral  beon  bestowed  uixm  them    than  those 

local  Government.      The    local   Govern-  ^peciallv  adv.-rted  to  alK)ve  would  mvm  to  have 

ment  sanctioned  it  and  the  local  execu-  recoiv«d,  it  is  only  tfK)  i)rol)ji}ao  that  the  30 
tive  officer  prepared  estimates  which  millions  st<Tling  whii-h  have  b«H.'n  provisionally 
were  correctcnl  by  the  superintendent  ftt<'<l>ted  as  the  amount  in  round  numbers  re- 
engineer.  The  scheme  was  next  sent  to  q;"rt.W-ithin  th.  current  dcvade  for  the  exten- 
.,®  -n.  I.T  iir  1  IX  1.  X  /»  ^1  won  of  img-ation,  mav  eventual] v  i>rove  to  ha vo 
the  rubhc  Works  Department  of  the  heen  expendwl,  not  in  diminution,  but  in  aug- 
Province,  and  by  them  brought  before  mentation,  of  the  National  Debt  of  India." 
the  Council  of  the  Province.  Then  it  jn  the  same  Paper,  there  was  a  remark- 
was  submitted  to  the  Supreme  Govern-  able  illustration  of  the  manner  in  which, 
ment,  and  if  approved  by  them,  re-  ^^en  responsibility  was  spread  over  so 
ferred  to  the  consulting  engineer  and  j^any  authorities,  no  one  person  could 
secretary  of  the  Pubhc  Works  Depart-  be  held  Hable  for  the  failure  of  a  scheme. 
ment,whowere  empowered  to  sanction  Certain  waterworks  at  Madras  had 
It.  Now,  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  py^^ed  a  great  failure,  and  the  Duke  of 
wanted  to  know  if  that  scheme  fell  Argyll  censured  the  executive  engineer, 
through,  which  of  these  numerous  auth^^^  In  reply  to  that  censure  the  Madras 
rihes  were  to  be  held  responsible  ?  The  Government  stated- 
Xmke  of  Argyll,  m  one  of  his  Despatches 

with  reference  to  certain  waterworks  at  '\^\  *^^  \™^  *J??S*^'^  ^^^^  Waterworks 

-^x^A.^^     ,^^A^       ^A     XI         L  project  was  brought  forward,  there  was  no  one 

Madras,    c^demned    the  system  very  ^h^^*,  gp^^ial  duty  it  was  to  examine  c<mi. 

Btrongly .     He  wrote —  pletely  its  several  bearings,  and  to  tako  care  that 
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all  requisite  information  with  regard  both  to  its 
engineorinji:  and  rt'vcnue  details  was  duly  oh- 
tainod  and  reviowcd." 

TliG  Duke  of  Argyll  then  wrote — 

"  I  had  pre\'iou8ly  be»-'n  under  the  impression 
thjit  the  8i)oi-iul  duty  iffen-od  to  devolved  in  all 
canes  not  on  one  jxTSon  only,  but  on  a  whole 
8«rrie9  of  authorities;  on  the  superintending  or 
other  engineer,  in  the  first  instance,  by  whom 
the  project  was  prepared;  then  on  the  chief 
engineer  and  secretary  by  whf)m  it  was  placed 
brforo  the  (Tovomment ;  and  linally,  on  all  the 
3reiiil)ei-8  of  the  (rovr-mment  inili^adually  and 
colh'ctivoly.  If  this  has  not  always  been  the 
custom,  r  trust  that  it  has  now  bcicome  so." 

Now  what  was  the  reply  of  the  ^Madras 
Goveniinent  to  the  Duke  of  Argyll's 
argument  ?    This — 

"  That  a  particular  duty  devolved  upon  *a 
wh()h>  series  of  authorities'  inclu<ling  *all  the 
!Meiub(.'rs  of  tlio  Ctovemment  iudixadually  and 
colleetively '  is  to  say  that  it  did  not  devolve 
specially  ujwn  any  one  of  those  authorities." 

It  was  to  abolish  that  system,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  brought  in  the 
Bill,  believing  tliat  when  once  respon- 
sibility liad  been  fixed  upon  the  head  of 
the  Department,  it  would  permeate  to 
the  lower  brandies.  The  ijroposal  was 
one  so  simple  and  natural  and  had  been 
80  successful  wlierever  it  had  been  car- 
ried into  elToct  that  it  was  necessary  to 
go  rather  out  of  the  way  to  find  objec- 
tions to  it.  The  opposition  to  it,  in- 
deed, was  principally  founded  on  a  miscon- 
ception of  Lord  Salisbury's  object.  For 
instance,  by  some  curious  mistake  it  was 
believed  that  Lord  Salisbury  intended  to 
send  out  a  person  to  India  to  caiTy  out 
works  costing  £'10,000,000,  instead  of 
£14,000,000.  So  far  from  such  being 
tlio  case,  he  was  ghul  to  be  able  to  show 
when  he  made  Jiis  annual  Financial 
Stateinent  for  India,  tliat  whilst  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  had  given  the 
Indian  GovernnKMit  groat  latitude,  his 
poli(?y  had  been  rather  to  tie  up  than  to 
extend  their  borrowing  powers.  Again, 
it  was  urg(»d  tliat  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  in  India  against  the  Bill.  He 
was  not  surprised  that  such  a  feeling 
sliould  exist  in  India,  not  against  the 
Bill,  but  against  the  supposed  proposals 
of  the  Secretary  of  State.  There  had 
been  some  agitali'^n  in  India  about  the 
famine  expenditure.  Some  people  went 
so  far  as  to  say  that  there  had  been  no 
famine  at  all,  and  that  the  excitement 
hiid  bc?en  got  up  by  the  Government  for 
tlieir  own  ends.  The  Pioneer y  a  well- 
known  Indian  journal,  had  published 
a    leading    article,    in    which    it   was 

Lord  Geonje  Hamilton 


asBumed  that  a  new  member  of  tk 
Council  was  to  be  appointed  to  attend 
specially  to  the  famine. 

"But,"  Baid  that  journal,  *'aft*T  all  sv'i 
may  come  oat  of  evil :  for  when  the  fkmint'  hu 
])asried  away,  he  may  be  able  to  give  hii  Ktun- 
tion  to  the  l^blio  Works  Department  and  \hx\ 
is  what  wo  want." 

Certain  members  of  the   Civil  Sernce 
further  objected  to  the  scheme,  but  ii 
was  only  natural  that  they  should  rin- 
with  great  suspicion  any  proposal  whicH 
took  away  their  privileges.     Their  op- 
position  in  the  present  ease  seemed  to 
spring  from  the  same  feelings  as  those 
which  prompted  thorn  to  object  to  the 
appointment  of  a  financial  Member  for 
India.     Dismissing  also,  as  unfounded, 
the  objections  that  the  proposed  appoint- 
ment    would     make    the    Department 
stronger  than  the  Viceroy,  and  that  the 
Secretar}*^  of  State  had  omitted  to  Itj 
the    proposal    before    the    Council — to 
decide  upon  wliich  did  not  (.*ome  within 
their  powers — he  would  proceed  to  nefef 
to  tho  Amendment  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Mr.     Fawcett)   had 
placed  on  the  Paper.      The  main  objec- 
tion embodied  in  the  Amendment  wia 
that  tho  Viceroy  of  India  was  strongiy 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  tliat  be  would 
resign   if   it  2>a<^sed.     Now,    ho    (Loid 
George  Hamilton)  had  the  authority  of 
the  8ocrotary  of  State   for  fsa^-ing  that 
that  assumption  was  entirely  unfounded. 
Tho  noble  Loi*d  who  had  written  the 
letter  in  The  Times  already  referred  t«. 
stated  that  liis  opinions  were  those  of 
Lord  Northbrook.     Ho    (Lord   George 
Uanulton)   was  perfectly  certain    that 
liord  Northbrook  never  gave  authoritr 
for  that  statement,  and  ho   should  cer- 
tainly have  thought  that  a  gentleman  of 
such  experience  as  the  writt.T  would  have 
been  more  guai*ded  in   his    assertions. 
He  also  entered  liis  protest  against  the 
publication  in  a  newspaper  of  tho  opi- 
nion of  a  noble  I^rd  upon  a  measure 
that  ought  to  have  been  delivered  in  his 
place  in  the  House  of  liords  when  the 
Bill  was  under  consideration  there.    Th<* 
Bill  had  to  be  introduced  that  Session, 
inasmuch  as  two  vacancies  were  about  to 
arise    in  the   Council.     Between  Lord 
Northbrook  and  Ijord  Salisbury,  certain 
unoilicial  communications  had  passed,  and 
he  had  authority  to  state  that,  although 
Lord  Northbrook  in   the  first  instance 
did  not  desire  the  measure  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  increase  the  number  of  the 
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Ckmncil,  he  had  subsequenily  withdrawn 
llis  oppomtion  on  the  introduction  of  a 
dauae  proriding  that  the  Council  might 
1>e  reduced  to  five  if  necessary,  and  now 
he  had  no  strong  view  on  the  subject 
one  way  or  another.  It  was  easy  to 
understand  why  Lord  Northbrook  at 
first  did  not  approve  the  proposal.  He, 
like  his  predecessor,  Lord  Mayo,  was 
capable  of  an  enormous  amount  of  work, 
and  he  could  reasonably  say — ^'Ican 
manage  the  Public  Works  Department 
myself  so  long  as  I  am  Viceroy."  But 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  justified 
in  allowing  an  objectionable  system  to 
csontinue,  simply  because  he  had  an  ex- 
oeptionally  powerful  lieutenant-general. 
Xiord  Northbrook' s  successors  in  the 
"Vioe-royalty  might  not  have  the  same 
capacity  for  work  as  he  himself  had, 
and  in  that  case  the  continuity  of  re- 
sponsibility and  management  would  be 
inteirrupted.  The  Bill,  therefore,  was 
^  designed  to  fix  and  concentrate  the  re- 
r  sponaibility  for  the  Public  Works  De- 
f  partment  on  one  member  of  the  Goun- 
cQ  and  to  continue  it  to  his  successors. 
'Jlie  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
toot  Hackney  amounted  to  this — that  it 
was  inexpedient  for  the  House  to  decide 
on  the  Bill  imtil  the  Viceroy's  opinion 
iras  known.  That  course  was  hardly 
oonsiBtent  with  the  rdle  of  independent 
critic  which  the  hon.  Member  had  taken 
up,  nor  was  his  present  opposition  quite 
in  accordance  with  the  opinion  which  he 
had  expressed  on  a  previous  occasion, 
namely — 

"No  Department  in  Indift  had  been  oha- 
nctorixed  by  no  much  waste  and  extravaganco 
as  the  Public  Works  Department,  and  nothing 
hsd  contributed  so  much  to  that  result  as  the 
impuluTcnees  with  which  Public  Works  had 
beea  undertaken,  and  the  8udd(>nnc8s  with 
which  they  had  bocn  abandoni^d  in  order  to 
obtain  a  favourable  balance  of  expenditure  and 
levenne.*' — [3  Hatuard,  c^jxvii.  1409.] 

The  former  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  on  the  same  subject  had 


**£ach  man,  in  his  own  sphere,  should  be 
definitely  responsible,  and  it  should  not  l)c  like 
the  game  of  hunt-the-slipper,  in  which  the  re- 
aponaibility  was  shifte<i  about  so  that  no  one 
could  find  it."— [/*iVf.  1605.] 

And  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  re- 
ferring to  this  opinion,  had  observed — 

**  Nothing  had  been  advanced  in  the  debate 
with  which  he  concurred  more  cordially  than  he 
did  in  the  concluding  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 


Grentleman  the  First  Commisaioner  of  Works. 
As  ho  had  said,  the  principle  which  ought  to 
guide  us  in  all  attempts  to  reform  Indian  ad- 
ministration was  this — that  we  should,  if  pos- 
sible, endeavour  to  concentrate  responsibility 
more  than  wo  had  done  hitherto." — [Ibid.  1505-6.] 

Seeing  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  for- 
merly expressed  such  a  strong  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  object  of  the  BQl,  it  was  a 
little  disappointing  to  find  him  now  in 
the  ranks  of  its  opponents.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  evidently  prepared  to  lay 
great  stress  upon  the  point  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  should  have  been 
consulted.  Ho  f  Lord  George  Hamilton) 
could  only  say  that  on  almost  every  oc- 
casion, it  was  the  habit  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  do  that,  but,  as  he  had  ex- 
plained, the  Secretary  of  State  was  the 
responsible  Minister,  and  he  must  be 
allowed  some  discretion.  The  real  fact 
of  the  matter  was,  the  Government  of 
India  had  resolved  to  expend  a  very 
large  sum  of  money  on  public  works. 
That  being  notified  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  all  that  he  said  was,  that  if  such 
were  to  be  the  case,  it  would  only  be 
right  and  proper  for  a  Minister  to  be 
appointed  wno  should  bo  personally  re- 
sponsible for  that  expenditure.  That 
being  so,  it  could  hardly  be  said  that 
the  Government  of  India  had  not  been 
consulted,  for  the  Secretary  of  State's 
proposal  bore  directly  upon  the  pro- 
positions of  that  Government.  A  good 
deal  of  misconception  had  prevailed  in 
reference  to  the  l^ill.  It  was,  after  all 
was  said,  simply  a  Bill  of  Control.  Its 
object  was,  to  control  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  and  attach  the  re- 
sponsibility for  expenditure  to  one  indi- 
vidual. Such  a  proposal  would  neces- 
sarily meet  with  opposition,  because  it 
implied  that  the  administration  had  not 
been  perfect,  but  was  capable  of  im- 
provement. He  felt  pretty  certain  that 
no  one  who  would  oppose  the  Bill  would 
attempt  to  defend  the  present  state  of 
things  as  satisfactory.  Those,  there- 
fore, who  opposed  the  scheme  under 
such  conditions  were  bound  to  submit  an 
alternative  proposal.  If  they  failed  to 
do  that  the  House  had  no  option  but  to 
accept  the  Secretary  of  State's  proposal 
for  placing  a  responsible  Minister  at 
the  head  of  tlie  great  spending  Depart- 
ment of  India,  upon  whose  action,  and 
upon  the  success  of  whose  undertakings 
largely  depended  tlie  future  financial 
prosperity  of  our  great  Indian  Empire. 


927 


India 


(COMMONS) 


CouneiU  BtB. 


9» 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Lord  George  Hamilton,^ 

iNlR.  FAWCETT,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment — 

"  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  1)0  inexpcHliont  to  proceed  with  this  Bill 
until  tlu'  opinion  of  tho  Govemor  General  of 
India  in  reft-rcnce  to  it  has  bein  ascertuined 
and  L'lid  upon  the  Tabic  of  the  House," 

said,  he  thought  a  strange  illusion  had 
come  over  the   Government.      Ho  had 
often  observed  that  when  the  Session  was 
about  to  come  to  an  end,  Bills,  which  at 
other  times  would  bo  considered  of  great 
importance,  dwindled  into  simple  mea- 
sures  of  course,  and  were  allowed  in 
m»iny  cases  to  pass  without  opposition. 
Tlio  BiU  now  before  them  was  one  of 
that  description.     There  was  a  great  dis- 
crepancy between  the  statements  of  the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  introduced  the 
BiU  in  '*  another  place,"  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  who  had  now 
moved  its  second  reading.     The  Under 
Secretary  had  tried  to  make  out  that  the 
Bill   was  small  and  unimportant;   but 
upon  that  point  he  preferred  to  take  the 
wj^rd  of  the  Secretary  of  State  himself. 
That  Nobleman  had  distinctlv  declared 
that  tlie  Bill  was  an  important  one,  and 
tl  lat   it    raised   important   questions  of 
policy.     AVoll,  if  that  view  of  the  ques- 
tion were  correct,  tho  House  had  a  right 
to  protest  against  the  way  in  which  so 
important  a  liill  had  been  treated  by  the 
present    Government.       How    was     it 
treated,  to  begin  with,  in  the  House  of 
L()rd.s?    Not  a  word  was  said  upon  it, 
either  upon  the  first  or  the  se»cond  read- 
ing;   and  when  it  reatihed  Committee, 
the  whole  discussion  did  not  make  more 
than  a  couple  of  columns  in  the  daily 
papers.      As  if  that  were   not  enough, 
tliey  were  now  asked   on  tho   21)th   of 
July,    and  in  an  exhausted  House,  to 
]}roceed    with    its    consideration.     That 
was  not   a  jtroper  or  a   statesman-like 
way  of  treating  such  a  gi'eat  measure. 
A  change  so  vast  ought  to  have  been 
submitted   to  Parliament  in  a  manner 
that    was  more   worthy    of   it.      India 
would  be  affected  by  it  for  generations 
to  come,  and  her  expenditure  would  be 
influenced ;    and  that  being  tho    case, 
more  circumspection   should  have  boon 
exorcised.     The  noble  Lord  the  Under 
S<'cretarv  of  State  for  Lidia  seemed  to 
bo  surprised    that    he     (Mr.    Fawcett) 
fihould  bring  forward  his  Amendment ; 


but  he  thouglit  it  his  bonnden  dntj  to 
do  80.     He  was,  as  the  noble  Lozd  said 
some  time  ago,  an  independent  cridc  of 
Indian  finance,  and  he  assured  himtbit 
he  had  no  intention  whatever  to  reject 
the  Bill,  had  it  been  brought  forwaidit 
a  proper  time.     It  would  involve  him  in 
a  responsibility  he  was  not  warranted  ia 
assuming,  if  he  were  to  move  the  rej«* 
tion  of  a   BiU  involving  an  impoiUuu 
question  of  policy,  tho  decision  of  which, 
as  he  had  said,  might  affect  India  for 
many  years  to  come;    and  liis  conten- 
tion, therefore,  was,  not  that  they  should 
reject  tho  Bill,  but  that  they  should  in- 
sist on  all  information  relating  to  dial 
policy  being  laid   before    them.     Thii 
was   not  an    unreasonable    contention, 
lie  did  not  assume,  as  tho  Under  Secr»- 
taiy  seomod  to  think  it  was  necessary  be 
should,   that  the  Bill  was  opposed  bj 
Lord  Northbrook;    whose   opinion,  in- 
deed, he  did  not  know,   and  with  wiiom 
he  had  not  had  any    communicatioD: 
but  the  Socretary  of  Stato  had  said  thit 
the  Viceroy  was  unfavourable  to  it ;  thit 
declaration  had  been  repeated  again  and 
again  by   somo  of  the    most  intimate 
Friends  of  the  Viceroy,   and  he  really 
wanted  to  know  what  the  Viceroy's  oti- 
nions  were,  and  whether  he  tliought  tbis 
the  best  way  of  carrying  out  the  change; 
whether  thero  was  unanimity  of  opinion 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  th^ 
Viceroy,  and  between  the  Secretary  of 
8tato  and  his  Council.     As  an  indejten- 
dent  Member,  he  should  not  venture  to 
otfer  his  own   oiiiniou  in  opposition  to 
an  agreement  of  oiEcial  opinion  ;  but,  a: 
present,  the  House  was  asked  to  pass  a 
Bill  without  being  informed  whether  x\\k 
A^iceroy  was  favourable  or  unfavourable 
to  it,  and  before  they  knew  the  opinions 
of  the  practical  and  able  men  by  whom 
tho  JSecretar}'^  of  State  was  advised.    If 
it  were  said  the  Bill  ought  to  be  acccpt<^ 
as  a  mark  of  confidence  in  tho  Manjaeu 
of  Salisbury,  ho  admitted  the  zeal  and 
ability  of  the  noble  Lord,   but  he  also 
recognized   those  of  Ijord   Northbrook. 
whose  solicitude  for  tho  welfare  of  India 
was   equal  to  that  of  the   Secretary  of 
State.       Uninihionced    by    political   or 
personal    friendship    for    Liord    North- 
brook, with  whom  he  did  not  remember 
he   had  ever   spoken,   he  believed  that 
noble  Lord,  by  his  calmness  and  finn- 
ness,  had  guided  India  through  a  tern- 
ble  crisis,  in  which  less  discretion  might 
havo  boon  very  disastrous  to  the  future 
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of  India.  TTib  correspondents,  who  for 
three  or  four  years  had  been  writing 
gloomily  and  hopelessly  about  Indian 
nnaucey  now  expressed  gi*eat  couiidence 
in  the  financial  administration  of  Lord 
Northbrook,  and  said  that,  if  he  were 
I  not  interfered  with  from  liome,  in  a  short 
\ '  time  he  would  place  Indian  finance  on  a 
Batisfactory  and  sound  position.  No 
one  who  had  watched  his  career  could 
doubt  he  had  got  hold  of  the  secret  of 
managing  the  finances  of  India.  He 
recognized  the  fact  that  India  was  an 
extremely  poor  coimtry,  and  that  her 
finances  required  to  bo  managed  with 
the  utmost  caution.  K  the  Bill  effected 
mmost  important  change  in  the  Govom- 
ment  over  which  Lord  Nortlibrook  pro- 
Bidod,  if,  as  the  StKTetary  of  State  said, 
lie  was  unfavourable  to  it,  and  if  t]io 
Tinder  Secretary  was  obliged  to  admit 
lie  did  not  know  wliether  Lord  North - 
brook  was  or  was  not  favourable — would 
not  they  pursue  a  course  more  respectful 
to  Lord  Northbrook,  if  they  deferred  the 
paflsing  of  the  Bill  until  they  had  ascer- 
t(MX^^  what  his  opinions  were  ?  Lord 
Xiawrence,  the  onl}-  survivor  of  the  illus- 
trious men  who  had  been  Governors 
General  of  India,  who  spent  40  years 
there,  and  25  in  the  Public  AVorks  De- 
partment, in  the  course  of  the  debate  in 
the  other  House,  earnestly  entreated  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  to  wait  until 
Ix)rd  Northbrook's  opinion  was  made 
known ;  but  no  notice  was  taken  of  tlio 
appeal,  and  the  Bill  was  instantly  passed 
by  the  majority  whom  tlio  noble  Mar- 
quess had  at  his  back.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  understand  the  Bill,  and  many 
Peers  supported  it  und(;r  a  misconcep- 
tion. The  debate  in  the  othor  House 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  tliat  the 
clause  which  they  were  now  told  was 
permissive  was  obligatory,  and  that  tlie 
result  would  certainly  be  an  addition  to 
the  Council.  Lords  Strathnaim  and 
Sandhurst  based  their  support  on  the 
supposition  that  there  would  be  an  addi- 
tion of  one  to  the  Council,  and  tlie  Under 
Secretary  now  said  that  that  might  not 
be  the  case.  Thoroforo,  tlioy  did  not 
know  whether  the  Council  was  to  be  in- 
creased or  if  it  was  not.  As  far  as  he 
could  gather,  the  opinion  of  Lord  Mayo, 
which  would  carry  weight,  rested  en- 
tirely on  the  supposition  that  the  Coun- 
cil was  to  be  increased.  In  spite  of  the 
Erecedents  quoted  against  him,  lie  be- 
eved  there  was  not  one   instance  in 
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which  a  Secretary  of  State  had  intro- 
duced a  Bill  of  this  kind  without  first 
ascertaining  the  opinion  of  his  Council ; 
he  might  not  be  legally  bound  to  con- 
sult them,  but  he  was  bound  to  do  so  by 
precedent,  and  by  the  obvious  meaning 
of  the  Act.  If  an  addition  was  made  to 
the  Coimcil  of  the  Governor  General,  the 
first  efiect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  entail 
a  charge  on  the  Revenues  of  India,  and 
the  indirect  effect  would  be  a  great  addi- 
tional expenditure  on  public  works.  On 
matters  of  finance,  the  authority  of  the 
Council  was  co-ordinate  with  tliat  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  if  the  Council 
chose,  they  could  make  the  Bill  null  aud 
void  if  it  passed,  because  tliey  could 
veto  the  salary.  There  was  no  analogy 
whatever  between  the  position  of  the 
Permanent  Under  Secretaries  of  the 
Home  Office  or  the  War  Office  and  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Council,  because  he 
did  not  act  in  his  individual  capacity ; 
but  what  was  done  was  done  by  him 
in  Council ;  and  even  if  he  should  have 
regarded  the  advice  of  his  Council 
as  superfluous,  their  opinions  were  not 
supeifiuous  to  Members  of  the  House. 
If  they  had  been  given  and  had  been 
favourable  to  the  13ill,  he  would  not 
have  offered  any  opposition  to  it.  If, 
however,  they  were  to  pass  it  on  the  word 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  they  were  re- 
duced to  the  position  of  deliberating, 
without  having  before  them  elements  of 
a  proper  discussion,  and  of  registering 
the  decree  of  an  individual  Minister. 
The  speeches  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  of  the  Under  Secretary  were  entirely 
diil'erent.  Tlio  former  alarmed  the  Indian 
public  by  foreshadowing  great  schemes ; 
the  latter  advocated  the  13iU  as  effecting 
a  simple  and  obvious  administrative 
change.  If  it  had  been  presented  at  the 
first  as  it  was  now,  it  would  not  have 
attracted  so  much  attention  in  India. 
The  debate  in  the  other  House  had  been 
road  and  commented  on  in  India;  the 
Bill  had  been  unanimously  condemned ; 
and  he  was  advised  that  an  influential 
Petition  against  it  from  the  mercantile 
community  of  India  was  on  its  way  to 
England.  The  Secretary  of  State  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  condemned  in  official 
circles.  The  Secretary  of  State  spoke 
of  irrigation  schemes  involving  the  ex- 
penditure of  £40,000,000,  and  the  im- 
pression produced  was,  that  the  author 
of  those  gigantic  schemes  had  gained 
the  confidence  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
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and  was  to  be  appointed  to  carry  them 
out.  If  a  Minister  wore  rushing  hur- 
riedly into  extravagant  expenditure,  the 
House  could  render  great  service  by  en- 
forcing caution  and  inspiring  prudence. 
He  adhered  to  every  word  he  had  said 
about  the  waste  and  the  mismanagement 
in  the  Public  Works  Department  and 
the  necessity  of  concentrating  responsi- 
bility ;  but  if  such  an  ojSicial  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  pointed  out  were  to 
be  appointed,  extravagance  would  be 
intensified  and  responsibility  weakened 
by  taking  away  that  of  the  Governor 
General.  If  they  were  going  to  send 
out  a  great  engineer,  an  enthusiastic  pro- 
jector— a  Haussman  or  a  Brunei — he 
would  be  anxious  to  immortalize  him- 
self, regardless  of  cost,  and  extravagance 
just  now  would  bo  perilous.  It  might 
involve  bankruptcy,  or  tlio  necessity  of 
imposing  taxes  on  a  people  so  burdened 
that  additional  pressure  miglit  endanger 
the  tranquillity  of  the  countr}'.  The 
iSiM^retan'  of  State,  anticipating  an  ex- 
prndituro  of  £80,000,000  or  £1)0,000,000 
on  public  works  said,  that  railways  and 
irngation  works  in  India  must  neces- 
farily  pay,  oitlior  in  interest  on  the  cost 
nf  construction,  or  in  the  general  pro- 
spority  of  the  country.  An  estimated  ex- 
ponditureof£80,000,000or£100,000,000 
might  be  safely  set  down  to  result  in  the 
outlay  of  £100,000,000  or  £200,000,000, 
and  where  was  the  money  to  come  from  ? 
If  £100,000,000  were  laid  out  and  re- 
turned 1  per  cent,  where  was  the  remain- 
ing 4  per  cent  to  come  from  ?  England 
had  suportluous  wealth,  and  tho  Hevenue 
could  easily  bo  raised  a  million  or  two  ; 
but  in  India  the  resources  of  taxation 
were  exhausted,  and  it  would  sorely  try 
the  people  to  tax  them  more  in  order  to 
mak(>  up  any  deficiency.  That  opinion 
was  expressed  and  confirmed  by  the 
(Jovomor  of  ^ladras,  the  Commissioner 
of  Nagpore,  Ijord  Canning,  Ijord  Mayo, 
and  tSir  George  Campbell ;  and  it  nmst 
be  remembered  that  tlie  population  of 
India  was  not  homogeneous,  and  that  to 
tax  the  whole  population  for  a  local 
deficiency  would  be  like  taxing  the 
people  of  Ilussia  for  a  work  in  France 
or  England.  By  pennanent  settlements 
we  had  surrendered  all  increase  in  the 
value  of  land,  and  the  increase  of  that 
value,  by  railways  and  irrigation  works, 
would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  zemin- 
dars, while  it  came  out  of  those  of  all 
taxpayers.    AVe  treated   the  people  of 
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India  as  if  they  had  no  engineering 
ability ;  but  native  engineers  had  cqb- 
structed  enduring  aqueducts  which  va« 
remunerative  under  natiye  manageniRit, 
while  the  costly  works  of  the  £aropetn 
engineers  had  rapidly  g^ven  way,  ud 
were  pecuniarily  very  unRuoceesfaL  Na* 
tivos  had  constructed  works  which  had 
lasted  1 ,  600  or  2,000  years.    On  the  other 
hand,  we  had  made  the  Madras  Iniga- 
tion  Works  at  a  cost  of  £1,600,000,  and 
the  banks  were  not  strongs  encmgh  to 
hold  the  water.     Only  1,500  instead  of 
100,000  acres  were  irrigated,  and  the 
undertaking  did  not  half  pay  expeueL 
Again,  the  Orissa  Irrigation  Works  coit 
£2,700,000,  and  irrigated  14.000  instead 
of  1,500,000  acres,  while  the  supply  of 
water    exceeded   the  demand,  tor  the 
Natives  would  not  use  it.     We  did  not 
make  any  allowance  for  the  genius  and 
instincts    of   the    people,     ^ey  cax«d 
more  for  cheapness  than  for  rapidity,  and 
therefore  preferred  water  conveyance  to 
railway  transport.     If  it  were  the  object 
of  the  Bill  to  appoint  siuiply  a  financier 
— ^like  Mr.  Wilson,  Mr.   Laing,  or  Ifr. 
Massey — there  would  be  no  objection  to 
that ;  but  the  evil  was,  the  House  did 
not  know  wli ether  the   member  to  be 
appointed  was  to  be  a  financier  or  an 
engineer.     He  asked  the  other  day  the 
opinion  of  one  whose  name  would  canr 
with  it  the  highest  authority  with  respect 
to  the  Bill,  and  the  reply  was,  that  \i  it 
were  intended  to  send  out  as  Minister  of 
Public  Works  a  skilled  financier,  who 
would  have  nothing   to  do  with  their 
projection,  but  who  would  simply  be  re- 
sponsible, as  ^fr.  Wilson  was,  for  the 
Finance    Department,    the    Bill    might 
prove  extremely  advantageous  to  India, 
but  that  if  the  new  Minister  were  to  be 
a  designer  and  engineer  of  works,  then 
the  conti-ol  would  be  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of   the  Grovemor  General ;  and. 
the    Minister  going  out  with    all  the 
prestige  and  influence  of  a  man  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  he  felt  satis- 
iied  that  there  would  be  in  the  Depart- 
ment far  more  waste  and  mismanage- 
ment than  now  existed.     That  being  sa 
he  for  one,  looking  at  Indian  qnestionf 
from   an    independent    point  of   riew. 
hoped  t]ie  House  would  do  nothing  to 
impair  the  authority  of  the  Gbvemor 
General,  who  was  on  the  spot,  who  was 
less  subject  to  political  influences  than 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  who  was  in 
a  position  to  give  an  unbiassed  opinion 
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0n  the  matters  which  came  before  him 

§ost  deoiaion.    He,  however,  was  afraid 

fhe  BiU  would   be  interpreted  by  the 

people  of  India  as  a  serious  weakening 

-:«f   the   prestige  and  authority  of  the 

'  Qovamor  General.     Of  course,  no  slieht 

I  WM  intended  towards  the  Viceroy ;  but 

if  it  were,  he  could  imagine  no  more 

:  effeotual   way  of   offering    it  than  by 

l^pcMnng  on  the  Bill,  heedless  of  the 

\  WtamingB  and  entreaties  of  such  a  man  as 

I  Xjoid  Northbrook.    Bearing  in  mind  the 

^  aervioes  of  [that  noble  Lord,  it  was  not, 

'  at  all  events,  too  much,  he  thought,  to 

^  wmk  the  House  to  wait  until  it  ascer- 

-  tained  what  the  view  was  which  he  took 
«f  the  measure.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
eomslnded  by  moving  the  Amendment 
ct  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.    SMOLLETT,  in  seconding  the 

Amendment,   said,  he  wished  to  point 

oat  that  the  Bill  enabled  the  Grown  to 

.   nominate  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 

-  in  India,  who  would  have  a  seat  in  the 
L  Cabinet  of  the  Viceroy,  with  a  salary  of 
r  JB89OUO  a-year.  This  officer  would  re- 
t  liflrre  the  Gk>vemor  General  of  important 
;    duties;  but  it  did  not  appear  that  the 

-  neat  official  in  question  desired  relief, 
nvr  he  did  not  seem  to  believe  that  in 
Hie  multitude  of  counsellors  there  was 
■afety.  The  Bill  came  before  them  under 
peculiar  circumstances,  because  it  was 

I  neither  desired  by  Lord  Northbrook,  nor 
\  had  the  measure  been  approved  by  the 
Council  of  Lidia,  who  haa  not  been  con- 
sulted as  to  the  expediency  of  the  change. 
If  the  Indian  Council  had  approved  of 
the  Bill,  it  would  have  better  deserved  the 
attention  of  Parliament.  The  reason 
alleged  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  enormous  sums  had  for  the 
last  10  or  15  years  been  spent  on  works 
of  irrigation  in  India,  undertakings 
which  it  was  supposed  would  be  remu- 
nerative, but  which  it  was  now  foimd 
were  productive  only  of  loss.  Instances 
had  been  given  in  '^ another  place"  of 
ffreat  losses  sustained  in  the  Madras 
Water  Supply,  the  Orissa  Works,  and, 
no  doubt,  the  Orissa  Works — an  old  ac- 
quaintance of  his — must  stand  the  Go- 
vernment in  a  large  sum,  while  the 
Jumna  Canal  and  the  Punjab  Eastern 
Canal  had  been  spoken  of  as  huge  ad- 
ventures not  paying  anything  like  the 
interest  on  the  cost  of  their  construction. 
A  list  of  miscellaneous  works  had  been 
fumifihed  in  a  public  Betum,  the  con- 
struction of  which  had  been  estimated 


to  cost  £4,000,000,  while  the  outlay  had 
been  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000,  and 
these  proved  unremunerative  by  reason 
of  the  increased  expenditure.  Now, 
he  was  glad  to  find  the  Secretary  of 
State  ma^ng  charges  of  gross  misma- 
nagement against  the  Public  Works 
Department  in  India,  for  when  on  former 
occasions  he  assailed  that  Department 
for  its  extravagance,  and  for  the  false 
data  on  which  its  calculations  were 
based,  he  had  not  met  with  the  smallest 
sympathy  from  any  public  functionary 
in  that  House.  It  would  therefore  be 
readily  believed  that  he  was  disposed  to 
support  any  measure  which  would  cur- 
tail the  mischievous  action  of  the  De- 
partment. In  that  view,  he  would  have 
gladly  supported  almost  any  Bill  that 
tended  to  that  result;  but  as  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  such  a  proposal 
as  that  under  discussion  was  rather  cal- 
culated to  extend  indefinitely  the  idle 
waste  and  wild  extravagance  of  its  pro- 
ceedings, he  should  therefore  give  to  it 
his  most  active  opposition.  lie  had  seen 
the  Bill  advocated  in  the  public  news- 
papers upon  the  ground  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  appoint  an  additional  mem- 
ber of  Coimcil  because  the  existing 
members  were  greatly  overworked.  If 
that  were  so,  however,  would  not  Lord 
Northbrook  himself  have  been  the  very 
first  person  to  bring  the  matter  under 
the  notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
to  ask  for  relief?  The  argument  was 
founded  on  some  delusion;  it  was  at 
variance  with  all  the  ideas  he  had 
imbibed  in  a  long  career  of  service 
in  the  East.  His  own  impression  was, 
that  when  a  gentleman  attained  the 
high  position  of  a  member  of  Coun- 
cil in  India,  he  had  never  any  very 
enormous  amount  of  labour  imposed 
upon  him.  Its  members  were  generally 
speaking  elderly  persons,  who  drew  their 
salaries,  enjoyed  their  dignity,  and  were 
always  ready  to  inform  their  friends  that 
they  were  underpaid  and  borne  dowii  by 
the  indefatigable  discharge  of  their  offi- 
cial duties.  That,  however,  was  all 
gammon.  The  ordinary  Council  of 
the  Governor  General  consisted  of  seven 
members,  and  it  was,  he  thought,  suffi- 
ciently numerous  to  perform  all  the 
duties  which  it  had  to  discharge.  The 
Legal  and  Financial  member^  had  not 
very  much  to  do,  and  besides,  there  was 
an  Extraordinary  Coimcil,  which  con- 
sisted of  eight  or  ten  members,  with 
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considerable  salaries,  whose  services 
mip^ht,  in  his  opinion,  be  dispensed  with 
without  much  loss  to  a  sinpjle  person  in 
India  except  themselves.  This  extraor- 
dinary Council  was  engaged  for  seve- 
ral months  in  passing  legislative  Acts, 
but  upon  the  value  of  their  services 
all  classes  were  agreed.  The  prayer 
throughout  India  was  that  the  plague  of 
legislation,  which  had  perplexed  and 
harassed  the  land  for  the  last  20  years, 
should,  if  possible,  be  staj^ed.  In  **  an- 
other place,"  the  proposal  to  nominate 
an  additional  Councillor  in  India  had 
been  advocated  on  the  ground  that  a 
similar  arrangement  made  in  another 
Department  had  been  a  great  success. 
The  Department  in  question  was  the 
Finance  Department.  It  was  alleged 
that  in  by-gone  times  the  Minister  of 
Finance  was  always  taken  from  the  Ben- 
gal Civil  Service,  and  that  under  the 
guidance  of  these  officials,  Indian  finance 
became  hopelessly  embarrassed.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  determined 
by  the  Cabinet  of  Lord  Palmerston  to 
send  a  Minister  of  Finance  from  Eng- 
land to  Calcutta,  and  the  choice  fell  upon 
Mr.  AVilsou,  then  a  subordinate  in  the 
Treasury  in  Downing  Street.  It  was 
argued,  under  the  auspices  of  the  new 
Minister,  and  by  reason  of  the  fresh 
taxation  imposed,  that  order  was  evoked 
from  chaos,  and  a  sur2)lus  revenue  was 
attained.  Now,  he  (Mr.  iSraollett)  simply 
denied  that  the  facts  were  as  stated. 
Ho  broadly  assorted  that,  until  1860, 
there  was  never  an  Indian  Minister  of 
Finance  at  all.  The  Governors  General 
of  India  up  to  1860  managed  the  re- 
venues and  were  their  own  financiers, 
and  any  statesman  competent  to  fill  the 
position  of  Yieeroy  ought  to  be  his  own 
ilinister  of  Finance.  Surelv,  Lord  North- 
brook  must  know  more  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  Indian  taxation  than  any  person 
who  it  might  bo  contemplated  to  take 
froni  the  Treasury,  or  any  lion.  Member 
of  that  House,  on  whom  it  might  be 
desired  to  confer  a  large  salary  with 
nothing  to  do.  Lord  AVilh'am  Bentinck, 
Lord  Dalhousie,  and  Lord  Ellenborough 
were  their  own  Finance  Ministers,  and  so 
dealt  with  the  resources  of  the  country,  that 
there  was  far  less  of  profusion  and  job- 
bery than  was  now  rife.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  frequtfut  deficits  before  18(50,  but 
they  arose  from  the  warlike  expeditions 
in  which  the  Governors  General  found 
themselves  involved.     Under  Lord  AVil- 
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Ham  Bentinck,  whose  administration «■ 
a  peaceful  one,  there  was  a  larve  tui^ 
and  a  considerable  amount  of  debt  lial 
been  paid  off;  but  some  of  the  moik 
disastrous  and  extravagant  wars  bii 
from  time  to  time  been  ibrced  on  Indk 
by  the  Government  of  England,  as,  fv 
instance,  the  Afghan  war  on  Lord  Ami- 
land.  Notably,  however,  and  in  tioM 
of  peace,  the  finances  of  India,  withiNd 
the  aid  of  a  Minister,  were  managsl 
with  great  economy.  In  1860,  it  wm 
true,  the  revenues  were  found  to  W 
in  a  state  of  much  entanglement,  te 
that  arose  from  the  Mutiny  in  BengiL 
and  the  necessity  of  maintaining  wam- 
thing  like  100,000  British  troops  ii 
the  country  for  a  period  of  thwe  or 
four  years.  When  peace  was  again  it^ 
stored,  and  the  Army  reduced,  the  rei«* 
nues  of  India  began  to  resume  thor 
former  normal  position,  and  the  incow 
tax,  which  would  never  have  been  !» 
posed  by  anyono  who  understood  Indi% 
was  abolished.  We  had,  however,  art 
paid  off  during  the  last  1 3  yean  i 
single  shilling  of  debt,  but  for  that  k 
did  not  blame  Mr.  Wilson  and  thoa 
who  succeeded  him  in  office,  for  tiny 
were  imable  to  control  the  extraTagot 
expenditure  on  public  works.  As  li 
the  alleged  financial  surplus  for  lut 
year,  he  would  merely  observe  that  it 
had  been  obtained  by  a  juggle  of  Ai 
figures  by  excluding  from  view  Ai 
£5,000,000  expended  on  what  wen 
called  Public  AVorks  Extraordinary— bat 
which  were  extraordinary  only  in  tli€» 
magnitude — and  the  amount  of  the  low 
which  they  entailed,  and  the  sums  lui 
out  in  famine  relief.  In  1873-4,  thew 
was  an  excess  of  expenditure  over  in- 
come of,  at  least,  £7,000,000,  and  thit 
being  so,  he  could  not  understand  bar 
it  could  be  argued  that  the  finances  d 
India  were  at  the  present  moment  in  a 
very  favourable  position.  That  positicB, 
indeed,  appeared  to  him  to  assume  i 
rather  alarming  aspect,  when  he  t«A 
into  account  the  appalling  sums  whick 
were  to  be  expended  on  public  worb 
in  the  future.  He  found  from  the  lateit 
Indian  Budget  that  Ijord  Northbiook, 
in  July,  1873,  had  set  apart  a  sum  of 
£22,000,000  for  expenditure  on  extrt- 
ordinary  works,  the  money  to  be  bo^ 
rowed  and  the  disbursement  to  be  spmd 
over  a  term  of  five  years  ending  in  1878. 
The  programme  had,  he  might  add. 
been  sketched  out  before  there  was  aar 
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enBion  of  famine ;  but  notwith- 
ding  existing  circumstances,  it  would 
that  it  was  still  to  be  adhered  to. 
,  the  newspapers  spoke  of  a  great 
'k  which  had  been  projected  by  an  en- 
r  of  immense  genius — a  man  whose 
ity,  according  to  Lord  Salisbury,  was 
e  all  praise — a  work  which  it  was 
ded  to  carry  out  without  delay.  Now, 
had  the  greatest  dislike  of  engineers 
genius,  for  his  experience  was  that 
lienever  a  genius  set  himself  down  to 
ere    in   public    business    in    this 
^pcmntry,  he   generally  made  a  mess  of 
And  what  was  the  estimate  for  the 
c    according    to    the    newspapers  ? 
^40,000,000  to  begin  with.     Some  per- 
I^JpcniB  might  think  that  a  ilea-bite,  but  he 
Lfliought  it  a  very  large  amount  to  ven- 
on  an  undertaking  which,  before  it 
completed,  would  cost  £60,000,000, 
'hile  the  odds  were  three  to  one  that 
^Jt  would  prove  a    signal  failure.     But 
WtoA  was  not  all.    They  were  now  told 
,t  although   6,000   miles   of  railway 
been  completed  during  the  last  18 
9,000  miles  more  were  absolutely 
uired ;  and  the  Government  of  India, 
fertile  in  its  resources,  had  declared 
\  ite  readiness  to  supply  the  want.   Public 
,  fiompanies    were    nb    longer    required, 
\  Utioat  subsidized  shareholders,  who  took 
all  the  profit  and  incurred  no  risk  what- 
!  0Ter.     These  9,000  miles  of  railway  were 
to  be  laid  down  by  the  Department  of 
•  IViblic  Works,  which  had  shown  itself 
•o  capable   of  spending  public  money 
\  daring  the  last  18  years.     The  Secretary 
,  of  State  had  told  them  that  these  rail- 
ways mifi^ht  be  made  inexpensively — he 
O0tmiated    their    cost    at    £36,000,000. 
But  he  (Mr.  Smollett)  would  not  admit 
that  this  was  a  sufficient  estimate.     He 
did  not  believe  they  could  be  completed 
under     £50,000,000     or     £60,000,000. 
Thereforei  for  railways  and  irrigation 
work8£rom£l00,000,000to£120,000,000 
would  have    to    be    raised    for    India 
by    loan  during    the  -next    20    years, 
and    that    was    entirely     apart    from 
the  annual  outlay   of   India — namely, 
£48,000,000.     These  calculations  were 
appalling,  and  he  would  not  sanction  by 
hiB  vote  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 
to  carry  out  these   projects,   many  of 
which  might  be  of  his  own  designing. 
The  projects  of  expenditure  in  India  in 
▼iew  at  the  present  time  were  indeed 
doubly  alarming  when  viewed  in  con- 
nection with  the  admissions  of  the  pre- 


sent Secretary  of  State.  Twenty  years  ago, 
when  he  (Mr.  Smollett)  was  in  India, 
where  he  had  passed  many  years  of  his 
life,  the  apostle  of  irrigation  was  Colonel 
Arthur  Cotton,  now  General  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton,  for  all  his  old  acquaintances, 
though  he  considered  them  very  common 
people,  came  back  to  this  country  with 
handles  to  their  names.  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton,  in  1854,  was  constantly  suggest- 
ing to  Lord  Dalhousio  the  propriety  of 
borrowing  £20,000,000,  for  the  regene- 
ration of  India,  to  begin  with.  The 
money  was  to  be  expended  wholly  on 
irrigation  works,  for  the  gallant  officer 
had  an  awful  horror  of  railways  and  of 
their  proje<^tors.  Projects  of  this  nature 
were  not  to  be  wondered  at,  coming  from 
Sir  Arthur  Cotton,  for  that  amiable 
enthusiast  laboured  under  a  hallu- 
cination that  irrigation  works  would 
yield  at  once,  on  an  average  100 
per  cent  profit,  and  millions  hereafter, 
to  the  lucky  cultivators.  But  it  did 
strike  liim  with  astonishment  to  find 
that  the  present  Secretary  of  State,  who 
had  much  more  solid  and  truthful  views 
than  the  apostle  of  irrigation,  should  ap- 
parently advocate  a  gigantic  expenditure 
on  works  of  this  description  in  1874,  for 
what  did  Lord  Salisbury  say  ?  He  spoke 
first  of  the  Railway  Department.  He 
said — 

"  Those  works,  though  they  had  conferred 
gre4it  advantigo  on  India,  were,  commercially 
speaking,  not  profitable.  IkLiny  of  them  did 
not  yield  the  interest  of  the  money  borrowed 
for  their  creation."  Then,  with  regard  to  irriga- 
tion works,  he  siiid  "  A  happy  superstition  had 
provailcHi  for  the  last  10  years  in  England  and 
India,  that  it  was  only  necessfiry  for  the  Go- 
vtrnnient  to  biy  do>\'n  such  works  to  produce 
immense  profits  to  the  SUite,  and  magnifictmt 
returns  to  the  people.  But  tliis  delusion  had 
been  dissipated  by  the  stem  and  inexorable  logic 
of  facts." 

Now,  ho  (Mr.  Smollett)  had  never  been 
a  devotee  to  that  superstition ;  and  he 
had  been  superseded  in  India  because  he 
could  not  believe  in  such  delusive  state- 
ments. For  25  years  he  had,  in  season 
and  out  of  season,  denounced  that  su- 
perstition as  a  base  imposture ;  but  he 
was  glad  now  to  find  Secretaries  of  State 
coming  forward  and  admitting  that  he 
had  been  perfectly  correct.  He  could 
not  sanction  the  career  of  expenditure 
which  had  been  shadowed  forth,  and 
he  trusted  the  House  of  Commons,  by 
rejecting  this  Bill,  would  place  a  veto  on 
such  extravagant  schemes.    He  adhered 
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to  all  tho  opinions  that  ho  had  over  enter- 
tainod  upon  tho  expenditure  in  India  on 
public  works.  Ho  was  ono  of  those 
who  felt  that  men  who  had  spent  from 
.£14,000,000  to  £20,000,000,  in  recent 
years,  on  public  works  wliich  yielded 
nothinj^,  should  bo  brought  to  justice. 
Tho  Government  of  India  should  be 
compelled  to  pause,  till,  by  economy, 
retrenchment,  and  reform,  tliey  liad  ac- 
quired a  surplus  which  might  bo  ex- 
pondt'd  on  public  works  without  detri- 
ment to  the  finance  of  tho  future.  For 
what,  after  all,  were  these  public  works 
])ut  *'  gigantic  speculations,  *'  framed  by 
ignorant  engineers,  and  carried  out  by 
means  of  loans,  tho  interest  on  which 
must  bo  levied  by  increased  taxation  im- 
posed upon  an  already  overburdened 
populaticm.  If  eager  speculators  and 
sanguine  pliilanthropists  desired  to  see 
great  imdertakings  matured  without  any 
delay,  he  (!Mr.  Smollett)  would  offer  no 
opposition,  upon  ono  condition,  and  that 
conditio »n  was,  that  tho  interest  on  the 
money  borrowed  should  not  bo  guaran- 
teed in  future,  to  be  paid  from  the  ordi- 
nary revenues  of  India,  but  shoidd  be 
defrayed  from  the  proceeds  of  tho  works 
tliemselves,  when  they  yielded  any  true 
returns.  If  capitalists  were  not  pre- 
pared to  lend  money  on  tho  security  of 
th<^  works  tliemselves,  that  might  be 
takrn  as  a  proof  that  the  public  had  no 
faith  in  the  honesty  of  tho  undertakings, 
and  if  that  was  the  public  feeling  on 
the  safety  of  the  security,  he  denied 
the  right  of  Government  to  spend  the 
money  of  the  people  on  speculations  to 
b(^  made  from  taxation,  on  the  imposi- 
lion  oJ'  whic'li  that  ])oi>plo  had  no  voice. 
These  w«Te  tho  principles  of  honesty,  pru- 
deue(»,  aud  common-sense ;  the  policy 
he  in  (Ilea  ted  was  tho  only  policy  which 
would  reconcile  the  peoph^  to  tho  Go- 
V(?rnmont  and  foster  the  loyalty  of  the 
mass  of  Indians  in  the  alien  rule  imder 
which  they  lived.  Such  a  policy  would 
1aki»  away  all  anxiety  for  the  future,  and 
]»l;u'o  the  iinan<^es  of  India  on  fi  basis  of 
prosperity.  For  those  reasons  ho  bogged 
to  second  the  Aniendnient  of  tho  hon. 
^Member  for  Ilacknov. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  Ir.-ivi-  out  iViiin  till' wi  nil  "'niaf'to  ilu' 
•  •ml  «>f  till' (iiirstii'ii,  in  oi-di  r  ti>  niM  tli»' w<jrils 
*' ill  till- «'|iiTiiMii  (.r'  tliis  llini.xi',  it  would  Im-  iii- 
(Xi»Mliiii1  li»  jir..<i(il  with  llii.^  J»ill  until  tluMHii- 
]ii«>ii  nl"  iju-  (JiivciLior  CuiiLral  of  India  iu  rul'tr- 

Jlr.  iSmolldt 


cnro  to  it  hnH  1)ccn  nacertaincd  ind  lud  i^ 
thu  Table  of  the  IlouBC,"— (Jlr.  iairflff.'.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  worii 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  pan  cf 
tho  Question." 

Mil.  GRANT  DUFF  :  We  have  wia- 
dered  over  a  very  wide  field,  and  I  kare 
more  than  onco  during   tho  disciLHioK 
felt  inclined  io  say  in  the  words  of  n 
English  classic* — **  Sorry  to  intempt  m 
nmch  learning,  but  I  think  I'veheiri 
all  that  before."     I  should  like,  Sir,  ii 
a  very  few  sentences,  to  recall  the  atte^ 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  not  very  laip* 
question  which  is  legitimately  befon?  u 
— tho  question  whether   we   should  v 
should  not  delay  this    Bill.     I  do  not 
think  we  should.     I  have  no  prejudiL« 
in  its  favour.     It  is   unlike  two  othir 
Indian  measures  which  have  passed  this 
year — ^no  child  of  the  late,  it  is  the  chiU 
of  tlio  x>i*Gsent,  Gt)vemnient.      It  b  m 
part  of  m}'  business  to  defend  that  Go- 
vernment, but  we  should  bo  fair,  erea 
to  our  adversaries.     The   Govemmot. 
after  all,  are  our  fellow-creatures,  ud 
it  really  does  seem  to  me  too  hard  upai 
them  to  blame  them — as  they  have  beta 
blamed  in  the  course  of  this  discusson— 
because  the  debate  in  ''another  pUif" 
only  occupied  two  columns  of  the  nion- 
ing  papers.     Why,  if  that  proves  any- 
thing, it  surely  only  proves  that  noble 
and  learned  persons  in  **  another  place" 
saw    no  particular    liarm    in   the  BiL 
Then,  again,  objection  has  been  takes 
to  our  proceeding  with  its  consideratio!!. 
because  tho  Secretary  of  State  spoke  i-f 
it  in  '^  another  place  "  as  a  Bill  of  much 
importance,  while  tho  Under  JSecretarr 
has  sjKiken  of  it  here  as  a  Dill  of  minor 
importance.     That  is  no  valid  objection, 
for,  in  truth,  both  statements  were  per- 
iVctly  accurate.     The  Bill,  as  introdac^d 
in  ''another  place,"  contained  a  clan<e 
of  the  most  discreditable  character.    I 
wish  to  express  no  opinion  for  or  against 
that  clause ;  but  I  do  say  that  it  involn'^i 
most  serious  issues,  ana  that  wo  might 
well  have  discussed  it  for  a  couple  of 
evenings.     That    clause,    however,  ha* 
disappeared.     It  is  no  part  of  the  Bil] 
before  us,  which  has  shrunk  through  its 
disappearance  to  very  moderate  dimen- 
sions.    Again,  a  great   deal  has  been 
made  of  tho  figure  of  40,000,000.  whi'h 
occurred  in  tho  speech  of  the  SecretiiT 
of  State,  as  given  in  a  morning  paper. 
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Well,  I,  too,  saw  that  figure  of  40,000,000, 
and  was,  I  need  not  say,  startled  by  it ; 
but  I  took  the  surely  not  very  unnatural 
oourse  of  asking  the  first  authorized  por- 
■on  I  chanced  to  meet  about  it,  and  was, 
of  course,  informed  that  it  was  a  mere 
xnistake  of  the  reporter.  With  regard 
to  the  measure  itself,  it  surely  does  stand 
to  reason  that,  as  the  Governor  General 
has  a  great  deal  to  do,  and  his  Council 
has  a  g^at  deal  to  do — the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Smollett)  said  not  too 
much,  out  that  is  very  doubtful — and  as 
the  business  of  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment has  enormously  increased,  and 
BM,  further,  it  has  certainly  not  been  the 
moat  successful  Department  of  our 
Xiastem  affairs,  there  is  a  primd  facie 
case  for  trying  the  same  experiment 
which  has  succeeded  so  well  with  our 
legal  system,  and  so  fairly  with  our 
finances.  That  experiment  was  the 
creation  of  a  member  of  Council  specially 
charged  with  looking  after  that  par- 
ticular Department.  No  doubt,  every 
now  and  then  you  will  have  a  Viceroy, 
who,  like  Lord  Ma^'o,  will  take  a  special 
interest  in  public  works,  but  very  often 
you  will  have  Viceroys — aye,  andfirst-rate 
viceroys  too — who  will  have  no  special 
interest  in  public  works,  and  whose 
niinds  will  be  occupied  by  quite  a  different 
class  of  subjects.  Who  can  say  that 
when  the  Viceroy  was  fully  occupied, 
perha^is  with  pressing  political  business, 
it  would  be  otherwise  than  extremely 
convenient  to  have  a  member  of 
Council  taking  special  charge  of  pub- 
lic works  ?  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
on  either  side  of  the  House  with  refer- 
ence to  the  personal  opinion  of  the  pre- 
sent Viceroy  with  regard  to  the  "Bill. 
I  am  rather  sorry  that  topic  has  been 
introduced  at  all;  but  as  it  has  been 
introduced,  and  as  very  strong  state- 
ments have  been  made  on  my  own  side 
of  the  House,  I  think  it  is  only  just  for 
jne  to  say  that  from  personal  knowledge, 
derived  from  sources  quite  imconnected 
with  those  possessed  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  I  can  confirm  what  he  said, 
and  assure  the  House  that  the  Viceroy 
has  no  strong  opinion  about  this  Bill, 
and  has  expressed  a  wish  that  his  per- 
sonal Friends  should  not  vote  against  it, 
in  consequence  of  an  erroneous  impres- 
sion that  he  is  opposed  to  it.  I  say  that 
I  am  sorry  this  topic  was  introduced  at 
all,  for  the  person  who  is  immediately 
responsible  to  Parliament   is  not   the 


Viceroy,  but  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  surest  way  for  this  House  to  main- 
tain a  control  over  Indian  affairs  is  to 
maintain  his  responsibility  intact.  If  we 
once  begin  to  insist  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  must  show  to  us  that  his  mea- 
sures are  approved  by  the  Viceroy,  what 
is  to  prevent  a  Secretary  of  State  saying 
to  us — **  True,  such  and  such  a  measure 
has  not  been  successful,  but  you  must 
not  blame  me ;  it  was  approved  by  the 
Viceroy."  Then,  again,  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  been  censured  because  he 
did  not  consult  his  Council.  The  legal 
point,  I  understand,  is  given  up.  No 
one  says  that  he  was  in  duty  bound  to 
consult  his  Council;  but  it  is  said  he 
ought  to  have  consulted  them.  AVell, 
some  of  tliem  he  did  consult.  That  I 
happen  to  know.  But  is  it  really  to  be 
mauitained  that  this  House  is  to  lay 
down  rules  as  to  the  particular  method 
in  which  the  Secretary  of  State  is  to  use 
the  assistance  of  his  Council?  That 
would  be  just  another  way  of  weakening 
his  responsibility  and  our  own  power. 
I  know  not.  Sir,  that  there  are  any 
more  objections  to  the  Bill  to  be  noticed 
other  than  those  dealt  with  in  the  speech 
of  the  noble  tjord  who  addressed  us,  if  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  with  so 
much  ability;  and  that  being  so,  and 
it  being  now  10  minutes  past  4  o'clock  on 
a  Jidy  afternoon,  I  tliink  the  best  thing 
I  can  do  is  to  sit  down. 

SmSEYMOUE  FITZGERALD  hoped 
that  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
oifer  some  explanation  in  reference  to 
his  views  upon  the  Bill.  When  it  was 
originally  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Lords,  it  was  of  a  much  more  extensive 
character  than  it  now  was ;  for  now  it 
only  provided  for  the  increase  of  the 
Governor  General's  Council.  It  came  to 
them,  however,  as  being  a  Bill  of  very 
great  importance,  because  it  might  im- 
pose a  vast  burden  upon  Indian  finances, 
now  so  little  able  to  bear  the  burden, 
and  also  because  it  would  largely  affect 
the  relations  of  the  Governor  General 
to  his  Council.  Upon  both  these 
groimds,  he  thought  that  the  Bill  was 
one  of  the  most  important  that  could 
be  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  He  did  not,  however, 
think  that  they  could  entertain  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  placed 
before  them.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  was  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  the  administration  of  India^  and  it 
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was  to  tho  adininistration  at  homo  tliat 
tho  Governor  Gonoral  was  responsible. 
No  doubt,  tho  lEouso  was  not  in  posses- 
sion of  tlie  opinion  of  the  Governor 
Gonoral;  but  what  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  said  was,  that  althouj^h 
the  Bill  was  brou^lit  forward  with  the 
full  w(M*^ht  and  authority  of  tlie  resjion- 
sibh^  ^[inistcr  of  tlie  TVown,  vet  thev 
flliould  not  proceed  with  it,  until  they 
had  the  opinion  of  th(<  Governor  Gene- 
ral, who  was  not  tlie  IMinistor  inniie- 
diately  responsible  to  Parliament,  llo 
(►Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald)  however,  put 
the  Motion  of  tlie  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  on  one  side,  because  the  House 
surely  would  not  consent  to  have  the 
opinion  of  the  Governor  General  inter- 
posed between  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  judgment  of  the  Ilouse.  The 
first  objection  to  tho  proposal  now 
made  was,  that  it  would  increase  the 
number  of  members  of  tho  Governor  Go- 
neral's  Council.  Now,  ho  had  himself 
liad  many  confidential  communications 
with  Lord  !Mayo  as  to  tho  necessity 
which  that  statesman  saw  for  increasing 
the  number  of  the  Council.  It  was  most 
objectionable  that  the  Governor  General 
should  liimself  bo  charged  with  the 
administration  of  any  particular  Depart- 
ment, his  proper  function  being  that 
of  exercising  a  general  control,  and 
nothing  could  more  interfere  with  his 
g^'uerai  eflicit^ncy  than  that  lie  should 
be  chargod  with  the  administration  of 
any  public  I  h'pai-tment.  Further,  if  he 
liad  the  (nnitrol  of  any  particular  De- 
partment, it  would  place  his  Council  in 
a  must  diflicult  pc).siti(m  when  proposals 
came  from  the  Do])artment  with  which  the 
GovMiior  (icneral  himself  was  charged, 
because  they  would  hardly  like  to  att(unpt 
to  control  him.  The  (rovornor  (Jenoral 
howiArr,  must  himself  take  the  control 
ofsonu!  Dopartnirnt,  whilst  his  Council 
should  continuo  so  small  in  number  as 
it  ncnv  was.  It  had  boon  said  that  thiTO 
was  tho  Legislative  Council:  but  the 
nu'iiibi.Ts  of  that  l)r)dy  had  been  ap- 
l)oint(Ml  solclv  with  rcjm'ncf  to  h'Lci-*^la- 
tioii.  aiicl  not  at  all  in  (•onin'ction  with 
administration.  He  took  it  to  be  ch-ar 
that  tli(»  (iov4'nior  (icnorars  Coancil 
must  be  incrca^eil,  and  that  the  Govi-r- 
imr  Cn'noral  should  iio  longer  be  charged 
with  the  admiiiiMration  of  any  sjn-cial 
l)epartment.  Then  it  was  said  that  it 
was  iicce.s.-ary  U>  have  some  one  ])er- 
iiun   I'Lspiaisible    fur    the  public    works 


in  India,  and  ho   did  not  think  tla: 
there  was  any  ono  "who  would  not  say 
that  some  ono  person  should  bo  maiU- 
responsible     for    thoso    public   wurk-. 
Now    he    canio    to     tho    eonsiderati-'U 
whether  tho  prop«jsition  of  the  Goveru- 
ment   was    ono  that    should    in  ovm* 
respect  meet  witli    appi*uval.    Tliou;rb 
he  was  quite  prepared   to  v<itL-  forth- 
second  rea<ling  of  the  IJill,  he  iliil  not 
concur  as  to  the  particular  inetlnvl  •;!* 
ai)pointmcnt  of  this  officer,  tliough  li«' 
agi'oed  that  tliore   should    b»*   such  au 
appointment.     lie  did  nut  b«*lieve  iiiai 
there  coidd  bo  an3''thing'    which  would 
be  more  tmfortunato  than  au  additii^a 
to  these   special   Members    of    Count il 
who  wero  to  a  eonsidorable  extent  n.- 
moved  from  tho  control  f>f  the  Governor 
Geiu^al  and  of  the  Council  it«iolf.    Tlw 
apiK)intment  of  tho  legal  member  oi'th*' 
Council  had  not  bv  anv  moans  met  witi 
universal    approval    in    India.     It    had 
brought  on   an  anxious  feeling   amon;; 
all    (^lasses  in  tho   Indian    community 
which  it  would  bo  very  difficult  to  era- 
dicate.    Tho  gentleman  appointed  was 
no  doubt  an  eminent  jurist ;  but  he  mu 
inclined  to  try  experiments  and  to  meldle 
with  the  laws  of  inheritance,  siicce^iion, 
and  maiTiage,    upon  a   theoi^'  of  hi* 
own,  that  he  could  reduce  them  to  a  sys- 
tem tliat  would  be  satisfactory  to  a  jurist  of 
education  like  himself ;    but     not   vtrv 
likely  to  be  pro<luctive  of  much  satisfac- 
tion in  India,     lie  therefore  thought  it 
desirable  to  appnut  an  additicmal  nioiii- 
ber  of  Council  in  order  that  he  might 
take   charge  of  the  Public  Works  IK- 
partment  and  be  respon.sible  for  it :  but 
it  was  a  dillerent  thing  that  he  .>hoiilil 
be  sent  out  in  a  position  difierout  fr.»iu 
that  of  the   other  members  of  Countil 
and  be  relieved  from  tho  control  of  iht* 
(rovernor  General.    Tlicre  was  no  "touiiJ 
for  the  terms  of  unmeasured  condemna- 
tion   in   which   tho    hon.   Member   for 
llacknev  had  refeiTcd  to  the  extravajrant 
estimates  of  some  of  the  ])iiblic  w«;rks 
in  India  whicJi  had  been  in   mo>t   in- 
stances  hugely  exceeded.     Had  public 
works  in  this  countiy  always    been  car- 
ried out  witJiin  their  «)riginal  estimaii-? 
Till'   House   in   which   thev  wei-o    n'»ir 
sitting  was  estimated  at  something  imihr 
.i:i,()l)0,(>()0,     but    it    cost    ninru*     than 
£;',,000,()(K).     Tlien,  as  to  railways,  the 
expenditure  liad  been  under  tlie  tt«itn>l 
ol'  the  most  eminent  engineers,  yet  there 
was  not  a  great  bridge  or  a  great  work 
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where  the  work  had  not  been  ineffi- 
ciently done,  and  where  it  had  not  cost 
twice  as  much  as  {he  original  estimate. 
The  public  works  had  been  vory  oxpen- 
aiYely  administered,  but  no  remedy  for 
that  would  be  found  in  the  present  Bill. 
HiB  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Smollett)  asserted  that  the 
personnel  ought  to  be  diminished ;  he 
(Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald),  on  the  con- 
tranr,  maintained  that  it  ought  to  be 
doubled,  if  thoy  would  secure  economy 
and  efficiency.  In  the  Presidency  of 
Sombay,  a  man  sometimes  had  the  su- 
pervision of  a  district  150  miles  in  length 
and  50  or  60  in  breadth,  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  exercise  that  minute 
oontrol  which  was  necessary  where  an 
engineer  had  to  do  with  native  contrac- 
tors. Another  effect  of  a  weak  personnel 
was,  that  when  the  health  of  one  man 
g^ve  way  an  entire  change  was  neces- 
sary. The  new  superintendent  did  not 
know  what  his  predecessor  had  done, 
plans  were  altered,  estimates  were  in- 
creased, and  it  took  six  or  seven  years 
to  execute  works  which  ought  to  have 
heen  completed  in  two  or  three  years, 
and  at  very  mucli  less  expense.  It  was 
therefore  quite  clear  that  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  in  India  did  not  deserve 
the  unmitigated  reproach  cast  upon  it 
by  the  hen.  Member  for  Hackney,  for  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  for  the  pre- 
sent limited  staif  to  exercise  perfect  su- 
pervision over  such  an  extensive  area. 
Before  sitting  down,  he  wished  to  say  a 
word  on  a  matter  personal  to  himself. 
In  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had  referred 
to  the  very  large  expenditure  connected 
with  the  Government  Palace  at  Poonah. 
The  Returns  would  bo  found  in  Papers 
which  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table.  It 
was  stated  that  he  (Sir  Seymour  Fitz- 
Mrald)  was  responsible  for  that  expen- 
diture ;  but  he  wished  to  take  that  op- 
portunity of  stating  that  for  the  bulk  of 
that  expenditiu'e,  he  had  no  responsi- 
bility of  any  sort,  kind,  or  description. 
The  greater  portion  of  the  works  was 
completed  and  occupied  long  before  he 
received  the  appointment.  As  soon  as 
he  arrived  in  India,  he  found  that  the 
works  were  being  carried  on  without 
plan  or  estimates,  and  he  ordered  them 
to  be  stopped  until  plans  and  estimates 
were  prepared.  lie  was  told  that  that 
could  not  be  done,  because  there  were 
contracts   which   would    be    interfered 
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with.  He  then  insisted  that  estimates 
should  be  sent  in,  and  the  first  repre- 
sentation made  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  as  to  the  enormous  expendi- 
ture on  these  works,  was  made  by  his 
direction  within  five  or  six  months  of 
his  arrival  in  India.  In  saying  that,  he 
did  not  wish  to  throw  any  responsibility 
upon  his  distinguished  predecessor.  All 
who  knew  him  would  agree  that  while 
he  was  liberal,  not  to  say  profuse,  where 
the  interests  of  the  public  required  it, 
he  would  grudge  the  outlay  of  even  a 
single  rupee  ui>on  his  own  convenience 
or  the  dignity  of  his  office.  It  was  only 
from  the  fact  that  his  predecessor  was 
just  leaving  India,  and  that  he  (Sir 
Seymour  Fitzgerald)  was  not  able  to  go 
up  the  country  while  these  works  were 
going  on,  that  that  large  expenditure 
was  incurred.  He  did  not  hesitate  to 
state  that  a  Despatch  more  inaccurate 
and  imjust  than  that  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  this  subject  was  never 
signed  by  any  Minister  of  State.  That 
Despatch  spoke  of  the  large  expenditure 
incurred,  yet  added,  that  after  it  had 
been  condemned,  a  further  expenditure 
had  been  incurred  by  the  Government 
of  Bombay.  That  wcw  whoUy  inaccu- 
rate. What  happened  was  this — Long 
before  he  went  to  India  certain  works 
that  were  not  part  of  Government  House 
were  in  progress,  giving  accommodation 
to  the  clerks  and  persons  in  charge  of 
the  Mihtary  and  Irrigation  Departments. 
After  this  profuse  expenditure  had  been 
the  subject  of  remark,  the  Government 
of  India  ordered  that  a  portion  of  the 
cost,  which  had  been  debited  to  the  Mi- 
litary or  Irrigation  Department,  should 
be  written  back  and  debited  to  the  ge- 
neral scheme  of  Government  House. 
The  Papers  were  all  sent  home  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  They  were  in  his 
possession,  and  he  was  aware  that  that 
had  been  done  by  direction  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.  Yet  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  treated  that  as  a  new  and 
unauthorized  expenditure.  Pungent  re- 
marks had  been  made  by  the  Press 
both  in  England  and  in  India,  and  it 
was  due  to  himself  to  ask  permission  to 
give  this  explanation.  With  regard  to 
the  general  question,  he  should  be  sorry 
if  the  Bill,  in  increasing  the  number  of 
the  Council,  did  not  leave  the  power  of 
selection  of  the  member  of  the  Council 
who  was  to  have  charge  of  the  public 
works  in  the  hands  of  Uie  Governor  Ge- 
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neral.  Tlioy,  however,  had  been  in- 
formed tliat  the  now  member  of  the 
Council  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  to  a  special  Department  with 
special  functions,  was  an  engineer.  If 
that  was  true,  they  were  doing  a  most 
unwise  thing.  What  was  wanted  in  the 
Council  of  the  Governor  General  was 
not  a  man  of  professional  eminence.  Of 
course,  there  must  be  a  proper  inspec- 
tion by  competent  persons  directly  re- 
sponsible to  the  Governor  General  of  all 
plans  of  proposed  public  works  and  irri- 
gation ;  but  the  questions  which  came 
before  the  Council  were  not  those  of  en- 
gineering, but  of  general  policy.  Men 
trained  in  the  civil  Department  might 
liavo  tlie  special  qualities  required  in  a 
far  higher  degree  than  men  of  the  ut- 
most eminence  in  a  professional  point  of 
view.  When  a  question  came  before 
the  Council — say  of  irrigation — ^to  cost 
a  given  sum,  the  point  to  be  decided  was 
liow  money  was  to  be  found  to  pay  in- 
terest on  that  cost.  He  knew  that  when 
it  was  seen  that  the  administration  was 
unsatisfactory,  and  tlie  condition  of  the 
people  deplorable,  people  here  were  in 
tlie  ]mbit  of  saying  that  it  was  because 
there  was  not  onougli  money  spent  on 
public  works  and  iri'igatiou.  The  con- 
sequence of  that  ill-informed  public  opi- 
nion was,  that  large  expenditure  had 
been  entered  into,  for  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  was  made  responsible, 
and  for  which  there  was  no  proper  pro- 
vision. Believing  that  it  was  necessary 
tliat  the  Ctmncil  should  be  increased  in 
number,  li(i  should  vote  for  the  second 
reading. 

GiLXEUAL  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
said,  that  while  he  coincided  generally 
with  tlio  views  of  the  last  speaker,  he 
could  not  believe  it  to  be  wise  or  expe- 
dient that  any  member  of  the  Council 
should  have  the  independent  power 
which  the  liill  gave  to  the  new  Minister 
of  Public  Works.  The  Goveraor  Gene- 
ral ought  to  be  able  to  look  into  every 
administrative  Di^pai'tmout.  So  far  from 
the  Council  of  the  Governor  General 
being  increased,  he  would  rather  see  it 
reduced,  aud  deliuite  duties  and  resx)on- 
si])ilities  imposed  upon  every  member 
of  that  Council.  The  Board  of  Works 
had  been  exceedingly  ill  managed.  The 
Governor  General  had  specially  adminis- 
tered that  Department  himself,  and  its 
failure  financially  and  professionally 
would  not  have  been  so  long  concealed, 

/Sir  iSeymour  Fiizfjcrald 


if  it  had  not  been  known  that  fhe  Go- 
vernor General  was  at  its  head  and  en- 
tirely responsible  for  it.  Was  it  xigbx 
that  such  a  vast  amount  of  detailed  r^ 
sponsibility  should  rest  upon  the  Gorer- 
nor  General  ?  Lord  Mayo,  who  did  kit 
duty  nobly  and  worked  laboiioiulT,  com- 
plained of  the  amount  and  extent  of  th« 
work.  Yet,  at  that  time,  Lord  Mito 
had  the  assistance  of  a  distinguisht^ 
engineer  officer  in  conducting  ^e  pal>- 
he  w^orks 

Mr.  BECKETT-DENISON  said,  that 
people  naturally  asked  what  were  tkf 
circumstances  which  suggested  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill  of  Uiat  importaim 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  ?    Hii 
own  opinion  was,  that  the  Secretazrof 
State  for  India  had  been  influenced  br 
the  extraordinary  facts  disclosed  in  the 
Correspondence  which,  about  the  time<if 
the  second  reading  of  the  BiU  in  the 
House  of   Lords,   was   laid   upon  the 
Table.     That  Correspondence  diseloecd 
numerous  cases  of  grave  omissions  i& 
the  execution  of  designed  works,  and  is 
carrying  out  the  orders  of  the  superior 
authority,  nearly  amounting  to  contu- 
macy.    The  House  was  well  aware  that 
the  Civil  Service  expenditure  in  Indii 
had  been  brought  within  proper  control; 
but  they  also  knew  that  by  no  procef« 
of  arrangement  had  they  been  able  to 
keep  tlie  Public  Works  Department  in 
that  order  which  they  all  desired  to  see. 
It  was  admitted  that  that  was  the  weak 
point  of  their  administration  in  India ; 
and  now  more  than  ever,  because  that 
Department  had  to  deal  not  merely  with 
smplus  Eevenue— always  a  small  sum- 
but  with  vast  sums  raised  on  loan  nomi- 
nally for  works  which  were  expected  to 
prove   productive,  but  which    unfortu- 
nately were  generally  productive  of  no- 
thing but  disappointment.     It  was  ob- 
vious that  no  Government  could  go  on 
laying  burdens  on  the  Hevenue,  without 
having  any  idea  whence  the  interest  on 
those  burdens  was  to  be  derived.    The 
question,  then,  was,  how   far  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  would   corre«t 
these  evils  ?    He  agreed  with  what  fell 
from  the  late  Governor  of  Bombay  (Sir 
Seymour    Fitzgerald),   that    if  it  were 
proposed  by  the  Bill  to  nominate  an  ad- 
ditional member  of  the  Council,  simplj 
as  an  addition  to  the  strength  of  the  ad- 
ministrative Department,  then  it  would 
be  productive  of  great  good:    but,  on 
tlie  contrary,  if  he  were  a  purely  pro- 
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fessional  man,  with  the  idea  of  creating 
a  great  name  by  identifying  himself 
"with  vast  and  gigantic  public  works  in 
India,  the  Bill  would  be  a  great  mistake. 
The  Council,  as  a  whole,  was  responsible 
for  public  works,  and  the  member  spe- 
cially appointed  to  see  to  them  should 
be  completely  subordinate.  There  should 
be  no  room  for  the  idea  of  an  indepen- 
dent authority  —  a  sort  of  Imperial 
Brunei.  The  Secretary  of  State,  they 
knew,  took  tlio  greatest  possible  interest 
in  this  proposition;  and  he  had,  no 
doubt,  thorouglily  considered,  not  only 
the  appointment,  but  how  it  should  be 
carried  out.  It  would  be  wrong,  there- 
fore, to  thwart  tlie  noble  Lord  in  his 
plans,  and  he  should  vote  for  the  second 
reading.  At  the  same  time  he  reserved 
the  rignt  to  move  certain  limitations  as 
to  the  power  of  this  official,  in  Commit- 
tee, which  might  dispel  some  of  the 
serious  misgivings  which  persons  ac- 
quainted with  In(ua  could'  not  help  en- 
tertaining. 

Mb.  FORTESCUE  JIAERISON  : 
The  Bill  now  before  the  House  has*  for 
its  object  the  creation  of  an  additional 
member  of  the  Governor  General*  s 
Council.  This  new  member  is  to  be 
charged  with  the  entire  control  of  the 
pubbc  works  there,  and  so  strengthen 
that  Council  in  its  now  weakest  part. 
To  those  who,  like  myself,  have  an  inti- 
mate personal  knowledge  of  India,  it  was 
scarcely  needed  to  refer  to  the  Returns 
which  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  allude  to  the  Returns  show- 
ing the  large  expenditure  over  original 
Estimates  incurred  in  the  construction  of 

Sublic  works  in  that  country.  Those 
iscrepancies  are  chronic,  and  have  sup- 
plied food  for  amusing  local  gossip  for 
many  years  past.  To  the  minds  of  all 
thinking  men,  they  are  a  scandal  which 
reflects  discredit  on  our  system  of  go- 
vernment, and  constitute  an  act  of  gross 
injustice  to  the  people  who  are  forced 
to  provide  the  funds  for  these  monu- 
ments of  extravagant  incompetence.  The 
enormous  demand  which  must  be  made 
in  the  immediate  future  for  the  construc- 
tion of  public  works  in  India  will,  beyond 
all  question,  seriously  affect  her  finances, 
but  not  less  will  those  works,  if  carried 
out,  as  I  hope  they  will  be,  conduce  to 
the  welfare  of  the  population,  and  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  country. 
The  effect  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Member  of  the   Council  charged  with 


the  supervision  and  control  of  all  public 
works  will  be  that  for  the  first  time 
there,  we  shall  have  a  responsible  officer 
to  carry  out,  on  a  comprehensive  system 
and  in  a  uniform  manner,  all  the  great 
public  works  of  the  coimtry.    Among 
such   works  may  be  classed  irrigation, 
the  construction  of  canals,  the  improve- 
ment of  the  natural  water-courses,  with 
the  object  of  making  them  available  for 
boat  navigation  at  all  seasons  of  the 
year,  the  supervision  of  all  the  railways 
already  constructed  or  to  be  constructed, 
and  all  the  public  buildings  of  our  vast 
Eastern  Empire.     We  have  still  9,000 
miles  of  railway  to  make,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  £36,000,000,  and  we  have  also, 
by  a  comprehensive  and  skilful  system 
of  irrigation  and  storing-up   of  water, 
to  prevent,  or  at  all  events  to  mitigate, 
any  further  visits  of  that  scarcity  which 
has  recently  caused    us    all    so  much 
anxiety.    The  necessary  irrigation  works 
alone    will    cost    no  less  a  sum  than 
£40,000,000  sterling.     The  heavy  task 
of  providing  these  vast  sums  is  to  be  laid 
on  the  Indian  taxpayer,  and  the  House 
is  bound,  as  far  as  practicable,  to  see 
that  the  money  is  honestly  and  judi- 
ciously applied.     If  we  are  to  go  on  upon 
the  plan  hitherto  prevailing  in  India,  by 
which,    as    the  official  Returns  show, 
£6,500,000  are  required  to  satisfy  ori- 
ginal Estimates  of  £4,000,000,  then  we 
must  either  make  up  our  minds  to  in- 
crease very  largely  our  already  prodigious 
Estimates,  or  be  content  to  considerably 
diminish  our  plans.     It  is  said  by  those 
whose  views  are  unfavourable  to  the 
contemplated  change,  that  excess  of  cost 
over  estimate  is  common  to  all  parts  of 
the  world,  and  that  this  country  forms 
no  exception.     That  may  be  so,  but  it 
is  no   argument  against  attempting  a 
remedy  for  a  proved   evil.     Increased 
cost  over  estimates  in  this  country  may 
to  some  extent  be  accounted  for  by  the 
sudden  and  great    fluctuations  in  the 
price    of   labour,   and    the  consequent 
advance  in  the  value  of  manufactured 
materials ;  but  that  is  not  so  in  India. 
There  we  have  no  trades  unions  or  other 
combinations  to  increase  wages.    In  no 
part  of  the  world  that  I  know  of  can  the 
cost  of  work  as  a  rule  be  more  accurately 
estimated.    No  doubt,  since  the  introduc- 
tion of  railways  into  that  country,  there 
has  been  an  increase  in  the  wages  of 
labour,  and  I  believe  the  flrst  contractors 
suffered    in    consequence.      That    was 
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owing  to  a  larj^e  and  uuexpocted  demand 
for  ItiLour  springing  up  in  pai-ticnlar 
localities,  and  a  rise  of  -svagc^s  for  ordi- 
naiy  labour  took  place  which  has  ever 
since  been  maintained.  The  House  ^vill 
observe,  by  the  CoiTesi)ondenco  whidi 
has  been  laid  on  the  Table,  that  although 
the  Maniuess  of  Salisbury  lias  in  no 
measured  terms  stated  his  opinicm  of 
the  officers  concerned,  only  a  very  feeble 
excuse  is  offered  on  the  score  of  increased 
pri(;es  for  labour  or  materials.  The 
truth  is,  that  unskilfully  prepared  Esti- 
mates, and  want  of  proper  control  over 
expenditure  by  superior  authority,  is  at 
the  bottom  of  the  present  state  of  affairs. 
Possibly  this  measure  is  not  so  popular 
in  India  as  its  promoters  could  wish; 
but  the  feeling  against  it  is  one  that 
might  have  been  anticipated.  The 
change  now  projiosed,  if  carried  out, 
will  doubtless  offend  many  prejudices, 
and  possibly  affect  some  interests.  A 
strict  supervision  over  the  disbursement 
of  enormous  sums  of  public  money  may 
bo  distasteful  to  a  limited  number,  but 
no  opposition  of  that  character  ought  to 
have  the  slightest  weight  in  the  discus- 
sion of  the  principle  involved  in  thoBiU. 
1  need  liardly  say  that,  if  the  measui'o 
now  before  us  jmssos  into  law,  a  great 
deal,  if  not  ever}'thing,  will  depend  on 
the  capabilities,  the  firmness,  and  the 
energy  of  tlip  man  first  selected  to  fill 
tlie  ollice,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  is  a 
point  which  will  receivi'  the  careful  and 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  Government. 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  the  fittest  man 
to  fill  this  most  important  ofllce  cannot 
be  found  in  India.  Local  knowledge 
would  perhaps  h\}  more  reliable  in  this 
case  than  tliat  of  any  other  member  of 
the  Governor  General's  C»)uncil,  for 
there  is  no  analogy  iu  the  requirements 
of  a  finance  or  a  legal  member  and  that 
of  a  Minister  of  Public  Works,  ^[en  of 
tliought  imported  hmce  would  bo  best 
adapted  in  those  first -named  cases, 
whereas  a  man  of  action  and  local  know- 
ledge is  indispensable  in  the  last.  This 
is  a  niatt«?r  for  those  who  are  responsible 
to  this  House,  and  not  for  the  House 
itsj.'lf.  It  is  our  duty  to  consider,  look- 
ing at  the  magnitude  of  the  interest  in- 
volved, at  our  clear  duty  to  the  people, 
and  the  credit  of  our  administration  in 
India,  whether  we  ought  to  comply  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Govenmient  as  em- 
bodied in  tliis  ]3ill.  In  my  judgment, 
wo  ought  to  look  on  tho  proposal  as  a 

Jlr.  Fvrhocac  UarrUun 


reliable  ono,  and  one  that  ought  to  com- 
mend itself  to   every  person  who  hu 
really  tho  interest  and  welfare  of  India 
at  heart.     I  congratulate  the  noble Mar> 
qness  on  his  wisdom  and  on  his  courage, 
for  I   am  not  insensible  how  macli  of 
the  latter  quality  was  needed  to  iikf^<i 
on  this  course.     He  will  receive,  as  be 
deserves,  tho  grateful  thanks  of  all  tli(«9e 
whose  knowledge  of  the  country  and  the 
people  enables  them  to    estimate  tnilT 
what  will  bo  tho  result  of  this  measun>. 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  hoped  he  might 
bo  allowed  to  express  liis  regret  that 
the  lion.  Gentleman  (Sir  Seymour  Fitz- 
gerald) had  introduced  the  subject  of 
Government  House  at  Poonah  without 
gi\dng  Notice  of  his  intention  to  do  gu. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  On  the  general 
question  of  this  Bill — introduced  to  the 
consideration  of  tho  House  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  so  c<^mplcte  a  manner,  and  with 
ability  so  distinguished,  that  it  has  been 
recognized  on  both  sides  of  the  House — 
I  have  very  little  to  say,  except  that  I 
hope  there  ^vill  be  no  division  upon  the 
second  reading.  Vast  sums  have  been 
expended  upon  public  works  in  India, 
and  the  unsatisfactory  manner  in  wlui-h 
those  vast  sums  have  been  expended  haA 
produced  a  very  general  opinion  that 
simie  protection  is  requisite.  I  will  only 
say  that  the  last  letter  I  received 
fi'om  I-iord  Mayo  was  upon  this  subject, 
to  which,  indeed,  lie  had  often  advertiti 
in  his  correspondence.  And  there  was 
nothing  upon  which  Ijord  Mayo  ini^ist«<I 
as  more  important  and  necessary  to  the 
administration  of  India  than  an  appoint- 
ment of  this  kind.  Ono  or  two  remarks 
have  boon  made  to  which  I  should  likn 
to  advert.  The  first  was  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  who  treated 
the  Bill  as  a  slight  upon  Lord  North- 
brook,  who,  he  said,  had  passed  through 
a  great  crisis  with  credit  and  distinction. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  conduct  of 
liOrd  Northbrook  during  the  trying  crisis 
he  has  had  to  encounter;  but  when  I 
come  to  consider  tho  amount  of  support 
received  by  Lord  Northbrook  during 
that  trying  occasion,  I  do  not  thiiuE 
that  tho  x>i*6sont  Secretaxy  of  State  for 
India  can  be  looked  upon  as  one  who 
has  been  deficient  in  that  respect  Hs 
has,  on  tho  contrary,  on  every  oocaaoB 
given  that  support  to  Lord  Narthlaookt 
which  a  person  holding  his  liifl^ 
tion  was  enabled   to  give  wiu.  { 
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effect.  Therefore,  there  has  been  no 
dis]iosition  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary 
of  Static  or  liis  Council  to  Lo  wanting 
in  pivinp:  due  support  to  Lowl  Noi*th- 
Lrook.  I  may  takn  it  upon  myself  to 
Bav,  that  beforo  the  formation  of  tli(> 
present  Govonimont,  upon  an  occasion 
wlien  it  was  nec(.»ssary  I  should  ex- 
pr<»ss  my  opinions  up»>n  public  af Fairs, 
I  adverted  to  that  privat  calamity  whicli 
lia.s  occurred  in  India,  and  I  took  that 
oj>portunity  to  do  justice  to  the  eminent 
qualities  of  Lord  Northbrook,  which  we 
mipfht  have  assumed  those  wlio  had  been 
c«inneeted  with  him  by  previous  ti(»s  and 
similarity  of  opinion  would  liave 
hastened  to  support.  Thehon.  !^^ember 
for  Hackney  also  saiil  that  the  proposal 
would  add  en<n*mously  to  the  expen- 
diture of  India.  Necessarilv,  it  will 
adil  nothinp^  to  that  expenditure,  and 
that  expression  is  therefore  scarcely  jus- 
tified :  nor  will  anv  new  6chem(»  be 
added  to  thost?  already  matured  and 
prepared.  All  the  schemes  whii^li  have 
been  adverted  to  by  the  Secretai-y  of 
State  are  entirely  indc^pendent  of  this 
ai^pointmimt,  and  have  been  decidt»d 
upon  without  reference  to  it.  ^Fy  right 
hon.  Friend  the  ^lember  for  Horsham 
(Sir  Seymour  FitzgeraM),  whose  opinions 
would  always  receive  p^reat  consideration, 
has  expressed  an  opinion  tliat  the  Coun- 
cil ought  to  be  inei-easc'd,  but  that  no 
engineer  with  spe<ial  kiu)wledge  should 
be  appointed.  !My  riglit  hon.  Friend 
admitted  that  there  ouglit  to  be  an  ad- 
diticm  to  the  Council,  and  as  to  the  in- 
dividual wlio  might  be  ap] minted  to  the 
post  that  is  a  matter  which  ouglit  to-be 
left  to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  communi- 
cation, as  h«^  now  is,  with  the  Viceroy. 
The  Secretary  of  Statt^  will  not,  of  course 
bo  det^nnined  absolutely  by  th(»  opinion 
of  the  Viceroy,  but  he  will  weigh  that 
opinion,  and  before  he  mak(»s  a  linal  de- 
cision will  communicat*'  it  to  the  A'icerov. 
The  hon.  ^lember  for  the  West  Eiding 
(Mr.Heckett-I>«»nisou)objectedtothepro- 
po.«<al  as  setting  up  a  new  independent 
authoritv.  1  do  not  see  in  what  light 
the  appointment  proposed  by  the  Under 
Secretary  in  tliis  Bill  can  bo  looked  upon 
BR  establishing  a  new  independent  au- 
thority. The  Viceroy  of  India Jmust  be 
supreme  in  his  own  Council,  and  no  one 
for  a  moment  questions  that  that  is  a 
principle  upon  which  the  safe  adminis- 
tration of  our  affairs  in  India  entirely 
depends.     In  condusioni  I  must  say,  I 


think  the  general  tone  of  this  debate  has 
been  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  policy 
recommended  bv  tlu^  Und(T  Secretary. 
There  are  no  doubt  objections  to  details; 
but  thtTe  seems  a  general  concurrence  of 
opinion  that  the  vast  expenditure  upon 
public  works  in  India  shcnild  be  con- 
trolled in  a  more  diro(;t  and  responsible 
manner  than  has  hitherto  been  the  case. 
Ther«»  s(»ems  to  be  a  general  opini(m  that 
an  increase  in  the  Councilis  justilied  un- 
der the  circumstauces,  though  there  may 
be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  sort 
of  pei^son  who  ought  to  be  entrusted  with 
this  particular  duty.  As,  howeviT,  there 
seems  al.so  to  be  a  gen(?ral  concuiTcnce 
in  tlie  House  that  it  is  tiuio  for  tin*  Home 
(lOvernuK'nt  to  take  some  dt»eided  step 
whicli  should  control  and  secure  a  better 
administration  of  the  general  expendi- 
ture of  India  upon  public  w<n-ks,  1  trust 
the  House  will  give  its  hearty  supi)ortto 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dirfdf'd : — Ayes  171  ;  Noes 
oii  :  Majority  119. 

Main  Question  put,  and  Ufjret^d  to. 
l>ill  read  a  sc^cond  time. 

On  Question,  That  tin*  House  residvo 
itself  into  a  C(mmiittee  on  tlie  said  Bill 
on  Friday  next, 

I^Fk.  FAAVCKTr  said,  he  wishr^d  to 
take  that  opportunity  of  making  a  per- 
sonal explanation  to  th(»  right  hon.  (len- 
tleman  the  ]M ember  for  Horsham  (Sir 
Sfvmour  Fitzgerald),  with  referenci*  Ui 
a  statement  which  he  (]S[r.  Fawcetl) 
made  last  year  in  tlie  discussicm  of  the 
Indian  l)udg(?t.  The  right  hon.  (ien- 
tleiiian  seemed  to  tliink  his  name  had 
been  hardly  used.  The  circumstances 
were  these — when  he  alluded  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  money  in  question,  he 
menti«>ned  no  names,  because  in  discus- 
sing such  a  subject  he  thought  it  was  bet- 
ter not  to  do  so.  He  was.  however,  chal- 
lenged on  the  point,  and  then  he  men- 
tioned, n(»t  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
name,  but  that  of  his  predtccssor,  as 
the  person  who  was  Goveraor  of  Bom- 
bay when  the  expenditure  commenced. 
An  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  soon  after 
come  down  t<i  the  House,  and  said  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Predecessor 
was  not  in  Bombay  during  any  poi-tion 
of  the  time  that  the  expenditure  was 
made.    Of  course,  he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  ac- 
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cepted  tliat  asBurance.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  him  the  justice  to  admit  that  there 
was  nothing  inaccurate  in  his  figures. 
Nothing  was  further  from  his  intention 
than  to  cast  any  personal  hlame  upon 
any  one  who  did  not  deserve  it. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  for  Friday  at  Two  of 
the  clock. 


REGIMENTAL  EXCILVNGES  BILL. 

[iJILL   221.] 

(Jfr.  Secretary  Jfardt/j  Mr.  WiUiam  Henry 

Smithy  J/i".  iSfaulcy.) 

SECOND   HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read.   ' 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,in  moving 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  be  read  and  dis- 
charged, said,  when  he  brought  it  in 
the  hon.  Monihor  for  Stirling  Burghs 
(Mr.  Campbell  Bannerman)  requested 
tliat  he  (Mr.  G.  Hardy)  woidd  give  the 
Ilouflo  an  opportunity  of  fully  discussing 
it.  lie  thought  at  the  time  it  was  his 
duty  to  do  so;  but  imfortimately  a 
week  had  elapsed  without  his  having 
been  a])lo  to  find  any  such  opportunity  ; 
and  now  ho  would  state  what  course  he 
proposed  to  adopt  with  roferonco  to 
tlio  measure.  He  saw  on  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  to  the  effect 
tliat  it  was  inexpedient,  especially  at  tliat 
late  period  of  the  >Session,  to  take  into 
consideration  a  Bill  whicli  appeared  to 
bo  a  first  step  in  overturning  the  Army 
legislation  of  last  l*arliament.  Perhaps, 
tlie  hon.  Gontloman  would  permit  him 
to  say  that  lie  (Mr.  G.  Hardy)  was  not 
in  any  way  interfering  with  the  question 
of  purchast»,  and  if  he  did  not  think  this 
was  a  totally  diil'eront  question,  he  would 
not  have  brought  in  the  Bill.  The 
matter  had  been  forced  upon  liis  conside- 
raticm  by  th(^  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion which  had  recently  sat,  and  which 
recommended  that  they  should  revert  to 
the  old  system  of  exchanges  which  ex- 
isted before  the  late  alteration.  That 
alteration  had  been  made  by  Royal 
AVarrant,  and  it  was  in  his  power  also 
to  alter  the  now  arrangement  by  Royal 
AVarrant,  if  he  thought  proper.  But 
if  he  were  to  do  so,  he  should  do  what 
he  thought  a  very  unreasonable  thing. 

Mr,  Fdiccetf 


Under  the  new  imtem,  it  had  heentf^ 
legated  to  the  War  Office  to  see  vbt 

payments  should  be  made  in  cases  of 
exchange;   but  that  was  a  dutjvliicli 
ought  not  to  be  thrown  on  the  Depart- 
ment.     What  he  wished  was,  thatvhat- 
ever  should  be    done   for  the  fdture, 
Parliament  should    have   the  powtr  ui 
considering    it.       He    had,    therefor^-, 
brought  in  a  Bill,  with  which  he  couM 
not  now  proceed.     He  hoped,  however, 
at  the  very  earliest  period  of  next  ^v^- 
sion  to  bring  in  the  Bill  anew,  beoau«*> 
he  believed  it  to  be  in  the  interest  of  ofli- 
cersof  the  Army,  and  of  the  Army  it«eif. 
that  that  question  should  be  settled  bj 
Parliament,  and  not  left  as  it  was.    He 
should  now  move  that   the  Order  be 
discharged,   with  a    view    to   the  Bill 
being  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  was  not  surprised  that  the  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman  had  moved  in  tiie 
matter,  which  was  forced  upon  him  by 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission; 
but  in  his  opinion,  neither  the  Royal 
Commission  nor  the  right  hon.  Oend^ 
man  himself  had  fully  realized  the  ques- 
tion before  them  when  they  attempted 
to  re-introduce  the  system  of  exchanges. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  certain  payments  being  allowed,  pay- 
ments for  change  of  uniform  and  for 
necessary  expenses  of  tho  journey.  But 
he  believed  to  re-introduce  any  oth^r 
payments  would  be  to  revive  many  of  the 
♦'vils  of  the  purchase  system,  which  tli«* 
House  of  Commons  a  few  years  ago 
was  very  strongly  of  opinion  should  be 
puj;  an  end  to. 

Iklit.  ANDERSON  who  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  move — 


«4  M 


'  lliat  it  is  inrxprdirnt,  ORpooially  at  llus  hU- 
IM'nod  of  till'  S4»ssi(m,  to  tiko  into  C'onsiili'nitiun 
ti  Bill  which  jipiM'ai-s  to  \h}  a  firat  stfp  in  ov»t- 
tuniini,'  thi'  Annv  Li'i^isLition  of    lant  I*arliji- 

nK'ut," 

said,  that  of  course  he  should  not  move  it. 
as  tho  Rill  was  about  to  be  withdrawn, 
lie  begged,  however,  to  give  Notice  that 
when  the  Bill  was  re-introduced  next 
year,  if  it  should  contain  similar  pro- 
visions to  this  Bill,  he  should  oppoaeit, 
because  he  did  not  take  the  same  view 
as  tho  Secretary  for  War  did.  He  be^ 
lieved  that  attempt  to  re-introdnoa  flta 
old  system  of  regimental  exoliaogea  wm 
the  first  stop  to  me  Te-introdnotionii 
purchase   system.     He  ob|60fesi 
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getlier  to  the  officers  of  the  Army 
trafficking  in  money  about  their  com- 
miosions,  and  he  therefore  opposed  the 
BiU. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged :  Bill  icithdratcn, 

Huust;  iuljuuriKsl  at  fivo  niinut4>s 
In-forc  Six  u'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 


Thursday,  SOth  July,  1874. 


MIST''TES.]-"PviiLTr  Bills— f/r*/  Iteadim-^ 
Ke{n>jtr.itiuii  of  Births  and  iKuths*  (208); 
I^u<;h  C'lHTil)  Xavigiition*  (207);  Tunijiiku 
Acts  C'ontxiiiiancc*  •  (212)  ;  Valuation  Hiv- 
luml)  Art  Aiiu'iulint-nt  *  (20r)) ;  l*riiiiv  Ia-o- 
pnld'H  Annuity*  (2Ki);  Kndowrd  Schools 
Acti»  Anu-nduu-nt  •  (2 11). 

Stritnd  HrtuliHti  - -^ixmXiiTy  T^iwi*  Amondmcnt 
(181);  Royal  (lato  Indian)  Ordiianci'  CorpH 
i'oHiiK'naation*  (203);  Evidonci*  liiiw  Amend- 
iDi-nt  (Si-otland)  •  (11>S). 

CotnMitt€i—V\\h\\v  Health  (In'land)  *  (lOo). 

Vummifttr  —  RejHtrt — Police  Fon'e  KxjKfnsrw* 
(lyy);  FMncntion  IVimrtnicnt  Onlew*  (lUT). 

Report  —  Shannon  Navij^ation  *  (ISD)  ;  C'on- 
Vfvancing  and  I^and  Tmnsfcr  (Scotland)  • 
(*26o). 

Third  /tVWiw<7— SlnnjrhtcrhouacR,  &c.  •  (204) : 
('ivil  Bill  OourtM(ln-land)*  (11(5);  Ald^'nicy 
Harbour*  (1^6)  ;  Statute*  Ljiw  Ki'vision 
(No.  2)  *  (147). 

Roual  ^intifht — Wenl(M'k  Klcnicntan'  Kducatitm 
[37  Ar  3S  Vict.  c.  39] ;  Personation  [37  & 
38  rift.  V.  3(i] ;  Powrrs  I-aw  Ann-ndmont 
[37  A:  38  J'ii't.  e.  37] ;  ('units  (Stniits  S«;ttle- 
inents)  [37  A:  3S  Virf.  c.  38] ;  Colonial  Attor- 
n«rys  urliof  Act  Anunduient  [37  i:  38  /'/VY. 
c.  41];  Board  of  Trjido  Arhitnitions,  In- 
quirii-H,  Arc.  [37  &  38  Htf.  c.  40]  :  Buildini,' 
SociHii'S  [37  Jt  38  I'/V/.  c.  42]:  Alkali  A<t 
(1863)  Amendment  [37  &  38  I't'rf.  c.  43]; 
^larriwl  Women's  l*roi)ei"ty  Act  (1870)  .Vmend- 
iiient  [37  Ac  38  J7r/.  e.  oO]:  lIosuTv  Manufac- 
tiiro  (\Vaf?<  s)  [37  A:  38  J'frf.  v.  48]  ;  Intoxi- 
cating Liquoni  [37  &  38  /7i7.  c.  49J ;  (.'ounty 
of  Hertfoi-d  and  LilK-rty  of  Sjimt  Alhan 
[37  Ac  38  Vict.  V.  Ao] ;  Customs  (Islo  of  Man) 
[37  &  38  Vict.  V.  46];  Industrial  and  R<'- 
formator}'  Schools  [37  &  38  J7r/.  c.  47]; 
FactoricB  (Health  of  Women,  A:c.)  [37  A:  38 
Viet.  c.  44] ;  Chain  Cuhles  and  Anchors  [37  & 
38  Virt.  col]:  Kcvimni?  Barristers  (Payment) 
[37  &  38  Viet.  c.  53];  Alersey  Channels 
137  ft  38  Virt.  c.  52];  IjOOuI  Govemmcnt 
board's  ProTisional  Ordors  Confirmation 
(No.  4)  [37  ft  38  Viet.  c.  clii.] ;  £lementar\' 
Education  Proyidoiial  Order  Ckmfiinutioii 
(No.  2}  [87  ft  38  Fut.  o.  otiiL]. 


SANITARY   LAWS  A^IEXDMENT  BILL. 
{T/ie  Lurd  lVaI»iu(fhaut.) 

(no.     181.)       SECOND   RE.VDIXO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  R  end- 
ing, rend. 

Lord  WALSINGIIA^r,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  bo  now  rend  the  second 
time,  Boid,  that  this  m ensure,  which 
hnd  come  up  from  the  Commons,  was 
only  to  be  considered  ns  a  necessary 
step  towards  the  general  consolidation 
and  amendment  of  the  sanitar}-  laws. 
From  1848  onwards,  attempts  liad  been 
made  to  legislate  upon  sanitary  matters. 
Several  Acts  had  been  pa.ssed  of  which, 
perhaps,  the  first  which  might  be  consi- 
dered of  importance  was  the  Act  of 
1866;  but  up  to  1872  groat  confusion 
had  existed  among  the  various  .sanitary 
authorities  in  the  countr}'.  Tliere  was  a 
complication  of  jurisdiction  which  was 
one  of  the  points  specially  refeiTcd  for 
inquiry  to  the  Koyal  Sanitary  Commis- 
si(m.  Tliev  rec<unniendtMl  in  thoir  lie- 
poi-t  tliat  the  country  should  be  divided 
into  urban  and  rural  sanitarj*  districts, 
and  that  one  authority  only  should 
exorci.so  jurisdicticm  in  eadi  district.  In 
1872  tho  Public  Health  Act  was  jiassed, 
which  gave  effect  tt)  the  roi-ommonda- 
tions  of  the  Commission  by  dividing 
the  country  into  urban  and  rural 
sauitarj'  districts,  the  urban  autho- 
rities under  the  Act  being  Tcnvn  Coun- 
cils, Improvement  Commissionei's,  and 
Local  Hoards;  in  rural  districts  the 
authorities  being  the  Boards  of  (ruar- 
<lians  for  each  I'nion,  but  Guardians 
representing  parishes  included  in  any 
urban  districts  were  to  bo  ex(?ludod 
from  all  rural  district  Boards.  The  Act 
also  provided  for  the  necessary  transfer 
of  iK)wcrs  and  property  wJiich  were  to 
accompany  this  jurisdiction,  and  con- 
ferred upon  the  liocal  Government 
Board  certain  powers  with  reference  to 
tlie  constitution  of  port  sanitary  autlio- 
rities  and  other  matters.  It  dealt  with 
great  and  varied  interests,  with  details 
of  local  administration,  with  minute  and 
intricate  questions  of  duty  and  autho- 
rity, in  which  a  permanently  satisfactoiy 
arrangement  could  hardly  have  been 
hoped  to  be  arrived  at  without  some  fur- 
ther oxperienct?  which  miglit  enable  Par- 
liament to  remedy  defects,  and  to  con- 
dense or  to  elaborate  the  sj'stem  which 
liad  been  set  in  motion,  according  to  such 
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necessities  as  time  and  observation 
might  indicate.  Many  questions  had 
arisen,  much  experience  had  now  been 
gained,  defects  had  Leon  discovered,  and 
anomalies  recognized  in  the  existing 
law,  which  it  became  the  duty  of  the 
responsible  Department  to  remedy  and 
to  remove.  The  Local  Government 
Eoard  had  long  contemplated  a  com- 
plete consolidation  of  the  »Sanitary  Laws, 
but  until  the  general  provisions  of  the 
law  had  been  ascertained  and  fixed,  it 
was  felt  that  such  consolidation  would 
bo  premature,  and  the  present  Bill  might 
bo  considered  as  only  a  necessary  step 
towards  it.  A  large  number  of  the  pro- 
visions in  the  present  Bill  were  therefore 
morely  administrative,  and,  to  some  ex- 
tent, technical.  It  conferred  but  few 
now  powers,  merely  improving  for  the 
most  part,  the  machinery  by  which  the 
provisions  of  the  old  Acts  might  be  car- 
ried out,  and  defining  the  means  by 
which  various  authorities  were  to  perform 
their  duties.  For  these  purposes  it  was 
proposed  by  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  to 
explain  and  amend  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1 872  ;  the  second  part  to  amend 
the  general  Sanitary  Law  with  regard  to 
the  powers  and  duties  of  sanitary  autho- 
rities; and  the  third  part  to  regulate 
the  constitution  and  olootion  of  Local 
Boards.  Subsequent  divisions  wore 
thou  dovotod  to  provisions  as  to  the 
acquisition  of  property,  powers  of  bor- 
rowing, and  the  audit  of  accounts. 
Some  rep^ulations  followed  having  regard 
to  the  institution  and  confirmation  of 
bye-laws ;  while  the  remainder  of  the 
Act  was  dt'votod  to  miscellaneous  sani- 
tary pnmsions  in  connection  with  water 
su])ply.  the  prevention  of  disease,  and 
th«»  sale  of  unwholesome  frmd.  First,  in 
amending  the  Act  of  1872,  it  removed 
<'xi sting  doubts  b}-  declaring  that  the 
rural  sanitary  authority  and  the  13oard 
of  Guardians  were  the  same  authority, 
and  that  all  re}L::ulati(^ns  applicable  to 
Guardians  sliouhl  apply  to  them  in  both 
capacities.  It  further  provided  that 
transfers  of  powers  held  for  sanitary 
purposes  should  apply  to  authorities 
under  local  Acts,  as  well  as  to  those 
under  the  general  law.  It  also  adjusted 
tlie  incidence  of  the  various  rates  under 
which  sanitary  expenses  were  to  be 
levied;  and  provided  compensation  for 
officers  who  might  hereafter  be  deprived 
of  office  imder  its  operation.  Secondly, 
in  amending  the  general  law,   it  pro- 
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yided  for  the  payment  of  expenies  m 
curred  by  the  chief  constables  in  pnn 
outing  offenders  in  default  of  the  ni 
sance  authority,  and  enabled  the  Loo 
Government  Board  to  enforce  bv  msnd 
mus  their  orders  for  the  execution 
necessary  works ;  giving,  moreover, 
ix)wer  to  settle  disputes  between  kn 
boards  about  boundaries  of  sanits 
districts  which  were  often  made  the 
cuse  for  neglecting  important  dut 
There  were,  as  he  had  said,  veiy ! 
new  powers  taken  by  this  Bill.  It 
tended  the  borrowing  powers  of  sanii 
authorities,  and  gave  them  inorei 
facilities  for  purchasing  easement? 
rights  as  well  as  land  and  water, 
authorized  them  to  recover  by  sumn 
proceeding  the  costs  of  the  remon 
works.  It  enabled  justices  to  onlei 
closing  of  wells  and  pumps  which  n 
be  proved  to  be  injurious  to  heal 
which  was  an  important  new  power 
tinctly  recommended  by  the  Sani 
Commission.  It  enabled  sanitary  ai 
rities  to  provide  hospitals  for  infed 
diseases,  and  to  securo  means  for 
removal  of  patients  beyond  the  limi 
their  district  in  cases  of  emergency, 
extended  to  the  Metropolis  tlie  powi 
order  the  destruction  of  infected  clotl 
and  provided  that  complaints  uf 
sauces  made  by  persons  other  thai 
habitants  of  the  jilaco  wliere  i 
occurred  should  bo  attended  to. 
p^'anted  power  to  Justices  to  i 
■warrants  to  search  for  unwhnlei! 
food,  tJiough  not  exposed  for  sale, 
imposed  penalties  on  lodging -h< 
keepers  falsely  denying  the  harbou 
of  infectious  or  epidemic  diseases. 
cept  in  these  nmttera  whicli  lie  had  i 
merated,  the  Bill  was  dovottnl  to  d 
ing  up  doubts  as  to  the  interprets 
of  the  old  Sanitary  Acts,  and  to  imp 
ing  and  arranging  the  macliinerj'provi 
in  them  for  various  purposes.  Mo« 
the  important  clauses  had  formed 
subj(>ct  of  distinct  recommendation 
the  kSanitary  Commission,  and  the 
had  reiieived  the  cordial  assent  of  I 
sides  of  the  ITouso  of  Commons. 
adoption  would  assist  tho  action  of  s 
taiy  authorities,  and  would  greatly  i 
litate  the  subsequent  introdnction  ( 
measure  for  tho  general  conBoIidBtioi 
the  law. 


3foved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be 
2\''—{77ieLord  Wahingimm.) 


t  Soyal  {lot*  Indian)  Ordnane*  |Jult  30, 

jOHD    REDE8DALE    eaid,    he    was 

I  to  hwir  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Her 

Uestj-'s  Govortinienl,    tho   Bill  wae  a 

towards  tito  consoiidutiGD  of  thfi 

J  Law8,  than  which  nothing  wae 

e  wanted.     He  bad  his  doubta  thiit 

hrould  tend  very  much  in  that  direc- 

Jb.     It  would  be  one  Bill  the  moi%,  in 

Bition  b>  the  many  others  which  miiet 

\  induded  in  any  scheme  of  codifica- 

Sanitary  works  were  apt  to  be  very 

lenaive,  and  he  thought  there  aught 

be  the  fnlleAt  trxplanation  as  to  the 

ber  of  aoquiring  and  holding  land. 

juu,  rORTESCTTE  eaid.  he  agreed 

1  the  noble  Ijord  the  Chairman  of 

oittoes  in  approving  the  Bill,    so 

IS  a  measure  for    (.'onsoli- 

bng  tho  Sanitary  Laws,  which,  un- 

Bbl«dly,  required  consolidation ;  but, 

imdflring  the  enlightened  viewH  of  the 

■«nt  Prime  Minister,  he  was  rather 

Mppointod  that  a  more  comprehensive 

irc    on    the    subject    of    sanitary 

u  bad  not  been  submitted  to  Par- 

Uant  this  year.     The  time  wasted  on 

I  Intoxicating  Liquors  Bill  would  have 

■n  much  better  bestowed  in  discussing 

I  subject  of  sanitary  legislation ;  but, 

r  what  had  been  said  by  the  noble 

il  (Lonl  Walsingham)he  entertained 

Lnguino  hope  that  the  Govormnent 

tild  introduce  next  Session  some  lai^e 

the  subject.     He  had  not 

acted  much  from    the  late  Govem- 

bt,  whose  Cllbinet  included  an  influ- 

|ial  Uembor  who  was  opposed  to  saui- 

j  legislation,  and  which  invented  the 

r  system  of  "Ministerial  Eesponsi- 

ptj  (limited) '' ;  but  he  did  expect  it 

'~  i  Httr  Uajes^'s  present  Miniafers. 

Sanitary  Auts   wore   excellent   in 

,  but  far  too  numerous,  and  he 

f'^rwl  that  the  practical  results  under 

'i  iviQ  had  in  many  instances  boon  retiO' 

_:  null',     if  Ihoy  compared  the  death-rate 

.  t    Ijoinlon,  ilanchester,  Liverpool,  and 

.  ilu-r  large  towns,  for  the  last  decade 

..  iib  that  of  tlio  decadn  aft«T  the  Public 

li^allh   Act  of  1848,  he   thought  they 

xiidd  tlnd  reason  to  conclude  that  the 

'J  "'ration  of  this  mass  of  sanitary  legis- 

1.1*100  had  not  been  far  from  as  beneti- 

-.1    ;i«    WHS   nxiPiWo<l.     The  mortnlity 

-    was    greater    than 

ii'iirs  back,  and  the 

>  l>>j  liad  attacked  thu 

:.      ill     \.'^\,..^{.    of    the 
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inquired  into  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  lai^e  towns  in  liie  own  diocese,  nay, 
of  tho  whole  county  of  Lancashire  ;  for 
the  Returns  of  the  Registrar  General 
showed  that  while  tho  rate  of  mortality 
was  docrensing  in  the  country  districts, 
it  was  increasing  in  the  Metropolis  and 
tho  other  large  centres  of  population, 

The  DiTKE  of  EICHMOND  hoped  the 
noble  Earl  would  forgive  him  if  he  did 
not  follow  him  in  liis  comment  on  the 
Intoxicating  Liquors  Bill.  He  quite 
concurred  with  his  noble  Friends  in 
thinking  that  a  consolidation  and  revision 


Majeetj-'s  Government  would  prepare  a 
Bill  having  that  object  dtiring  the  on- 
suing  Recess.  He  could  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  desirability  of  a  Consolidation 
Bill  would  afford  any  good  reason  for 
not  passing  this  Bill.  Neifber  could  he 
concur  with  his  noble  Friend  that  the 
action  of  tho  local  autliorities  in  respect 
of  sanitary  matters  bad  been  retrograde. 
In  many  localitiea  tbe  local  authorities 
had  done  much  in  the  cause  of  sanilary 
reform. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingiy,  and  commi/icil  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

BOTAL    (LATE    7NDTAN)    ORDN-VNCE 
cola's  COMPENSATIO.V  BILL, 

{Uf  Sari  I?/  PimLni-f.) 
(so.   203.)       BE00:ra   REABDJO, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Tub  Earl  oy  PEMBROKE,  in  moving 
tliat  the  Bill,  which  had  como  up  from 
the  Commons,  be  now  rea<l  the  second 
time,  explained  that  in  tho  Indian 
Corps  before  the  Mutiny  and  the  amal- 

famation  of  the  Indian  with  the  Royal 
rmy,  there  bad  prevailed  among  tlio 
officers  a  custom  of  subscribing  money 
to  make  up  a  bonus  which  was  given  to 
superior  oifieers  for  retiring.  After  the 
amalgamation  that  system  went  on  ;  but 
after  tho  abolition  of  Purchase  in  Her 
Majesty's  Army  it  was,  of  course,  im- 
posBibie  to  allow  such  a  system  to  con- 
tinue. The  object  of  this  Bill  was  to 
enable  the  Army  Purchase  Commis- 
sioners to  consider  the  claims  on  retire- 
ment of  wiy  officers  who  on  the  Ist  of 
Novt.mbw,  1B7I,  wore  serving  in  n  . 
DDK  of  what  had  been  the  Indian  Ord. 
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nance  Corps,  and  to  grant  to  any  of 
those  officers  who  had  retired  since,  or 
who  might  hereafter  be  permitted  to 
retire,  a  compensation  equal  to  the  sums 
they  would  have  received  in  the  nature 
of  a  bonus  for  such  retirement,  after 
deducting  such  sums,  if  any,  &s  they 
might  have  received  from  the  Indian 
revenues  in  respect  of  bonus.  Such  were 
the  provisions  of  the  first  clause.  There 
were  other  clauses  in  tlie  Bill,  but  they 
related  only  to  conditions  precedent  and 
to  the  adjustment  of  accounts  and  such 
matters.  Ho  begged  to  move  the  second 
reading. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
—{The  Earl  of  Pembroke.) 

Bill  read  2"  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
To-morroto. 

House  adjoumoil  at  a  quarter  past 
Six  o'cltK'k,  'till  To-mor- 
row, 11  quartor  iK'fore 
FiA'c  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday/,  SOth  July,  1874. 

MTNUTES.]  —  VvmAv.  Bii.i.s—  OrthrrJ-  -  Fhsf 
Uratffnq — McJicul  Act  (IS'iS)  AiinMnlmi'iit  * 
[2:J8].  ■ 

Ftnt  Rtntlnta — Statute  1-^w  Kevision  (No.  2)  ♦ 
L237]. 

Srrom/  Rtatfinfi—VnxiiU'  liUnatic  Asvlunis  (Tiv- 
laiid)*  I'iirij. 

Commiffff  -Rvport  -CVniHoHilatr^d  Fund  Appro- 
piiatiou  *  :  Kxj)iriiii^  I/jtws  ('ontiiinancf 
[201 1  ;  Real  rn.)p«'i-ty  Vendoi*s  and  Pur- 
chjisiTS  [rt-rumni.)  ♦  [21};il- 

Co/4sit/t)'tif  us  oiiuuiltti—  (Jrrat  Si-al  Oflici-s  * 
r22?,]:  Post  Oftici-  Saviiijvs  Pniik*  [227]: 
Hoval  Frisli  ( 'mist alnilaiv  and  Duldiii  Metro- 
l>olitan  IVilic*'*  [1'J<»1".  Fine?*  Act  (In-laiid) 
Aintndment  *  [222]. 

Third  Uiiuliuq  —  Priiicp  lii'Oixjld'p  Annuity 
f2;i2]  ;  Kndowi'd  ScIumjIs  A«-ts  Amondnirnt 
12281:  Heal  Pi-oi)..rty  Limitation*  [1:'>S]: 
Elenientarv  Kilueation  Provisional  C>rd»T 
Confirmation  *  [21 1],  and  pasmiK 

Wif/it/rdiCH—tliiriiH  (n-comnt.)  *  [MO]. 

PRIVATE    RTTJ.    LEOISLATTON  —  XKW 

STAXDIXa  ORDERS  -irorSES   OF 

THE  LAP.OURT\(J  CLASSES. 

Uu.  APSHETON  CROSS,  in  moving 
the  adoption  of  several  now  Standing 
Orders,  stated  that  he  did  so  in  fulfil- 
ment of  a  pledge  which  ho  gave  to  the 
IIouso  some  time  ago.     Tliey  had  been 

T/iC  Earl  of  Pembroke 


shown  to  the  Railway  OompinyB  nd 

the  persons  most  interested,  and  any  c^ 

jections  which  they  entertained  hid  \)e<« 

entirely  removed.     He  begged  to  inov« 

the  adoption  of  the  following  Stan^ns; 

Orders : — 

48  A. 

(Statement  rrlating  to  housos  inhabited  by  tLr 
labouring  cIrmcs  to  ho  ilrposited  in  the 
Private  Bill  Oflite.) 

**  1 .  Tn  the  casn  of  any  Bill  by  which  powfr 
18  Roiin^lit  to  tako,  in  any  city,  town,  or  lorish. 
fiftwn  hoiiMH)  or  inort\  otviipifd  cither  vboUr 
or  jMirtiully  an  tenants  or  lodfTrrs,  by  ppi»a» 
bclonpfin^  to  the  luljouring  clasa*^  thepromv^fT^ 
be  ro<[uire«i  to  dcpofdt  in  the  I'rivatr  nil!  l^ffi^r 
on  or  brforo  the  3l8t  day  of  PivrmlH't.  a  rtat«- 
ment  of  the  number,  di'scription,  and  situAti'^E 
of  the  said  houses,  the  number  (so  far  a»  th'T 
can  bo  ascertained)  of  pontons  to  In?  di«}»Ia<\^l 
and  whether  any  and  what  pro>-iaion  L*  nuiL 
in  the   Hill  for  remedying   the  inconvem«''» 
likely  to  arise  frt)m  such  displacement,  and  thix 
such  statement  be  referred  to  tho  Committee  on 
the  Bill. 

181  A. 
(Notice  to  occupiers  hv  plftcarclft.} 

"  *2.  In  eA-er}'  Bill  by  which  powtT  is  smot^ 
to  t'ik(»,  in  any  city,  town,  or  parish,  ^tteti 
houses  or  mom  oce\ipie«l  either  wholly  or  pw- 
tially  as  teiuints  or  lodg(>ra,  by  prrwmH  beloof- 
in^  to  tlic  lal louring  claiises,  a  <-I:ium.'  idial]  br 
inserted  to  enact  that  the  C-omnany  nhall,  not 
less  than  (*ight  w(H'ks  bt^ore  taking  iinr  m^ 
housi>s,  make  known  their  intention  to  take  thf 
Siiinif  ])y  ]iLicards,  handbills,  or  uthfr  putial 
notice  ])lac(Kl  in  public  view  upi^n  or  within  a 
reastiuablii  distance  from  sueh  houses,  and  thai 
the  C'onipiny  shall  not  tak«*  any  .su<h  hi.«u.«.i» 
until  tlu'V  have  obfciined  the  certitii\it«'  of  a 
justice  in  Kntrlnnd  and  Indand,  and  4 if  th- 
sheritf  in  Sc'otland,  that  it  has  lieen  pn.ircd  ti> 
his  satisi'aetiim  tlutt  the  Comiviiny  have  nud'* 
known  their  intention  to  take  thf  tatrnv  in 
uianuer  n -quired  by  this  pi'o>'isiun. 

181  1:. 
(C'l:iusc  tn  1k!  iiisi-rti'd  in  Bills.) 
"3.  In  every  such  Bill  a  (*laui««' .•^hall  Iv  in- 
serted, if  applicable,  re^iuirin^  thf  ]>roniot»'r>  !■.■ 
procun',  within  a  time  to  W  limit^-d.  sutlicitnt 
arcoiiiuiodation  for  pi-i-sons  belon^ni;  to  lb- 
labouring  flasses,  who  will  bi-  dis]»lait.'d  uuJ-.r 
th»'  powers  of  the  Bill. 

181  r. 
(Committt-r-  to  report  KiMTially  to  this  lb>u*r/ 
**  4.  'Hie  Committed'  ujKm  evfr>'  sueh  Bill 
shall  r<'port  specially  to  the  lloiis*^,  whith»T 
siK'li  a  (.'Iaus4>  has  been  inserted  in  the  Kill: 
and,  if  not,  the  grounds  uiHin  whiih  the  I'oui* 
mitti'c  have  decidtnl  it  to  Im-  inapjdicable. 

"o.  Tbat  these  (h*ders  }»o  St;inding  Orders  of 
the  House." 

Mr.  KAY-SIIUTTLEWOKTH 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
thus  k(ioping  an  important  part  of 
the  pledge  which  ho  had  given  in  the 
debate  on  his  ^lotion ,  and  observed 
tliat  the  only  cause  for  regret  was  that 
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-  ^SM  Standing  Orders  had  sot  been 
adopted  long  ago.  He  hoped  the  ri^ht 
lion.  Gentleman  would  next  SesBion 
•on^ete  the  fulfilment  of  his  pTomi__ 
liy  finding  soma  means  of  obliterating 
£rom  the  face  of  the  Metropolis  some  of 
tiiose  biota  whioh.  disfigured  it,  and  that 
lie  would  provide  facilities  for  the  ao- 

,  qniaitian  of  sites  —  thus  cleared — on 
which  to  baild  "iTelling-houBes  for  the 

■  woAisg  daases. 

t.      Me.  VhTTWELL  concurred  in  the 
•  Mntiinents  expressed  by  hie  hon.  Friend. 

Kev  Standing  Orders  agreed  to. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 
Standing  Order  175  read. 
Us.  RAIKES  moved  several  Amend> 

■  menta  in  the  Standing  Orders,  with  re- 
fiarence  to  Drainage  and  Enclosure  Acts. 
Se  stated  that  at  present,  in  any  Drain- 
•ge  or  Enclosure  Bill,  it  was  necessair 
te  obtain  in  writing  the  consent  of  all 
the  owners  of  property  in  the  parish. 
nuB  was  attended  with  considerable  in- 
mmvenienco,  and  he  proposed  to  amend 
the  Standing  Orders  by  providing  that 
only  the  consent  of  those  who  had  pro- 
perty within  the  area  affected  should  be 
Teqnired. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  lino  18,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  Parish  to  which 
the  Bill  relates,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
worda  "area  to  be  enclosed  under  the 
Bill,"— (Jfr.  £ai>t-M,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tho  words 
'  Parish  to  which  the  Bill  relates '  stand 
part  of  the  said  Standing  Order." 

Us.  OOLDSHID  said,  that  this  was 
a  subject  of  considerable  importance, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  deferred  till 
next  Session. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  suggested 
that  tho  further  consideration  of  the 
should  be  postponed. 


PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 
—SEARCH  WARRANTS  FOR  ARBfS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  butt  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  hie  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  fact  that  the  war- 
rants issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
domicihaiy    search    for 
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arms  in  proclaimed  districts  are  not  di< 
reoted  to  any  one  by  name,  but  ge- 
nerally to  all  officers  and  constables  of 
the  constabidary  within  tho  county ; 
and,  whether  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  has  been  taken 
upon  the  legality  of  such  general  war- 

Sii  MICHAEIj  HICKS-UEAOH: 
Sir,  that  form  of  warrant  was  originally 
settled  in  1848,  and  continued  under  the 
advice  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
at  tho  passing  of  tho  Peace  Preservation 
Act  of  1870.  For  that  reason  I  have 
not  thought  it  necosBary  to  ask  tho  opi- 
nion of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
on  the  present  occasion. 

JTTDICATURE  (IRELAND)  BILL— IRISH 
JUDICIAL  SYSTEM.— aUESTIONS. 

Mr.  Sebjeant  SHERLOCK  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  to  make  any  appointment  to 
tho  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  appointment 
will  be  made  before  the  resumption  of 
legal  business  in  November  next  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  Resolution 
to  postpone  for  the  present  the  Irish 
Judicature  Bill  has  been  arrived  at  so 
recently  in  consequence  of  unavoidable 
circura stances,  that  the  Government 
have  not  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  course  they  would  pursue 
with  regard  to  the  vacant  judicial  offices 
in  Ireland;  but  it  is  a  subject  which 
will  engage  our  immediate  attention. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENKY  said,  he 
would  not  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  reading 
the  Question  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper.  It  was  to  ask  tho  First  Lord  of 
tho  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  Pamphlets  pub- 
lished by  the  Lord  Justice  of  Ap- 
peal on  tho  judicial  system  of  Ireland, 
and  to  Correspondence  between  the 
Judge  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court  and 
tho  Lord  Chancellor,  and  also  to  Re- 
turns recently  laid  before  Parliament  on 
the  judicial  work  in  England  and  in  Ire- 
land respectively  ;  and,  whether,  having 
regatd  to  the  facts  stated  in  those  docu- 
ments, he  will,  before  another  Judica- 
ture liill  is  introduced  relating  to  Ire- 
laud,  consider  tho  propriety  of  issuing  a 
Royal  Commission,  upon  which,  as  in 
the  similar  case  of  England,  the  general 
2  12 
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public  shall  be  represented  as  well  as  the  performing  the  same  duties  at  liTcr- 

legal    profession,    to  inquire  into  the  pool  ?  

whole  judicial  system  of  that  country       The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHEr 

both  as  regards  the  superior  courts  of  QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  that  with  regirl 

common  law  and  equity,  and  tlie  county  to  the  first  Question,  he  believed  the 

courts   presided  over  by  the  assistant  case  stood  thus :  a  Comimssion  or  Com- 

ban*isters  or  chainnon  of  counties,  and  mittee  was  appointed   by  the  Goren- 

also  into  the  appointment  and  duties  of  ment  in  1868,  which  drew  up  a  scheme 

persons  unlearned  in  the  law  as  stipen-  for  the  improvement  of  the  poution  of 

diary  magistrates  in  that  coimtry  ?  the  clerks  of  the  Customs.    That  Bcheme 

Mr.   DISRAELI:  At  this  period  of  was    coupled  with    a    recommeodniat 

the  Session  it  is  very  considerate  on  the  that  the  salaries  of  tho   clerks  at  the 

paii;  of  tho  hon.   Member  not  to  read  outports  shoidd  be  accommodated  to  the 

his  Question  at  length.     My  attention  proposals  recommended  as  to  theLon- 

has  been  called  to  the  pamphlet  pub-  don  clerks.    There  was  a  further  recom- 

lished  by  the  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal  mendation  that  after  that  had  been  done, 

and  to  other  documents ;  but  it  is  not  the    position  of   the    out-door    oflken 

the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern-  should    also    be    considered.     At   that 

ment  to  recommend  the  issue  of  a  Koyal  juncture  there  was  a  chang^e  of  Govern- 

Commission  before  the  introduction  of  ment,  and   the   new  Government  sof- 

anothcr  Judicature  IMll  relating  to  Ire-  pended  the  whole  of  these  proceeding 

laud,  because  we  believe  that  we  have  After  a  time  the  matter  was  taken  ^ 

now  all  tho  necessary  information  in  our  again,  and  the  Beport  which  had  bees 

possession.  made  to  the  previous  Grovemment  wm 

adopted,  and  it  was  decided  to  give  tt 

the  clerks  in  London   that  whidi  hii 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT  been  proposed  for  them.    It  was  further 

EXTRA  rOLICE  FORCE,  ANTilXFOJiD.  decided  that  as  tho  matter  had  been 

QUESTION.  suspended  for  a  considerable  time,  the 

Mr.    EEDMONI)    asked    tho    Chief  ?*' f  °"il 'L^!!  ^  T^rj-S*^  Si! 

c.        .         p      1    1      1    ir  1,        -n  tinio  of  suspension.    Then  came  the  cue 

Secretary   for  Ireland,  If  he  wiU  ex-  of  tho  clerks  at  the  outports ;  anditwu 

^f  w '^l'''<,  r^'''T' 1  ^f"* 'T  ^f  decided  that  they  also  should  receiw 

of  Wexfoi-d  are  charged  with  the  cost  of  ^^^^  ^^^^  not  for  the  same  period 

an    extra  police  force,  no    such  extra  ^  ^^^[  ^^^  ^^.^^  ^^^  ^o^^^^  ^j^^j;;  ^ 

force  being  einp loyrd  and  the  county  ^^.^,^  .^     ^hon  camo  the  case  of  the 

heing,  as  stated  by  the  loamod  judge  ^^^^.^^^^^  ^^  ^.^^^  ^     ^  ^^  ^^^ 

Nvho  presided  nt  the  recent  assizes,  in  a  „^  ^^^^^^  had  been  proposed.     Ulti- 

moat  peaceful  state  and  a  credit  to  the  ^^^^j^.  ^  ^^^^^  ^^^  p,4paUd.  and  their 

""si/mIOIIAEL  niCKS-BEAOH,  in  f""^^^  J^'F^  ''^'!Tt,lv''l  ^''^  **°'^ 

,         -1    1     1   T       1  ^1    i.  xi  tion  of  giving  them  back  pay  was  one 

reply,  said,  he  believed  that  there  were  ^^j^j^  ^^^  J^  to  bo  funded  in 

five  extra  pd.cemen   m  the  county  of  reason  or  justice,  their  case  being  e««- 

\\  Oxford,     lithe  magistrates  in  the  or-  ^i^n     aifierent  from  that  of  the  other 

d.nary  way  wished  the  withdrawal  of  ^^^^^^^^  ^f  clerks.     With  regard  to 

this  extra  force,  (government  would  have  ^j^^  ^^^^^  „f  ^j^^  subordinate  out-door 

no  objection  to  such  a  step.  ^^^^^  ^^  ^,^^  ^j^^j  outports,  they  ee> 

tainly  deserved  re-consideration  ;  but  it 

CT^STOMS  OTIT-DOOR  OFFICERS.  ^^^^  not  be  possible  to  put  them  uiK«i 

tho  same  footing  as  the  Liverpool  rleru, 

Qi'ESTiox.  because  tho  amount  of  business  done  at 

Mr.  GEIEYE  aslvod  Mr.  Clianccllor  Liverpool  was  second   only  to  that  of 

of  tlio  Excliequer,  If  he  liaH  finally  con-  London,  and  greatly  in  excess  of  that  of 

siderftd  and  dtnided  whothor  tho  Troa-  any  other  of  the  out-porta.     Liverpool 

sury  intend  to  put  the  Out-door  Officers  and  London  had  always  been  treated  on 

of  Customs  on  tho  same  footing  as  the  a  different  footing  from  any  other  out- 

(?lorks  as  to  back  pay  ;  and,  whether  he  port.     Tlie  position  of  the  clerks  in  the 

will  sanction  the  same  pay  being  given  out-door  out-ports,  however,  should  be 

to  the  subordinate  Out-door  Officers  at  considered, 
the  chief  outpoi-ts  as  paid  to   Officers 

Mi'-  Milvhell  Henry 
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PAUPER  LUNATICS  (SCOTLAND). 

QUESTIOX. 

Mb.  grieve  asked,  What  has  been 
decided  upon  in  regard  to  the  contribu- 
ticm  towards  Parochial  Limatio  Asylums 
in  Scotland  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
CKUER,  in  reply,  said,  it  was  understood 
tbat  the  contribution  would  be  made  in 
xeepect  of  patients  who  were  confined  in 
the  parochial  lunatic  asylums,  and  a  Vote 
would  be  proposed  at  the  beginning  of 
next  Session. 


HARBOUR  POLICE  (SCOTLAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  grieve  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  K  he 
lias  decided  whether  any  contribution 
irin  be  made  towards  the  Harbour 
Police  in  Bur^s  in  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
•aid,  the  object  of  the  contribution  made 
l^  tiie  Treasury  under  the  66th  section 
of  the  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  21  Vict. 
o.  72,  was  to  afford  a  certain  amount  of 
relief  of  local  taxation  in  coimties  and 
burghs  in  Scotland.  The  coimty  and  the 
ordinary  burgh  police  forces  were  main- 
tained by  local  rates  ;  but  the  police  em- 
^byed  in  harbour  duties,  especially  at 
Greenock,  were  paid  out  of  the  Harbour 
Funds,  which  were  derived  from  dues 
charged  on  goods  exported  and  imported 
at  the  respective  ports.  Therefore,  he 
did  not  think  that,  as  the  law  at  present 
Btood,  the  Treasury  ought  to  contribute 
to  the  expense  of  maintaining  the  har- 
lK>ur  police.  This  was  his  decision,  and 
it  was  the  same  that  was  arrived  at  by 
Ilia  predecessor  in  1866  when  the  matter 
was  brought  before  the  Home  Office. 

CONSULAR  CHAPLAINCIES. 

QUESTION. 

LoBD  HENRY  SCOTT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  to  give  effect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Consular  Chaplaincies  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  upon  Consular 
(Chaplaincies  has  only  been  received 
within  the  last  few  days.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  are  under 


the  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  No  decision  has  as  yet  been 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  the  main  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee ;  and 
I  would  remind  my  noble  Friend  that 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury  will  be  ne- 
cessary before  effect  can  be  given  to  the 
decision  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 


ARMY— MEDICAL  OFFICERS  ON  THE 
GOLD  COAST.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  LEARMONTH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  true 
that  the  payment  of  the  three  junior 
Medical  Officers  attached  to  the  three 
Regiments  engaged  on  the  recent  ex- 
pedition on  the  Gold  Coast,  is  only  to 
be  at  the  rate  of  three  shillings  a-day 
extra,  while  the  Medical  Officers  on  the 
Staff  and  those  in  the  Navy  received 
respectively,  the  former  double  pay,  the 
latter  £1  extra? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  it  was  true  that  the  medi- 
cal officers  attached  to  the  regiments, 
whether  senior  or  junior,  received  3«. 
a-day  extra,  like  the  officers  of  the 
regiment  itself.  The  medical  officers 
received  double  pay  while  they  were 
serving  on  shore.  With  respect  to  the 
payment  of  Medical  Officers  in  the 
Navy,  he  had  no  information. 


ARMY— THE  MARTINI-HENRY  RIFLE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  K  he  has  heard  re- 
ports condemnatory  of  the  Martini-Henry 
rifles  used  at  Wimbledon  as  being  er- 
ratic in  their  shooting,  and  inferior  to 
the  Snider,  and  characterizing  the 
weapon  as  "a  miserable  malforma- 
tion ; "  if  it  be  the  fact  that  the  Coun- 
cil issued  an  order  permitting  compe- 
titors to  wind  handkerchiefs  round  the 
stocks  to  mitigate  the  contusions  on  the 
cheek  of  the  marksman  caused  by  the 
kick  of  the  rifle ;  how  many  have  been 
manufactured,  and  what  proportion  of 
them  are  of  the  same  pattern  and 
length  of  stock  as  those  issued  at  Wim- 
bledon ;  and,  whether  he  will  not  stop 
the  expenditure  of  public  money  on 
these  rifles  till  a  more  perfect  i^attem 
has  been  attained  ? 
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Lord  EUSTACE   CECIL,    in  reply,  it  again.    He  had  now  to  give  the  sisu 

HaiJ,  tliat  no  reports  had  been  received  Answer  as  before — namely,  th.it  heW 

of  tlio  character  alluded  to.     No  doubts  no  such  intention  at  present. 
existed  as  to  the  shooting  of  the  ^lar- 

tiui-Henry  rifle  being  superior  to  that  SPAIN— BRKIANDAGE   IN  .SPAIX-CAT- 
of  the  Snider  and  Enfield.     The  Coun-  TUIIK  OF  A  IlUITISll  iSUWELT, 

cil   of  the    National   Rifle  Association  question. 

had  permitted  competitors  to  use  hand-  -fri-^Ti^-n      t     i    i     t-  j     c- 

kerchiefs  around  the  stocks  when  firing        ^\  I^^S^  ??^^4  <:lio  Un^er  Secw. 

with  small-bore  rifles,  but  this  practice  *ary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  lu. 

was  not  confined  to  the  Martini-Henry  attention  has  been  called  to  the  captUTH 

rifle,  and  the  rule  had  been  in  foi-ce  for  and  detention  of  Mr.  Arthur  Has^lden. 

some  years.     As  many  as  140,000  Mar-  a  British  subioct,   by  brigands,   m  tlir 

tini-Henry  rifles  had  been  manufactured,  neighbourhood  of    Lmares,  m    fcpain: 

They  wore  of  the  same  pattern  as  those  and,  if  it  is  intended  to  make  any  ap- 

used  at  Wimbledon,  and,  as  to  length  of  pli^-ation  to  the  Suanish  Govermnemto 

butts,  the  proportion  at  Wimbledon  was  compensate  Mr.  Ilaselden  for  the  8u£fvr. 

100  long  and  20  short,  which  proper-  mgs  he  has  endured,    and   the  raMom 

tion  was  given   at  the  request   of  the  ^^^^^  ^i«  relations  have   been  obhged 

Association.      The    proiwrtion    to    the  ^o  pay  to  obtain  his  release,  amountm:; 

Army    was    one-third    long  and    two-  to  tlie  sum  of  sl^^^^^ 

thirds  short  butts.     He  begged  leave  to  ,^^«;  BOUEKE  :  A\Tien   the  news  of 

remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Mar-  -^F-  -^^^^^^^^^  *F®8*  reached  the  Fu- 

tini-Hcnry    rifle    was  adopted  after  a  ^eign  Office,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

long  series  of  experiments,  and  trials  by  Foreign  Affairs  immediately  telegraplmi 

the  troops  at  liome  and  abroad.     It  was  ^  ^/-  Macdonnell,  the  Charge  d  Atfairw 

favourably  reported  upon  by  the  Hythe  at  Madrid,  directing  him  to  continue  his 

Committee  and  also  by  the  Council  of  endeavours  to  urge  the  Spanish  Govera- 

Ordnance.       The  Report  of  the  Com-  "^^^^  ^  ^^ake  energetic   efforts  m  thf 

mittee  had  been  laid  before  Parliament,  matter.  But,  Mr.  Haselden  was  releawd 

and  no  reports  had  been  received  as  to  ^^  consequence  of  the  brieands  acceptmg 

the  defects  of  the  Martini-Henry  rifle,  f/>800    from  Mr.   Haselden's    friend*, 

except  in  very  minor  details,  whiJh  were  ^r.  Haselden  has  been  informed  that 

now  in  process  of  being  remedied.  There-  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  repay 

fore,  there  was  no  intention  of  stopping  him  the  money;  but  that  Mr.  Macdon- 

the  manufacture  of  the  Martini-Henry  5,eU  has  been  directed  to  urge  the  hspanu^li 

rifles.       Ilo  might  add  that  as  far  as  Government  to  do  all  it  can  to  effect  the 

his  right  lion.  Friend  and  himself  were  capture  of  the  brigands  and  the  restora- 

concoriiod,  they  liad  no  bias  in  regard  t^on  of  the  money, 
to  tho  Martini-Honry   riflo.     It   was  a  ..... 

legacy  loft  to  thorn  by  the  late  Govom-  NAVY-CASK  OF  .VDMIRAL    KAV^LE^ 
Tinnit,  and  as  such  lio  was  sure  the  hon.  AVILMO P.— QUESTION. 

^Ioml)or  would  son  it  woidd  not  be  ad-        Mu.  HAUDCASTLE  asked  the  Firrt 

visablo  to  arrivo  at  any  conclusion  on  its  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  having 

merits  merely  upon  reports  which  might  regard  to  tlie  circumstances  under  which 

apjiear  in  the  newspapers.  Admiral    Randolph  was    acquitted  by 

Court  Martial,  in  relation  to  the  ground- 

VPATV  Mnurvr  \rviM>\vT   ir-*  ing  of  the  *'Niobe"  and  **  Narcissua.'* 

*  thoy  Will  reconsider  the  case  of  Admiral 

QVE!:»Tiox.  Enrdley  Wilmot,   who    (together  with 

CoLOXEL  TjEAK^IOXTII    asked    the  Admiral    Wellesley,     Commanding    in 

Secretary  of  Slate  for  War,  If  it  is  his  Chief),  was  n^moved  from   his  pobt  of 

intoution  to  luako  any  alteration  in  the  second    in   command    of   the   Channe-1 

Army  Medical  Warrant  of  the  1st  March  Scpiadron,   1871,  without  such  inquirr: 

187.'J?  and,    whether    lie    will    recognize   th*.- 

Mr.   GATIIOENE   IIAEDY,  in  re-  claims  of  Admiral  Wilmot  after  fortv- 

ply,  said,  that  haviiij;^  already  answered  Ave  years'  service  to  be  again  appointed 

the  Quostion  on  tlie  l.'Uh  and  again  on  to  a  command? 

the  27th  of  tliis  month,  ho  was  surjiriscd        Mu.    HUNT,   in  reply,   said,  the  4'i 

at  the  hun.  and  j^allant  Membor  asking  years  of  good  and  faithful   service  by 
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Admiral  Eardley  Wilmot  was  fully  re- 
oognized  at  the  Admiralty,  and  he  shoidd 
be  glad  to  appoint  the  gallant  Admiral 
to  a  command,  but  for  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  prospect  of  his  remaining 
long  in  the    service,    inasmuch    as  he 
would  bo  retired  by  age  next  Spring. 
No  Roar  Admiral's  appointments  had 
been  disposed  of  sinco  he  had  been  at 
the  Admiralty,  and  none  would  bo  for 
the  next  two  or  three  months.     K  Ad- 
miral Wilmot  were  appointed  to  such  a 
command,  he  woidd  have  to  strike  his 
flag  next  Spring,  and  it  was  obviously 
for  the  good  of  the  service  that  ofhcers 
should  be  appointed  who  were  likely  to 
remain  in  the  service.  On  these  grounds, 
lie  could  hold  out  no  prospect  .of  Admi- 
tbI  Wilmot  being  appointed  to  a  com- 
mand.   At  the  same  time,  the  gallant 
Admiral  and  his  friends  ought  not  to 
consider  that  the  circumstance  of  his  not 
getting  a  command  cast  any  slur  upon  him. 
Sir   EAEDLEY    AVILMOT    wished 
to  aay  a  few  words  in   reference  to  this 
matter.     [*' Order!"]    He  thought  the 
House  would  listen  to  a  few  words  from 
him  respecting  his  brother — a  gallant 
officer  who  had  served  his  country  in 
every  quarter  of  the  globe  for  upwards 
of  40  years.     In  1870,  his  brother  hav- 
ing not  long  before  returned  from  the 
command  of  the  African  Squadron,  and 
having  his  services  adverted  to  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  in  1866,  was  appointed 
second   in    conmiand  of   the   Channel 
Fleet.     He  had  served   in  the  war  in 
CThina,     at    Acre,    imder    Sir    Charles 
Napier;  he  had  been   at  Bomarsund; 
and  he  had  served  in  the  Crimean  War. 
In  1871   the  unfortunate  affair  of  the 
gproimding  of   the   Agincourt  occurred, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  exonerate  his 
brother  from  the  proper  share  of  blame 
attaching  to  him.     When  coming  out 
firom  the  Bock  of  Gibraltar,   in  broad 
daylight,  he  would  admit,  his  brother 
being   second    in   command,   the    ship 
jLgineourt  being  the    first  sliip  of  the 
second  line,  touched  on  the  Pearl  Bock. 
He  might  mention  that  the  Admiral  was 
not  supposed  to  have  any  share  in  the 
nayigation  of  the  ship ;   but  steps  were 
now  being  taken,  he  believed,  to  alter 
the    responsibility  of    the    navigation. 
Welly  as  he  had  already  remarked,  the 
ship  touched  the  Pearl  Eock,  and  in  a 
very  few  hours,  having  sustained  hardly 
any  injury,  she  was  drawn  off  by  Lord 
Giifora,  conmianding  Her  Majesty's  Ship 


Monarch,  and  she  returned  to  this  coun- 
try. At  that  time  great  unpopularity 
attached  to  the  Admiralty.  He  did  not 
wish  in  the  presence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  to  allude  to  the  disaster  in 
which  he  was  personally  interested.  He 
sympathized  sincerely  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  accident  to  the  Captain 
brought  on  the  Admiralty  a  certain  de- 
gree of  unpopularity.  The  residt  was 
that  as  soon  as  the  accident  to  the 
Agincourt  occurred,  his  brother  and  Ad- 
miral Wellesley  were  dismissed  by  the 
Admiralty. 

Mr.  DILLAVYN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  entitled  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  remarks  when  there  was 
no  Motion  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  supposed  from  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
stated  at  the  outset  of  his  observations, 
that  he  intended  to  conclude  with  a  Mo- 
tion. K  he  did  not  propose  to  do  so,  he 
would,  of  course,  be  out  of  Order. 

Sir  EAJRDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion,  merely  re- 
marking that  he  did  not  think  justice 
had  been  done  to  his  brother,  and  that 
he  appealed  fearlessly  to  the  opinion  of 
the  country'  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  made  no  Motion. 

Sir  eardley  WILMOT  said,  he 
was  to  have  moved  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House. 

BANK  HOLIDAYS— BATTERSEA  PARK. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  number  of 
poor  persons  desirous  of  visiting  Batter- 
sea  Park,  during  the  Bank  Holidays, 
any  arrangements  can  be  made  by  which 
they  may  be  permitted  to  cross  Battersea 
Bridge  free  of  toll  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  :  Under 
the  provisions  of  the  Chelsea  Bridge 
Amendment  Act  of  1858  an  exemption 
from  the  payment  of  toll  exists  on  Sun- 
days, Easter  Monday,  Whit-Monday, 
and  Christmas  Day,  and  knowing  how 
largely  the  people  avail  themselves  of 
this  privilege,  I  have  applied  to  the 
Treasury  in  order  to  obtain  their  sanc- 
tion to  extending  this  exemption  from 
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toll  to  the  other  Bank  Holidays — namely,  a  view  to  obtain  indemnity  to  the  Eof- 

August  3rd  and  DccomLor  26th.     I  have  ferers  for  the  loss  they  have  sustuned; 

as  yet  received  no  definite  answer ;  but  and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

I  have  every  hope  that  on  Monday  next  Mr.    BOURKE  :     Numerous  daiins 

thousands  of  those  poorer  classes  referred  have    been    made  by  British   mbjcct^ 

to  by  my  lion.  Friend  will  pass  over  on  account  of  losses  in  the  Carthageni 

Chelsea  Bridge  free  of  toll  on  their  way  insurrection.     Under  the  circum^tancff 

to  Battorsea  Park.  of  the  insurrection,  the  Spanish  GoTcrn- 

ment  have  admitted  the  rights  of  (r«r- 

THE  MAiasTUACY— KOCHESTER  CITY  man    and  Italian    subjects,    and  H« 

IU:xclI.-(iUEST10N.  Majesty's   Gk)vemment  have  contended 

lilit.  GOLDSMID  asked  the  Secretary  ^^^^  British  subjects  should  be  no  It^s 

of  State  for  the  Homo  Department,  On  favourably    treated.      The     claims   of 

what  groimds  it  has  been  reconmiended  -British   subjects    are   now    before  th* 

to  the  Lord  ChancoUor  to  add  three  ma-  Spanish  Government,   and  our  informa- 

gistrates  to  the  Eochester  City  Bench ;  ^^"^  l^^ds  us  to  hope  for  an  early  and 

if  he  is  aware  that  the  late  Lord  Chan-  favourable  reply, 
collor  declined  to  appoint  any  because 

sixteen   acting    magistrates    (including  INDLV  COUNCILS  BILL. 

the  ox  officio   memoers)  were    alleged  question. 

\  '"w  *°.^  r"*-"  ^^""^  '^®"' wi  ^  Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  right  hon- 

attend  to  tho  business ;   and,   whether  ^^^^^^,j^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  Horsham,  Whether 

any  proTious  coimnunication  on  the  sub-  ^^  .^^^^^  ^             j^  Committee  on  tL. 

ject  was  inade  to  the  Mayor  and  Cor-  ^^^^  Councils  Bill,   the  Amondmena 

^"MirASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply,  SwJKftiLH*  "^""^ '"'  ^ 

.  1     1      11                 •    J.  1      'A.\    \ '  -Diil  yesterday  aitemoon  r 

said     ho  had  communicated  with  lus  g/^  SEYMOUR   FITZGERALD,  in 

noble   and    learned    Fnend    the   Lord  ^     ^j^  ^  ^^at  he  had  done  on  tke 

Chancellor  on  the  subiect,   and  found    jA,  i:^n '    ^^  . i  _    ^«i.  • 

.1    4. 1  ^  1    1          •  i.  J  Xi     XI  day  before  was  to  make  certain  sugces- 

that  ho  had  appointed  the  three  magis-  ^^^^  ^^^  ^j^^  consideration  of  the  G... 

rates  in  question  to  the  Bench  because  ^^,^^„^t  ^  ^  making  some  modifica- 

he  beheyod  they  were  persons  who  were  ^j^^^  j^  ^^^  j^jy  ^^^^X^  ^^^^  ,„  ,^ 

highly  eligible  for  the  office  and  because  desirable.     He  had  reason  to  know  that 

ne  learnt  that  two  magistrates  out  of  .i.^  ^   ,._      i.-^              1 1    v     r           n 

1 .,    _               Hi.        4.?     1    r          -n  tliese  suggestions  would   be  favourabiT 

13    were    unable  to    attend    from    ill-  ^      -i       ^     \    i^-u                *.  ' 

1      1,,        1  n     4.1                 i.                   •  considered ;  but  he  was  not  m  any  event 

hoaltli ;  while  tliore  were  two  vacancies  jxi        *         j         i.'^i.j 

from  death.      His  noble  and    learned  prepared  to  pa^  Amendmente  embody- 

1  ^  •     1  1    -,        •   />         ,'         .  .1              .  mg  tnem  on  the  Jraper. 

r  ricnd  liad  no  intormation  with  respect  ^                              *^ 

to    tlio    late   Lord    Chancellor    having 

docliiiod  to  make  any  appointments.    If;  PKESERVATIOX  OF   IRISH  AXTluUI- 

he  might  add,  the  Question  had  been  TIES— GAELIC  MANUSCKirTS. 

put  witli  a  view  to  show  that  there  was  question. 

any  political  Lias  with  reference  to  the  ,,       c^ttx  x -rrr  a -^t        i     i      ,      ^.  . 

Eodicstor   Bench,   lie  woidd  only   say  ^,  ^\    ^V^^^^   ^^k^\  ^^\  ""-tl 

that  out  of  the  13  magistrates,  nine  be-  ^^'"^^V"?  S''''Jffu''1^'  Whether  he  will 

longed  to  the  Liberal  pai^y.  ^«  ,^^l«  to  fulhl  the  hope  held  out  by  him 

°                               1      ^  early  m  the  Session,  that  the  recently 

suspended  yearly  grant  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  translating  inq)ortant  Gaelic 

Manuscripts  in   Ireland  might  be  k- 

QVESTIOX.  g^in,(.^l  ? 

Mk.  EICHAIM)  asked  tlie  Secretary  Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  ia 

of  Stat«)  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  r<'ply,  said,  he  had  directed  eommunicfl- 

tlio  ]5ritisli  CcjHsul  at  Oarthagcna  h;is  tions  to  bo  made  to  tho  Master  of  the 

transmit tr'd  to  tlu?  Foroigu   OlHco  any  Kolls    in  Ireland   and   several  lewling 

rodainatioiis  in niiljritlsh  Ksubjccts  whose  Irish  scliolars   on   the  subject,   and  li«; 

property  has  Ijroii  destroyed  in  tliat  city  found  tliat  although  they  recommended 

during  the  civil  war ;  and,  whetlier  the  tliat  the  Annah  of  UUfer  should  be  the 

GoveninKMit  lias  made  any  ropresonta-  next  matter  for  consideration^  yet  the 

tions  to  tho  Spanish   Government  with  general  opinion  was  that  as  apreliminaiy 

Zurd  llcnr\i  Lennox 
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to  any  further  translation,  the  compila- 
tion of  a  dictionary  was  the  proper  work 
to  be  undertaken.  He  had  not  as  yet 
received  replies  to  all  the  communica- 
tionfl,  especially  not  from  one  gentleman 
whose  opinion  was  of  great  value,  and 
who  was  absent  in  India,  but  when  he 
liad  done  so,  he  would  have  great  plea- 
sure in  submitting  the  matter  to  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  would 
C^ve  the  proposal  his  best  attention. 


CHURCH  PATRONAGE   (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  asked  the  Govern- 
ment, Whether  thoy  would  consent  not 
to  take  the  Church  Patronage  (Scotland) 
Bill  after  half-past  1 1  o'clock  to-night  ? 
On  the  last  occasion  it  was  proceeded 
with  between  half -past  12  and  half-past 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  many  hon. 
Oentlemen  wore  incapable  of  remaining 
in  the  House  until  that  late  hour. 

Mk.  DISKAEl  J :  We  will  bring  the 
Bill  on  as  early  as  we  can  ;  but  it  is  im- 
possible to  tie  ourselves  to  any  particular 
time. 


LABOUR  L^UVS   COMMISSION. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  prepared  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Eeport  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Labour  Laws,  with 
the  evidence  taken  before  it  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  understood  from  the  Secretary 
that  the  Commission  had  not  concluded 
its  labours.  It  had,  however,  taken  a 
considerable  amount  of  evidence,  which 
would  be  in  his  hands,  he  hoped,  to- 
morrow, and  it  might  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  immediately.  He 
had  also  ascertained  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  adjourned  for  some  time — he 
Gould  not  say  how  long — and  that  their 
intention  was  to  finish  their  inquiry  so 
that  they  might  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  not  true  that  the  Com- 
mission stood  adjourned  to  November 
next? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CEOSS :  I  am  not 
aware. 


ENDOA\^D  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMEND^EENT 

BILL— TEE  NEW   COMMISSIONERS. 

PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  DISEAELI  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  in- 
form the  House  of  the  names  of  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  appointed  to 
the  vacant  post  of  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners,  and  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  do  bo  without  waiting  for 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Eead- 
ing  of  the  Bill,  lest  I  should  bo  precluded 
from  entering  into  any  debate  if  it  should 
occur.  The  additional  Charity  Com- 
missioner is  Mr.  Longley,  at  present 
Chief  Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  the  Metropolitan  District.  The 
two  Endowment  Commissioners  are — 
first  of  all,  Canon  Eobinson,  member  of 
the  former  Commission,  who  will,  there- 
fore, be  able  to  afford  to  the  new  Com- 
mission all  that  experience  by  which  he 
is  distinguished;  and  the  second Conmiis- 
sioner  is  Lord  Clinton,  formerly,  as  Mr. 
Trefusis,  a  Member  of  the  House,  who 
has  served  Her  Majesty  as  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  and  was  one  of 
the  University  Commission.  As  I  am 
on  my  legs,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  refer  to  a  personal  matter — not  per- 
sonal to  myself,  but  to  my  noble  Fnend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  (Viscount  Sandon). 
A  very  precise  statement  has  been  made, 
visiting  my  noble  Friend  with  what  is 
called  the  responsibility  of  having  de- 
vised and  drawn  up  the  Endowed 
Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill.  There  is 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  that 
statement.  The  Endowed  Schools  Bill 
was  a  Government  measure;  it  was 
prepared  by  the  Cabinet;  the  Cabinet 
are  responsible  for  it,  and  they  are  not 
disposed  to  shrink  from  that  responsibi- 
lity. My  noble  Friend  brought  it  for- 
ward at  my  desire  as  the  organ  of  the 
Government,  and  on  the  principle  which 
influences  me  in  the  management  of  the 
Business  of  this  House — namely,  that  of 
giving  the  rising  generation  of  states- 
men every  legitimate  opportimity  of  dis- 
tinguishing themselves. 

PRINCE  LEOPOLD'S  ANNUITY  BILL. 

{Mr.  Disradi.) 

[bill   232.]      THIRD   READIXG. 

Order  for  Third  Beading,  read. 

Mr.  BURT  begged   to    assure    the 
House  that  there  was  a  strong  and  very 
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general,  and,  as  far  as  his  own  cxpori- 
«nce  wont,  an  unanimous  feeling  against 
the  passing  of  measures  of  this  kind.  In 
his  opinion,  it  was  desirable  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  nation,  and,  he  might,  per- 
liaps  add,  in  tlio  interest  of  the  Crown 
itself,  that  these  repeated  applications 
to  the  public  purse  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  Koyal  Family  should  bj  some 
means  be  put  an  end  to. 

l^ill  read  the  third  time,  vmii  ^yassed. 

KNDOWEL)  SCHOOLS  ACrrs  AMENJ)MENT 

lULL.     [IJiLL  228.] 

(^risromd  SohHou^  Mr.  ^hslnfon  CroMn.) 

TUIKD    KEADIXG. 

Order  for  Third  Heading,  read. 

Mr.  ]\[UXDEI.LA,  who  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  that  this  Bill 
should  not  bo  further  proceeded  with 
till  the  names  of  the  now  Commissioners 
were  given  to  the  TTouse,  said  lie  would 
not  persevere  with  it  after  the  statement 
of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  tlie  (jrovernment.  lie  was  gratified 
at  the  ai^poiutment  of  Canon  ^Robinson ; 
but  he  feared  they  had  sustained  a  great 
h)ssiu  the  appointment  of  the  other  two 
Commissioners. 

Bill  read  the  tliird  time,  and  passed. 

KXl»IJMN(i  LAWS  CONTINUANCE  BILL 

[lULL   201.]       CO^FMITTEE. 
{Mr.    U'illia)n     JIiNn/     iS'w//M,     Jfr.     Attonift/ 

(loicral.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (J/r.  William  ILennj  Smith.) 

Mil.  BUTT,  who  had  given  Notice  of 
an  Amendment,  complained  that  two 
Irish  Coercion  Acts  had  been  included 
in  the  General  Continuance  Bill,  con- 
trary to  precedent,  and  without  allbrding 
any  fair  opportunity  of  considering  the 
l)ropriety  of  their  discontinuance  or  mo- 
di lication.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
calling  upon  the  House  to  discuss  this 
matter  at  the  present  time,  for,  if  the 
Bill  should  not  be  passed,  the  Acts  men- 
tioned in  it  would  nevei'theless  continue 
in  f«)rce  till  the  end  of  the  Session  of 
1S7.5.  It  seemed  as  if  it  was  intended 
to  enact  these  (?oercion  measures  per- 
j)etually,  and  this  being  the  case,  it  was 
the  duty  of  Members  to  press  for  such 
Amendments  as  they  considered  neces- 
sary.    He  brought  forward  his  Amond- 

J/r.  Hurl 


ment  on  two  grounds — first,  inregird 
to  the  effect  of  the  practice  in  quecdun 
on  our  general  system  of  legislati<~4L, 
and,  secondly,  with  regard  to  its  effM 
on  Ireland.     The  Attorney  General  fm 
Ireland  was  wrong  in    saving  that  th^ 
Peace  Preservation  Act  of  1870  was  nf< 
renewed    by  this   Bill.     That  meanin 
was  passed  to  amend  the  Act  of  18o6. 
and  tiie  present  Bill  renewed  not  only 
the  Acts  named  in   it,  Lut  also  thoi^ 
amending  tliem.  Now,  nothing  was  niuiv 
objectionable  than  to  place  Bill?  of  such 
vital  importance,  as  regarded  the  libertif-s 
of  the  people,   in   a  Continuance  Bill. 
But,  apart  from  themischief  of  renewing 
Acts  of  this  nature  in  a  General  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  lie  maintained  that  there 
was  never  less  justification  for  proposiBg 
a  renewal  of  the  Coercion  Acts  than  at 
the    present    moment.      All   the    Iridi 
Judges  who  had  recently  gone  on  cir- 
cuit bore  testimony  to    the   absence  of 
crime  in  Ireland,  and  one  of  them  ex- 
pressly declared  tliere  was  more  com- 
mitted in  one  county  of   England  an- 
nually than  in  the  whole  of  Inland.  Go- 
vernment,  it  was  said,    had    not  been 
long  enough  in  office  to  be  able  to  judge 
of  the  necessity  for  these  Acts ;  but  thia 
was  a  decisive  reason  for  not  asking  the 
House  to  continue  them,    inasmuch  as 
they  ought  to  be  continued,  if  at  all.  on 
the  responsibility  of  the   Government. 
and  on  Government  making  out  a  good 
case.     There  was  no  necessity  whatever 
for  determining  the  question  this  year. 
It  would  be  for  better  to  allow  it  to 
stand  over  till  next  Session.     Neithtr 
lumself   nor  his  hon.   Friends   arounti 
him  intended  to  ofier  any  opposition  to 
the  Government,  nor  had  they  done  frj 
on   former  occasions,  with  any  factious 
purpose ;  but  it  was  not  just  or  fair  that 
they  should  hold  in  their  hands  for  two 
years  to  come  a  stock  of  coercion  laws 
to  coerce  the  liberties  of  the  people.    It 
was  suggested  on  the  debate   for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  that  a  Dis^- 
lution  of  Parliament  might  take  place 
next  year,  and  it  was  therefore  necessaiy 
to  guard  against  such  contingency.    But 
was  that  probable  V    Wore  they  going 
to  have  a  new  Reform  Bill  that  would 
make  such  a  proceeding  necessary  ?   He 
proix)sed  on  Saturday  that  the  Acts  in 
question  should  be  re-enacted  for  a  time 
certain — say,  till  September  1 ,  1875.   He 
did  not  now  repeat  this  offer ;  but  on  the 
former    occasion  it  reduced  the  whole 
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question  definitely  to  this — ^wore  they 
going  now  to  renew  these  Acts  for  1876  ? 
]?erhaps  the  House  was  not  aware  of 
the  effect  of  this  legislation.  For  one 
thing  it  disarmed  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
In  31  out  of  32  counties  it  was  a  penal 
offence  to  keep  a  gun,  even  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  one's  crops,  without 
having  a  licence  from  the  stipendiary 
magistrate.  Nay,  more,  power  was 
given  to  the  Lord  Lioutenant  to  autho- 
rize a  search  for  arms;  and  from  an 
official  Ketum  he  learned  that  no  less  than 
234  warrants  issued  under  that  authority 
were  at  thi>4  time  in  the  hands  of  persons 
empowered  to  execute  them.  The  search 
might  be  carried  out  at  any  hour,  day 
or  night,  and  any  constable  might  have 
the  task  assigned  to  him.  He  knew  that 
the  power  conferred  by  these  Acts  had 
been  abused  in  Ireland,  and  of  that  no 
man  in  the  House.could  approve.  That 
power  had  been  used  for  the  purposes  of 
private  malice  and  revenge.  Now,  he 
maintained  that  if  such  a  law  was  to  bo 
continued  it  should  be  continued  after 
the  very  gravest  deliberation  and  the 
fullest  consideration,  and  ought  not  to 
be  included  in  a  Bill  regulating  petro- 
leum and  turnpikes  continuance.  In 
conclusion,  he  contended  that  they  ought 
not  to  condemn  Ireland  by  anticipation, 
as  they  would  do  were  they  to  agree  to 
continue  the  Coercion  Acts  till  1876. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Eesolution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  wortl  **niat"  to  the 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  tlic  words 
••  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexiH»dicnt 
thut  when  important  Acts  of  Parliament  have 
been  passed  for  a  limited  i)eriod,  any  of  such 
Acts,  especially  thos<^»  conforrinp  on  the  Exoeu- 
tivc  extraordin;u-\'  jwwers,  nliould  1m3  included 
in  a  general  Bill  tor  tho  continuance  of  Expiring 
Laws,  brought  in  at  the  dow^  of  the  Session, 
without  aflfording  any  fair  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  proi)riety  of  their  discontinuance  or 
their  modification,"— (Jfr,  Butty) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  complained  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
using  his  influence  to  make  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  were  not  lawyers 
believe,  that  if  the  Continuance  BiU  were 
agreed  to,  the  statutes  which  wore  called  in 


the  debate  tho  Coercion  Acts  would  ne- 
cessarily be  continued  for  two  years.    No 
one  knew    better  than   the    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  that  such  would  not 
be  the  case.      The  Prime  Minister  had 
given  a  distinct   assurance   that   if  it 
should  be  proposed  to  renew  these  Acts 
in  another  Session  a  separate  Bill  should 
be  brought  in  to  effect  such  renewal. 
[ '  *  No !  "1    Yes,  the  Prime  IMinistor  had 
promised  that  the  subject  of  the  renewal 
of  those  Acts  should,  in  the  event  of  a 
proposal  to  renew  them,  be  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House.       Tho 
words   **till  the  end  of  the  then  next 
Session  of  Parliament  '*  were  simply  in- 
tended for  conveyancing  purposes,  and 
would  not  be  acted  upon  except  in  the 
case  of  some  emergency — such  as  a  new 
Government  coming  into  office  at  a  time 
when  they  might  not  be  able  to  move 
for  the  continuance  of  these  Acts.     In 
such  a  case  they  would  undoubtedly  bo 
continued  for    two    years;  but   unless 
something  of  the   kind  happened  they 
would  be  renewed  as  hitherto  year  by 
year.     They  were  dealing  with  the  con- 
tinuance of  Bills  not  only  as  regarded 
fire-arms,  but  the  conduct  of  the  Press 
and  other    matters    in    Ireland,  which 
would  end  next  June,  and  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  reconsider  them 
before  that  period  arrived.      As  to  the 
possession  of  arms,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment were  not  prepared  to  give  up  re- 
strictions which  they  deemed  necessary. 
Those  restrictions  were  not  intended  ex- 
clusively to  prevent  agrarian  outrages, 
but  party  encounters  and  hostile  conmcts 
especially  in  the  North  of  Ireland.    Not 
many  days  ago  riots  took  place  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  many  shots  were 
fired,  so  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
give  up  the  restrictions  as  to  the  posses- 
sion of  arms.      His  hon.   and  learned 
Friend  said  that  the  power  conferred  by 
these  Acts  had  been  abused ;  but  since 
he  (the  Attorney  General   for  Ireland) 
had  come  into  office  there  had  been  no 
complaints  of  the  abuse  of  the  power. 
He  was  prepared  to  say  that  the  whole 
of  this  subject  ought  to  be  reviewed,  and 
every  one  of  these  Bills  examined  by  the 
Government,   with  a  searching  inquiry 
into  the  condition  of  the  different  places 
at    present   proclaimed.     But  such  in- 
quiries would  occupy  some  time,  and  the 
Government  had  stated  what  they  in- 
tended to  do  next  Session  with  reference 
to  this  question.    He  would  put  it  to  the 
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llouso  wbetlier  tho  Govonimont  were 
open  to  tlio  charge  of  asking  for  tlio  con- 
tinuance of  these  Acts  for  a  longer  dura- 
tion than  was  absohitoly  necessary,  and 
wlicther  a  proposal  to  review  the 
whole  subject  during  tho  Recess  was 
not  as  much  as  could  be  asked  from 
the  Goverimient  ?  Ho  would  challenge 
hon.  Members  connected  witli  Ireland  to 
say  tliat  there  liad  l)een  any  disposition 
on  his  part  to  press  the  law  too  stringently 
or  too  strongly.  In  the  absence,  there- 
fore, of  any  complaint,  he  submitted  that 
tlio  Government  ought  to  be  intrusted 
with  the  powers  given  to  them  by  these 
Acts  for  the  limited  period  provided  by 
the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  SKllJEA^'T  SHERLOCK  said,  that 
tho  statement  of  the  lion,  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  might  bo  di- 
rectly tested  by  the  application  of  legal 
principles,  and  he  maintained  that  this 
legislation  was  plainly  legislating  for 
1870.  Why  should  they  not  accept  the 
proposal  of  tho  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  ?  If-  the  Qt)vemment  did 
not  intend  that  the  words  objected  to 
should  have  elfect,  why  retain  them? 
The  Prime  ]Minister  had  promised  that 
these  Acts  should  bo  taken  into  con- 
sideration ;  but  it  was  impossible  that 
there  could  bo  in  1876  any  circumstances 
to  i)lead  more  strongly  in  favour  of  their 
repeal  than  the  Ixeports  of  tho  Judges 
on  the  present  state  of  Ireland,  the  ab- 
sence of  crime,  and  the  generally  satis- 
factory condition  of  the  countr}'.  If 
those  circumstances  were  insufficient  to 
induce  the  Government  to  repeal  these 
Acts,  what  circumstances  would  occur 
next  year  to  induce  them  to  take  that 
course  ?  It  was  not  for  Irish  Members 
on  his  side  of  the  House  to  assert  that 
the  Irish  Government  had  pressed  these 
provisions  unduly.  That  was  not  the 
isMie  they  took.  The}'  regarded  tliese 
Acts  us  unconstitutional,  and  they  ob- 
jected to  tlieir  continuance  in  an  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  Hill. 

Mu.  C,  E.  LEWIS  remarked  that 
considerations  of  great  importance  cen- 
tred round  this  13iU,  and  he  appre- 
hended that  an  accumulation  of  this  class 
of  legislation  would  commend  itself  to 
no  one.  This  svsteni  commenced  in  1864, 
when  eight  or  nine  Acts  were  included 
in  an  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill. 
In  1 8()8-()  the  number  had  increased  to  23 
or  24,  and  now  about  34  Acts  were  found 
in  the  Schedule.    From  the  nature  of  the 

y7ie  Aliuriicu  General  fi)r  Inland 


case  powers  concentrated  in  a  moaaon 
of  this  sort  were  contradictory  to  th« 
very  act  of  Legislature   itself.     TheoV 
ject  of  passing  a  temporary  Act  was  w 
meet  a  temporary  evil,  and  the  measw* 
being  of  a  tentative  character,   it  vu 
most  desirable  to  make  it  temporary ;  but 
by  renewing  it  in  tliis  manner  no  oppor- 
tunity was  g^ven  for  amendment.  What 
had  been  said  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
seemed  to  provethatthe  Oovemmentwen 
of  opinion  that  high-class  measures  in- 
volving constitutional  questions  ought  1l\A 
to  be  included  in  a  measure  of  this  kini 
He  presumed  that  when  the  House  went 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill   there  wouU 
be  a  specific  Hesolution  to  omit  the  Irish 
Peace  Preservation  Act  from  the  present 
measure.      Unless  a  statement  was  then 
made  by  a  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
it  was  proposed    to    renew    an  Act  to 
suspend  the  Constitutional   liberties  of 
the  people,  he  could   not  vote    for  iti 
continuance.      As  an  illustration  of  the 
evil  of  continuing  Acts  in  this  manner, 
he  might  mention  the  Election  Petitions 
Trial    Act.      It  was   essential  for  the 
safety  of  those  who  were  subject  to  the 
provision  of  that  Act  that  certain  Amend- 
ments   should  come  before   the   Hou^ 
for   consideration  if  not   for  adoption. 
When  tho  Election  I^etitions  Bill  waa 
introduced  some  years  ag^,  the  right  hon. 
Member    for    Oxfordshire    (Mr.    Hen- 
ley) pointed  out  that  for  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  this  country,  matters  of  the 
gravest  importance  were  to  be  decidfd 
by  a  single  Judge  without  there  beinsr 
any  power  of  appcali  and  he  anticipati^ 
what  had  actually  happened — namely, 
that  a  man  might  in  that  way  be  stamp^ 
with  infamy  without  having  been  tried 
by  his  peers.     In  what  would  always  be 
known  as  the  great  Babbit  Case,  a  gen- 
tleman who  in  the  middle  of  an  election 
and  of  an  election  speech — without  intend- 
ing anything  wrong — declared  that  hii 
tenants  should  in  future  have  the  pover 
of  shooting  rabbits,  had  on  that  account 
been  declared  to  beincapacitated  for  public 
life  for  seven  years.     That  could  not  havi: 
been  intended  by  tho  Legislature.  It  bad 
not  been  found  that  this  tribunal  insured 
uniformity,  and  the  House  having  Iiwt 
all   control   over  the  proceedings,   the 
question  of  the  right  of  a  Member  to 
take  his  seat  might,  as   in  the  case  of 
Boston,   remain    in    abeyance  for  ai 
months.     The  certificates  were  some- 
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times  not  easy  to  comprehend  ;  Judges 
liad  stopped  certain  Irials,  so  tliat  the 
ffreat  advantages  which  it  had  been  al- 
leged would  result  from  local  inquiry 
liad  not  always  been  realized,  while  so 
ikr  from  expense  diminishing,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  to  have  in- 
ereased.  Although  he  felt  that  the 
House  could  not  possibly  vote  for  the 
Besolution  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  yet  he  could  not  help 
thinking  the  terms  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  Motion  were  per- 
fectly well  justified  in  themselves,  and 
that  in  the  case  of  the  Peace  Pre- 
■ervation  Act,  the  Election  Petition 
Acsty  and  some  others,  there  was  every 
reason  why  they  shoiild  be  dealt  with 
separately,  and  not  included  in  this 
kind  of  measure. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER said,  that  apart  from  the 
particular  question  of  the  trial  of  elec- 
tion Petitions,  scarcely  a  word  had  been 
Tittered  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  in  which 
he  and  the  Government  did  not  cordially 
concur.  In  point  of  fact,  the  expres- 
sions he  had  used  in  regard  to  this 
kind  of  legislation  were  in  strict  con- 
fbrmity  with  the  remarks  made  by  Lord 
Salisbury  and  Lord  Carnarvon  last 
year,  and  made  substantially  by  him- 
aelf  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
last  Saturday.  He  entirely  agreed — 
and  he  spoke  for  his  Colleagues  as  well 
as  for  himself — that  it  was  important 
that  they  should  put  a  check  on  what 
appeared  to  be  an  abuse  of  their  system 
of  renewing  Acts.  It  was  not  quite  a 
new  proceeding — it  had  now  been  going 
on  for  some  10  years — and  gradually  the 
convenience  of  the  system  had  com- 
mended itself  to  those  interested  in  this 
or  the  other  piece  of  legislation.  Un- 
doubtedly they  had  fallen  into  a  rather 
"  slip-shod  "  way  of  dealing  with  mat- 
ters which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  more 
carefully.  It  was  certainly  a  very  easy 
mode  of  getting  over  the  difficulty  when 
legislation  was  proposed  that  it  should 
only  be  proposed  temporarily  or  for  one 
year,  in  oi^er  that  they  might  have 
some  experience  of  its  working,  and 
then  consider  what  more  ought  to  be 
done.  But  then,  after  going  on  in  that 
way  for  one  year,  it  was  so  easy  to 
slip  the  matter  into  a  Schedule  of  a  Bill 
brought  in  at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
and  to  repeat  that  process  from  year  to 


year,  that  they  really  ran  the  risk  of 
gliding  imawares  into  permanent  legis- 
lation when  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
Parliament  to  do  so.  Besides  the  Acts 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  had  referred, 
there  might  be  found  others  in  the  Sche- 
dule to  which  remarks  more  or  less  of  the 
same  character  might  apply ;  and  there- 
fore there  was  a  decided  feeling  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  that  a  check 
ought  to  be  put  on  that  system  of  legis- 
lation. But  with  regard  to  those  Irish 
Acts,  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  promised  that 
they  should  not  on  any  future  occasion 
be  put  into  an  ordinary  omnibus  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  but  if  it  was  desirable  to 
renew  them  that  they  should  be  dealt 
with  separately.  Again,  it  had  been 
pointed  out  on  Saturday  and  also  that 
night  that  the  whole  question  of  legis- 
lation of  that  description  for  Ireland 
must  almost  of  necessity  come  under 
review  at  an  early  period  of  the  next 
Session,  because  the  question  would 
arise  whether  enactments  that  expire  in 
June  should  be  renewed,  or,  if  not  re- 
newed, what  should  be  done.  It  would 
be  seen,  therefore,  that  there  was  a  de- 
sire on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
take  those  Acts,  at  all  events,  out  of  that 
category  of  legislation.  The  same  prin- 
ciple would  apply  to  other  Acts  of  im- 
portance, and  they  might  safely  under- 
take to  say  that  in  future  much  more 
care  and  rigour  would  be  observed  in 
regard  to  the  insertion  of  Acts  in  the 
Schedule  of  tliat  Annual  Continuance 
Bill.  It  should  also  be  remembered 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  that  evening  stated  that  the  hond 
fide  intention  of  that  legislation  was  to 
legislate  for  one  year  only,  and  not 
practically  for  the  year  1876.  That 
was  a  statement  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  purpose  and  feeling  of  the 
Government.  But  it  was  undoubtedly 
open  to  the  answer  which  had  been 
given  to  it,  that  in  point  of  fact  they 
were  probably,  though  not  necessarily, 
legislating  for  1876  by  the  form  the  Bill 
assumed.  He  admitted  that  that  might 
be  the  case,  and,  if  so,  it  would  be  very 
desirable  so  to  amend  the  Bill  as  to 
make  it  clear  that  they  did  not  intend 
to  carry  it  over  to  that  year.  It  was 
said,  **Then  let  your  Acts  terminate  at 
the  periods  here  proposed,  and  strike 
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out  the  words,  '  the  end  of  the  then  next 
Session.' "  That,  however,  was  open 
to  one  objection.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  that  they  were  not  likely  to  have 
a  broken  Session,  but  nobody  could  posi- 
tively assert  that  about  Juno  next  year 
they  would  not  have  some  Ministerial 
crisis  or  other  event  happening.  [A 
faugh.']  He  was  glad  to  find  that  that 
suggestion  provoked  merriment ;  but 
such  a  contingency  might  arise,  and 
what  would  be  the  result  ?  They  would 
not  necessarily  have  a  Dissolution,  but 
tlioy  might  have  something  equally  in- 
convenient for  that  purpose — a  change 
of  Government.  A  now  Ministry  might 
come  in  in  the  month  of  June  or  the 
beginning  of  July ;  they  might  not  have 
time  to  consider  all  their  policy,  and 
might  be  disposed  to  have  an  Autumn 
Session  and  to  close  the  business  of  the 
Session  very  rapidly.  Now,  what  he 
would  propose — and  he  thought  it  would 
substantially  moot  the  justice  of  the 
case — would  be  this :  that  they  should 
alter  the  l^ill  by  striking  out  the  whole 
of  the  fifth  column  of  the  Scliedule, 
wliich  provided  tliat  those  Acts  should 
1)0  continued  until  certain  dates  men- 
tioned in  each  of  them  and  until  the 
then  next  Session,  and  should  then 
])rovido  tliat  those  Acts  should  bo  con- 
tinued until  Deeomb^r  .'51,187.5.  [*'No."j 
That  would  liti.'rally  fulfil  tlie  statement 
of  his  riglit  lion.  Friend.  What  did 
lion.  G(»ntlomon  dosiro?  Was  it  not 
that  thoy  should  liave  a  fair  opportu- 
nity next  Sessicm  of  having  the  subject 
of  tlio  rom'wal  of  those  Acts  brought 
])oforo  tlio  House  in  ii  distinct  form? 
W»»ll,  if  thev  wore  made  to  continue 
until  a  limited  period — namely,  the  end 
of  next  yt.»ar — they  wouhl  secure  that 
o])portunity,  because  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  then  for  tli(j  Government 
to  eome  forward  in  tlie  course  of  next 
Session  an<l  make  a  distinct  proposition 
on  the  matter.  If  lion.  Gentlemen 
a'»:reed  to  tliat  suggestion  it  would  save 
time  now  and  perhaps  avoid  unneces- 
sjiry  discussions,  while  they  would  really 
gain  tlie  main  point  wliich  he  imagined 
they  aimed  at,  and  thus  introduce  a 
better  principle  into  their  system  of 
legislation. 

Mk.  M'CAirrfTY  DOWNING  said, 
he  wished  to  set  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  right  with  respect  to  wliat 
he  had  statc^d  al)Out  the  Peace  Pres(;r\'a- 
tion  Act.     That  1^11  was  x)a.ss<?d  on  the 
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30th  of  June,  1856,  and  was  to  take 
effect  from  the  1st  of  July  of  that  yetr. 
and  expire  on  the  30th  of  June,  ISn^. 
and  there  was  not  one  word  said  about  tht- 
end  of  next  Session.     Tliat  Act  was  not 
renewed  until  within  a  few  days  of  m 
expiration.    In  the  House  of  Lords,  th» 
Earl  of  Donoughmore  condemned  it  as 
an  assertion  on  the  part  of  Parliament 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  bevond 
the  control  of  the  ordinary  law.  and  liis 
views  were  supported  by  Lord  Redes- 
dale,  and  at  length   the  Earl  of  R««- 
borough,  who  had  charge  of  it,  agr«4 
to  the  compromise  that  it  should  he  con- 
tinued in  force  for  five  years,  and  no 
longer.     Here  it  was  still,  showing  that 
faith  had  not  been  kept  with  the  Irish 
people,  and  under  those  circumstances 
he  could  not  accept  the  offer  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Sir  CIIARLES    W.   DILKE  could 
not  see  in  what  respect   their  present 
position  would  be  imprvjved  in  that  mat- 
ter if  they  accepted  tlie  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  offer.     Tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman    said,    if    they    limited   the 
operation  of   that  Bill   to    the   31st  of 
December,  1875.  the  Government  would 
be  forced  to  take  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration next  Session.     But  whether 
they  passed  the  Bill  in  its  present  form, 
or  in  the  form  suggested   by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenmn,  that  would   be  equailv 
tlie  case.     What  he  wished  was  that  the 
(^ontniuance  liill  should  be  taken  earlier 
in  tli(»  Soss^ion,  in  order  that  there  might 
be  time  to  consider  separately  each  mea- 
sure wliosu  ()])eration  it  was  propngfKi  to 
continue.     WJmt  was  said  on  a  previou-« 
occasion    did   away  with   many   of  thi* 
objections  that  might  bo  ruiscnl  agaiiu^t 
tlie  course  of  the  (iovemmeut  in  ri*>j>ftt 
to  Irish  legislation  ;  but  thero  were  other 
Acts    included   in   tlie  Bill   before  the 
House  on  which  much  might  be  urged, 
and    he  wished,  with  reganl   to  those 
measures,   that  the  Chancellor   of  the 
Exchequer  had    given   a  more  definite 
promise  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
No  one  could  doubt  tho  absolute  neci»s- 
sitv  which  existed  for  a  review  of  the 
law  relating  to  corrupt  practices  at  elec- 
ti<ms,  in  order  to  important  amendnieut.« 
being  made.     Many  of   the  Judges — 
especially  Mr.   Baron    Bramwell — who 
had  tri«»d  Petitions  in  various  |)art8  of 
the  countiy  had,  in    their    Reports  to 
Parliament,  made  important  and  valu- 
able   suggestions  with  a  view  to  the 
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amendment  of  the  law,  and  he  main- 
tstned  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  conaider  these  suggestions,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  render  them  the  basis  of 
ftature  legislation.  There  was  a  growing 
opinion  in  the  country  that,  on  the  whole, 
more  substantial  justice  was  done  by  the 
Ibnner  Election  Committees  of  the  House 
than  by  the  Judges  who  now  tried  the 
Petitions.  The  legal  training  of  Judges 
led  them,  on  the  one  hand,  to  unseat 
If  embers  on  the  strength  of  single  cases 
which  were  clearly  proved,  even  though 
they  were  what  were  called  **  planted  " 
oases ;  and,  on  the  other  hand.  Members 
in  whose  elections  corrupt  practices  were 
Teeorted  to,  retained  their  seats  because 
tiie  offences  could  not  be  proved  in  the 
strictest  legal  form.  In  the  case  of  the 
Wigtown  Burghs,  an  election  had  been 
declared  void  on  the  technical  ground 
I  that  the  voting  papers  had  been  wrongly 
marked — a  point  on  which  the  House 
was  by  no  means  clear  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act;  but  no  evidence 
was  laid  before  the  House  as  to  the  way 
an  which  the  papers  were  marked,  and 
.  at  was  probable  that  another  Judge 
-  would  have  decided  the  matter  differently 
from  the  Judge  who  tried  the  Petition. 
All  these  facts  showed  the  necessity  for 
revising  the  existing  law. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  it  was  a  grave 
question  whether  the  list  of  expiring 
laws  contained  in  the  annual  Continuance 
Bill  had  not  grown  to  an  inconvenient 
length,  and  did  not  contain  many  Acts 
which  had  better  be  left  out  of  it ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  thought  the  present 
was  the  most  inopportune  and  unfair 
time  for  bringing  such  a  question  for- 
ward which  he  recollected  in  his  Parlia- 
mentary experience.  What  was  the 
state  of  the  case  ?  Last  Session  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  entered  a  very  mild  protest  against 
some  of  the  Bills  contained  in  tlie  Con- 
tinuance Act,  and  five  months  since  the 
Gk>vemment  changed.  What  would 
have  been  thought  if  the  in-coming  Go- 
vernment, instead  of  stating  what  course 
they  were  going  to  take  in  reference  to 
many  pressing  matters,  had  announced 
their  intention  to  look  up  all  the  evil  and 
all  the  good  that  had  been  done  during 
the  last  25  years,  and  then  to  do  nothing 
else  until  everything  with  regard  to  past 
legislation  had  been  put  right  ?  He  did 
not  think  such  a  course  would  have  been 
at  all  satisfactory.    With  regard  to  the 


election  laws,  for  instance,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  have  been  decent — and 
he  used  the  word  in  its  strongest  sense 
— to  enter  into  a  consideration  of  those 
laws  at  a  time  when  tlie  Judges  were 
administering  them  in  different  parts  of 
the  country.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  laws,  he  found  from  the  public 
prints  that  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
visited  Ireland  it  was  not  Coercion  Laws 
to  which  his  attention  was  called,  but 
the  Shannon,  which  the  Irish  people 
wanted  to  have  shut  up  or  opened,  or 
something  of  tlie  kind.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Members  who  were 
opposed  to  the  continuance  of  the  Co- 
ercion or  any  other  Acts  did  justice  to 
themselves  by  bringing  the  matter  for- 
ward at  this  period  of  the  Session,  in 
face  of  the  fact  that  at  an  earlier  date, 
when  full  discussion  was  possible,  they 
could  have  asked  the  House  to  i^opeal  the 
Acts  to  which  they  objected.  The  fact 
that  they  left  the  matter  until  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Continuance  Bill  was  apt 
to  lead  the  outside  world  to  believe  that 
their  case  was  weak  on  its  merits,  or 
that,  at  any  rate,  they  had  a  very  Irish 
way  of  dealing  with  impoi^tant  subjects. 
No  man  could  think  more  strongly  than 
he  did  that  many  of  the  Acts  proposed  to 
be  continued  required  looking  into ;  but 
it  could  not  be  maintained  for  a  moment 
that  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session 
the  Government  or  the  House  had  suffi- 
cient time  properly  to  consider  them. 
That  discussion  might  do  good  in  a  sense, 
because  it  might  lead  the  Government 
to  look  into  the  mattor  in  the  Recess ; 
but,  considering  how  supine  the  House 
had  been  in  allowing  the  list  of  Bills  to 
grow  up  inch  by  inch,  he  did  not  tliink  it 
fair  to  raise  the  general  question  at  the 
present  time.  The  list  ought  to  have 
been  watched,  and  gnawed  down  bit  by 
bit,  instead  of  being  allowed  slowly  to 
grow  up  into  the  great  structure  which 
it  had  become  in  these  days. 

Mk.  SULLIVAN  remarked  that  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley) 
spoken  of  this  measure  in  an  even  less 
kindly  spirit  his  (Mr.  Sullivan's)  hon. 
Friends  and  himself  would  have  replied 
to  him  only  in  a  most  considerate  and 
respectful  manner.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  demonstrated  the  unwisdom 
of  the  course  pursued  by  the  Govern- 
ment, for  he  had  stated  that  the  present 
was  the  most  inconvenient  time  to  raise 
the  question.    Well,  but  who  had  raised 
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it  but  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  ?    Tlie 
right  hon.  Gontleman  said,  that  the  Go- 
vemniont  could  not  be  expected  hi  their 
first  Session  to  look  into  the  future  and 
crowd  the  Table  of  the  House  with  Bills. 
That  was  just  w^hat  they  had  done.  They 
luid  gone  into  the  legitimate  labour  of 
next  Session,  and  had  anticipated  by  12 
months  the  work  wliich  was  cut  out  for 
them  in  the  statute,  and  this  they  liad 
done  at  the  close  of  a  Session  in  which 
they  pleaded  for  consideration,  and  the 
days  of  which  liad  been  so  few.     Having 
rutlilessly   slaughtered  the   Bill   which 
they  had  promised  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year,  tliey  drew  upon  the  work  of 
next  Session,  and  asked  the  House  to 
pass  a  Bill  wliich  would  indirectly  give 
rise  next  year  to  lengthened  discussions. 
Why,  it  was  asked,  had  not  some  of  those 
hon.    ^Members    who    acted    with  liim 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Coercion 
Act  ?    The  fact  was  that  it  had  been  re- 
solved to  bring  in  such  a  Bill;  but  it 
was  considered   tliat  a   fair    argument 
-which  might  be  urged  against  it  would 
be  that,  as  the  Act  would  expire  in  Sep- 
tember, 1875,  the  House  ought  not  to  be 
overloaded  with  the  work  of  considering 
Hiifh  a  measure,  and  that  view  was  acted 
upon.     Thoy  had  tliereforo  avoide<l  the 
([iiestion  wliich  the  Government  had  need- 
lessly and  offensively  raised.     [**  Oh  !" 
He  repeated   that  the  Government  ha( 
needlessly  and  ollensively  raised  the  ques- 
tion.   He  would  appeal  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer   to  consider  what  he 
had  offered.     If  there  wjtc   any  force, 
or  meaning,  or  cohesion  in  tlie  oli'cr,  it 
virtually   amounted   to  this  —  that   the 
whole  subject  nmst  be   fully   discussed 
next  Session.     If  that  were  so,  what  was 
the  practical  (liif<»ren(-e  between  the  ex- 
piry of  tlu!  Act  in  Sept  ember  or  Decem- 
ber?    To    Her   IVIajesty's   Government 
that  meant  verv  little,   but  to  the  Irish 
Members  it  meant  a  great  deal.     If  they 
accepted  the    oifer  made  by  the  Clian- 
celli)!'  of  the  Exchequer,  they  would  be 
placed  before  their  constituents  in  the 
false  position  of  having  agreed  to  the 
C(»ntinuance   of  the  Coercion  Act  for  a 
period  of  four  months.     For  his  part,  he 
declined  to  be  plact>d  in  such  a  position. 
He  protested  against  the  contiimance  of 
a  Coercion  Act  not  only  lor  four  months, 
but  for  four  weeks,  or  even  for  four  days. 
The  Irish   oMembers    protested   against 
such  Acts  as  being  unnecessary',  oifun- 
^ivo,  and  galling;  but  they  would  meet 
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the  reasonable  opinions  of  EngHakVeB* 
bers  by  consenting  to  the  pluasp  bebg 
altered  from  **  the  end  of  the  Seeoon'' 
to  ''August"  or  ''September."    Wen 
the  Government  afraid  that  before  tlm 
time  arrived  there  would  be  a  IHssnh. 
tion,  and  that  a  Liberal  majority  woqM 
follow  the  close  of  the  Conservative  re- 
action ?    He  would  appeal  to  the  Chtt- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  be  as  orm- 
siderato  and  conciliatory  in  action  as  1m 
had  been  in  tone.     When  he  heard  t}ie 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General  for  In^ 
land  and  that  of  the  Chancellor  of  tb 
Exchequer,  ho  was   reminded  that  vli«i 
one  of  those  Coercion  Bills  was  being 
brought  into  that    House,  many  yean 
ago,  Lord  Althorp,  the   Minister  of  th« 
day,  made  part  of  his   speech,  but  liii 
heart  revolted  against  the  task,  and  he 
flung  the  Bill  upon  the  Table ;  but  hf 
found    some  Colleague   to    take  it  op. 
What  the  Irish  Members  wore  asked  to 
do   was  to  vote   that   the  Irish  peopk 
were  beyond  the  control  of  the  law,  ud 
that  the  ordinary  laws  of  Cnj^land,  Soot- 
land,  and  Ireland  were  not  sufficient  Id 
guide  the   social   and   public  life  of  bif 
countrymen.     These  Coercion  Acts  weit 
the  most  odious  and  most    insulting  in- 
dictments ever  cast  upon  the  virtue,  man- 
hood, and  morality  of  a  people.     As  u 
Irish  Member,  he  would  exhaust  all  the 
Forais  of  the  House  in  making  his  pro- 
test against  the  pnipositiou  tliat  Ireland 
was  so  steeped   in  cHnie  and  so  given 
over  to  lawlessness   that    she  must  br 
denied  from  year  to  year  the  free  pri- 
vileges of  the  Constitution,  and  tliat  f^he 
was  not  lit  for  liberty.    The  Irish  peojJe 
were  not   a  nation  of  thieves,  ase^aasin^. 
and   muinlerers.     On  tim   eontran*.  the 
charges  of  the  Judges,  tlu»  white  glov** 
which   had  been  presented   to  tlwm  on 
several  circuits,  and  the  general   fx^^t- 
dom   from  crimes  not  only  of  violence, 
but  of  (fvery  kind,  was  a  direct   contn- 
dictiou  to  the   assumption.     But  it  vss 
said  that  this  state  of  things  was  owing 
to  the  existence  of  these    extraordinarr 
Coercive  Acts,  and  so  whether  Ireland 
was  peaceful  or  distui'bed,  thf»re  was  al- 
ways an  excuse   for  goveraing  her  by 
martial  law.     Cavour  hud  said  thatanr- 
one    could  govern  in   a   state  of  siege. 
and  it  was  a  reflection   upon  succef^sire 
Governments  in  tliis  country  that  that 
was  the  only  way  in  which  they  governed 
Ireland.     He  had  no  desire  to  raise  the 
question  of  the  state  of  crime  in  England 


r 


Expiring  £aw8 


(July  30,  1874) 


Caniinuanee  BUI. 


994 


as  oompared  with  Ireland,  or  to  enter 
sunutefj  into  the  criminal  statistics  of 
other  purts  of  the  United   Elingdom, 
thoueh  he  had  heen  taken  sharply  to 
tuk  by  some  of  his  constituents  for  not 
doiiig  his  duty  by  carrying  the  war  into 
Gttihage.    He  found,  however,  in  The 
Jitmchetter  Guardian — a  highly  respect- 
aiUe  jonmal — a  list  of  kicking  assaults 
irhioh  had  been  committed  both  upon 
men  and  women,  but  principally  upon 
women,  by  their  husbands,  which  would 
be  difl^aceful  even  among  savages.  Did 
anyone  propose  to  pass  a  Coercion  Bill 
Ibr Lancashire  in  consequence?    Why, 
the  hon.  Members  for  Lancashire  would 
be  the  first  to  protest  against  such  legisla- 
tion, and  tell  the  House  that  it  might 
mm  well  attempt  to  bring  back  the  Cur- 
few bell.    In  that  very  morning's  paper 
were  recorded  brutal  and  bestial  out- 
rage and  crime  in  a  portion  of  England. 
He  protested  against  a  country  where 
moh  crimes  prevailed  —  crimes  which 
were   impossible  in  virtuous  Ireland — 
holding  up  his  countrymen  as  assassins, 
immoral,  and    given  up  to   vice.    He 
would  not  have  Mrs.  Harriett  Winslow, 
the   baby-farmer,   shouting  across  the 
Channel  to  his  virtuous  countrywomen 
to  take  care  of  their  infant  children  ;  or 
Broadhead,  of  Sheffield,  shouting  to  his 
oountrymen  to  beware  of  vice  and  crime. 
He  would  not  have,  by  a  country  where 
80  many  of  the  basest  and  vilest  passions 
of  human  nature  ran  riot,  such  accusa- 
tions levelled  against  his  counti:ymen, 
who  presented  to  the  world  the  spectacle 
of  a  race  in  which  the  home  affections 
and  the  innate  virtues  of  humanity  took 
a  stronger  hold  than  in  any  other.     He 
would  not  allow  that  House,  for  its  own 
convenience,  to  ratify  the  fearful  indict- 
ment against  the  Irish  people  that  they 
were  beyond  the  pale  and  the  reach  of 
the  British  Constitution,  and  that  they 
needed  exceptional  Acts  of  coercive  le- 
gislation to  Keep  them  in  the  paths  of 

morality  and  virtue. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  al- 
though there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  on  these  Acts,  yet  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  real  object  for  which 
they  were  maintained  had  not  been 
placed  before  the  House.  Almost  every 
hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  had  stated 
that  there  was  no  country  in  the  world, 
considering  the  extent  of  its  population, 
which  was  so  free  from  ordinary  crime 
as  Ireland.  He  (the  O'Donoghue)  would 
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add  the  expression  of  his  firm  conviction 
that  in  the  world  there  were  no  more 
virtuous  people  than  the  Irish.     But 
everybody  knew  that  the  maintenance  of 
these  laws  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  repression  or  the  existence  of 
ordinary  crime.    Why  was  it  necessary 
that    these  Coercion    Laws  should    be 
passed  ?    It  was  because  Ireland  within 
the  last  few  years  had  been  threatened 
with  insurrectionary  movements — [**  No, 
no !  "] — and  with  attempts  [to  distribute 
arms  for  purposes  of  insurrection.    The 
police    were    continually  seizing    arms 
secreted  with  an  unlawful  object,  and 
raids  were  frequently  made  on  the  rifles 
of  the  Militia.     If  there  had  been  no 
active  Fenian  organization  these  Acts 
would  long  since  have  disappeared  from 
the  Statute  Book.     Ho  voted  for  the 
Wostmeath  Act  in  order  to  enable  the 
law  to  get  at  a  gang  of  agrarian  con- 
spirators in  that  county  who  were  hold- 
ing the  entire  community,  high  and  low, 
landlord,  farmer,  and  labourer,  in  a  state 
of  abject  terror.     He  voted  to  give  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  extraordinary  powers 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland  in  order  to 
enable  the  Government  to  cope  with  the 
Fenian    recruiting  sergeant.    He    had 
supported  the  Press  Clauses  in  the  Act 
of  1870  in  order  to  restrain  writers  who 
by  their  odious  libels  on  the  Government 
and  by  distorting  everything  which  con- 
cerned the  true  interests  of  the  Irish 
people  had  endeavoured  to  stir  up  sedi- 
tion and  civil  war.    Was  Ireland  coerced 
because  a  gang  of  murderers  in  West- 
meath  had  their  arms  paralyzed  and  their 
plans  frustrated  ?    Was  Ireland  coerced 
because  moderation  had  been  enforced 
in  two  or  three  newspaper  establish- 
ments   in  Abbey    Street?    or    because 
the  distribution  of  arms  for  purposes  of 
insurrection  had  been  rendered  difficult 
and  dangerous?   or  because  nameless 
impostors  from  America,   representing 
themselves     as    captains,    colonels,    or 
brigadiers,  as  fancy  dictated,  had  been 
forced  to  leave  the  Kingdom  ?  The  great 
mass  of  the  people  suffered  in  no  way 
from  the  operation  of  these  laws,  and 
would  know  literally  nothing  of  their 
existence  but  that  it  was  thought  neces- 
sary to  have  animated  discussions  upon 
them  in  that  House  every  year,  and  be- 
cause of  the  noise  that  was  made  in  cer- 
tain quarters  in  Dublin.    The  peasantry 
h^d  no  cause  to  complain  of  the  conduct 
of  the  magistrates  or  of  the  constabulary 
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in  carrying  out  the  Acts,  the  only  per- 
sons who  had  suffered  a  trifling  inconve- 
nience under  these  statutes  being  a  few 
sporting  characters,  who  had  to  apply  to 
two  persons  instead  of  one  for  a  gun 
licence,  and  were  unable  when  their 
barrels  burst  to  have  them  repaired  by 
the  gun-maker  as  rapidly  as  they  might 
wish.  It  was  a  grave  abuse  of  language 
to  say  that  Ireland  did  not  enjoy  her 
Constitutional  rights.  What  Constitu- 
tional rights  did  any  Englishman  or  any 
Scotchman  enjoy  which  he  himself,  as  an 
Irishman,  was  denied  ?  The  simple  truth 
was  that  those  measures  had  been  passed 
for  the  sake  of  public  safety.  Extra- 
ordinary powers  had,  doubtless,  been 
vested  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive ; 
but  the  Executive  could  not,  under  the 
watcliful  eye  of  the  public,  abuse  those 
powers,  oven  if  they  wished  to  do  so. 
He  would  not  repeat  familiar  arguments 
to  justify  measures  of  a  repressive  cha- 
racter or  cite  examples  from  contempo- 
rary history.  In  common  with  every 
lion.  ^Member  in  that  House,  he  regretted 
tlie  noccssitv  that  existed  for  these  mea- 
suros ;  but  he  could  not  close  his  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  absolutely  essential 
tor  the  peace  and  well-being  of  Ireland 
tliat  they  should  be  passed.  He  should 
vote  for  tlio  proposal  of  the  Government 
witli  a  ch>ar  oonscienoe,  believing  that 
they  would  not  inflict  hawlships  upon 
any  individual,  and  that  their  proposal 
(lid  not  involve  the  deprivation  of  a 
sinpfle  constitutional  right.  Tlie  state- 
ment by  the  Jiou.  Member  who  last  ad- 
dressed the  House  that  there  was  more 
crime  in  Enp^land  than  in  Ireland  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  If  in 
liancashiro  or  elsewhere  men  kicked 
their  wives  to  death,  did  they  escape 
])iinislimont  ?  f"Yos."]  He  was  not 
aware  that  tliev  did.  ()n  the  contrarv, 
he  saw  accrounts  in  the  papers  that  they 
vroYii  constantly  punished,  and  when 
]iunishniont  failed  to  ovei'take  them  the 
hon.  ^renibor  might  have  some  reason  in 
bringing  this  argument  before  the 
House. 

(\mtaix  NOLAN  said,  that  two  Eng- 
lisli  Members  had  already  admitted  that 
Coercion  liills  were*  bad  ;  but  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Hen- 
Icy)  IumI  pleaded  in  justification  of  this 
proposal  that  the  Govemment  had 
been  only  five  months  in  office  and  that 
this  was  a  convenient  course  for  them  to 
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take.    Now,   the    grand  acgnineiit  for 
flogging  in  the  Army  was  thatitiru 
convenient;  but  he   objected  to  it  oa 
that  very  ground,  because  he  had  wa 
men  flogged  for  offences  which  did  not 
deserve  more  than  a  few  hours'  confine 
ment.    He  advised  his  hon.  and  lean«d 
Friend  the  Member  for  limerick  ;Mr. 
Butt)  not  to  accept  the  offer  of  the  Chai- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  this  Con- 
tinuance Bill  should   be   passed  totlw 
31st  of  December,  187.5.     He  objected 
on  principle  to  some  of  the  Acts  con- 
tained in  the  Bill,  and  he  trusted  that  t 
ma.jority  of  the  Irish  Members  wouU 
have  an  opportunity  of  recording  their 
votes  against  it,  and  thus  be  no  paitr 
to  their    own    deg^radation.     The  Hon. 
Member  for  Tralee   (the  O'Donoghitf) 
deserved  the  gratitude  of  Irish  Memben 
for  the  way  in  which  he  had  stripped  the 
debate  of  all  pretences,  for  he  told  the 
House  that  arms  were  denied  to  Irish- 
men because  there  was  fear  of  insuiree- 
tion.     He,  on  the  contrary,  maintained 
that  the  chance  of  an  insurrection  ii 
Ireland  was  a  very  remote  contingency, 
and  it  was  admitted    in    evety   nation 
which  had  constitutional  rights  that  the 
people  of  a  free  country  were  entitled  to 
carry  arms.     The  hon.  Member  for  Trt- 
lee  had  asked  what  rights  had  EngM 
and    f^otch    Members    of    Parliament 
which  were  denied  to  Irish  Members? 
That  might  be  true  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament ;  but  the  case  was  very  diflereat 
when  thev  came  to  deal  with  men  not  in 
that  position.     It  was  said  that  the  num- 
ber of  peraons  who  when  they  applied 
were  refused  the  use  of  arms  was  small 
But  to  judge  of  the  number  of  per^i^DS 
who  wanted  arms  from  the  number  who 
were  refused  was  absurd.  It  was  evident 
that  when  one  farmer  in  a  district  was 
refused,  his  neighbours  would  not  apply. 
There  were  other  acts  in  this   Bill  to 
which  he  also  objected.     He  particularly 
disliked  the  14th  clause  of  the  Mafter 
and  Servant  Act,  which  seemed  to  hold 
the  same  position  with    respect   to  the 
English  working-man  that  the  Coercion 
Acts  did  in  the  case  of  Irishmen.    It 
was  felt  as  a  degradation. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTTER  said,  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilko\  had  stated  that  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act  would  be  prolonged 
by  this  Bill  till  next  year,  lie  found 
that  this  was  not  exactly  correct,  inas- 
much as  tlie  Act  was  continued  till  the 
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lot  of  July,  1875,  and  from  that  time  to 
tlie  end  of  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. Consequently  it  would  bo  pro- 
long^ for  two  years.  He  objected  to 
the  Act  being  continued  longer  than  was 
necessary,  to  enable  Parliament  to  dis- 
OUSB  and  fully  consider  it,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whemer  it  should  be  continued 
or  whether  something  perfectly  different 
dhould  be  enacted.  That  Act  involved 
an  important  constitutional  question  as 
to    whether  a  Judge  alone,  without  a 

Ciy,  was  to  decide  matters  not  only  of 
w,  but  of  fact.  Election  Petitions  were 
Tery  much  in  the  nature  of  criminal  pro- 
ceedings, because  they  might  result  in 
a  Member  losing  his  seat  and  being  sub- 
jected to  serious  political  disability ;  and 
yet  by  this  Act  he  was  deprived  of  the 
benefit  of  trial  by  jury,  to  which  the 
emallest  offender  in  the  land  was  entitled 
by  the  Common  Law  of  England.  Prior 
to  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  the 
rale  was  that  a  return  to  a  Writ  must  be 
trayersed  in  the  Court  from  which  the 
Writ  issued.  Therefore,  an  election  Writ 
being  issued  from  the  Court  of  Chancery 
was  returned  to  the  Common  Law  side 
of  that  Court.  If  the  validity  of  the  re- 
turn was  impeached,  it  turned  on  a 
question  either  of  fact  or  of  law.  If  it 
was  impeached  on  a  question  of  law,  the 
Judge,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  decided  it ; 
but  if  the  traverse  involved  questions  of 
fact,  or  of  fact  and  law  mixed,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  incompetent  to  pro- 
nounce a  decision.  He  delivered  the 
Writ  and  the  return  to  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and  the 
record  was  tried  in  that  Court  either  at 
Bar  or  at  iV7«i  Prius  by  a  Judge  with  a 
jury.  That  was  the  Common  Law  on  the 
subject.  In  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth, however,  this  House  asserted  to 
itself  the  right  of  trying  cases  arising 
out  of  Writs  for  the  return  of  Members 
to  Parliament.  There  was,  he  believed, 
a  general  opinion  in  the  House  that  the 
decisions  of  the  Select  Committees  were, 
on  the  whole,  more  satisfactory  than  the 
decisions  of  the  Judges  on  Election  Pe- 
titions, for  the  latter  appeared  to  be 
various,  very  conflicting,  and  sometimes 
not  very  intelligible.  He  maintained, 
therefore,  tliat  it  behoved  the  House  to 
consider  the  constitutional  law  on  the 
subject,  and  that  the  question  ought  to 
be  raised  whether  election  cases,  if  they 
were  to  be  tried  by  a  Judge,  ought  not 
to  be  tried  by  a  Judge  with  a  jury,  thus 


restoring  the  right  of  every  Member  to 
be  tried  in  the  same  manner  as  any  other 
person.  In  order  to  enable  the  House 
to  consider  the  subject  next  Session,  he 
would  move  an  Amendment  that  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act  should  be  con- 
tinued only  to  the  end  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  protested 
against  the  continuance  of  these  Coercion 
Acts,  because  they  did  more  to  irritate 
and  annoy  the  people  of  Ireland  than 
any  other  measures  in  the  Statute  Book. 
If  the  management  of  Ireland  and  the 
regulation  of  her  affairs  were  handed 
over  simply  to  the  Common  Law  of  the 
land — which  was  now  administered  in 
the  Assize  Courts  fairly  and  justly — 
it  would  do  more  to  conciliate  the 
country',  and  bring  about  peace  and 
concord,  than  any  legislation  that  had 
taken  place  for  a  long  time.  What 
was  the  origin  of  these  coercion  laws  ? 
Their  origin  was  to  be  found  in  the  past 
history  of  Ireland,  and  the  constant 
attempts  by  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  govern  Ireland  by  a  minority 
of  creed,  race,  and  class.  English 
writers  and  statesmen  had  admitted  that 
such  was  the  fact,  and  Parliament  had 
admitted  it  by  the  reforms  it  effected 
through  recent  legislation  —  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Irish  Land  and  Church 
Acts,  and  the  few  other  beneficial  mea- 
sures that  had  been  passed  with  respect 
to  Ireland  in  recent  years.  Now,  that 
admission  having  been  made — that  the 
origin  of  these  coercive  measures  was 
the  attempt  to  govern  the  majority  by 
the  minority — it  was  proposed  to  main- 
tain that  unreasonable  system  of  govern- 
ment 80  uselessly  tried  in  the  past. 
They  had  had  long  experience  of  the 
effect  of  these  coercion  laws,  and  had 
seen  that  they  were  a  failure  now  as  they 
had  been  before,  and  by  that  experience 
Parliament  ought  to  be  guided  with 
respect  to  the  present  Bill.  There  was 
little  hope  that  this  debate  would  have 
a  satisfactorj'  result.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  like  his  Predecessors, 
had  to  look  at  the  political  affairs  of  Ire- 
land with  other  eves  than  those  which 
guided  him  in  reference  to  the  Shaimon 
navigation  and  other  matters  affecting 
the  material  prosperity  of  the  country  ; 
he  had  to  look  at  them  with  the  eyes  of 
an  Attorney  General  who  was  a  man  of 
good  intentions  and  high  professional 
qualifications,   and  who  if  he  had  the 
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necessary  experience  would  be  the  proper 
man  to  direct  the  Chief  Secretary,  but  who 
had  not  that  experience.  Those  who  were 
entrusted  with  the  government  of  Ireland 
in  those  matters  got  their  advice  £rom  a 
few  officials  at  Dublin  Castle,  who  knew 
no  otlier  panacea  for  the  ills  of  the  coun- 
try than  the  repetition  of  these  Coercion 
Laws.  This  debate  might  be  practically 
useless  for  the  present;  but,  as  in  re- 
gard to  the  other  proposals  which  had 
for  a  while  met  with  equal  disfavour  in 
the  past,  the  time  would  yet  come  when 
the  course  now  recommended  would  be 
adopted,  and  when  the  Government 
would  feel  that  if  these  coercive  mea- 
sures had  boon  repealed  in  1874,  more 
would  have  been  done  to  conciliate  Ire- 
land and  to  remove  causes  of  irritation 
than  by  any  measure  that  liad  been 
passed  in  recent  years. 

Sill  EARDLEY  WILMOT  deprecated 
the  unconstitutional  policy  which  liad 
Leon  pursued  by  the  Government  on  this 
ciccaaion.  In  liia  opinion,  it  was  a  most 
mischievous  and  indefensible  plan  to  in- 
troduce in  one  Bill  the  renewal  or  con- 
tinuance of  several  Acts,  some  of  which 
would  not  expire  for  1 2  months,  instead 
of  bringing  thorn  forward  as  separate 
measures.  Tho  hon.  and  learned  Moiu- 
ber  for  Limerick  (^\r.  l>utt)  lind  made  a 
proposition  to  tho  House  that  those  Acts 
should  bo  ronowed  for  one  year  only, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tho  Exchequer  had  met  this  by 
another  proposition — namely,  that  tho 
Acts,  when  ronowed,  should  not  remain 
in  force  longer  than  tho  .'Ust  of  Doconi- 
ber  next.  That  was  a  concession  on  the 
part  of  tho  Govornmont,  but  not  such 
a  concession  as  hon.  Members  on  tho 
other  side  of  tho  House  desired.  But 
he  thought  that  by  mutual  concessions  a 
satisfactory  arrangement  might  bo  ar- 
rived at.  Tie  would,  thoroforo,  propose 
that  tho  time  for  the  expiration  of  the 
Act  should  bo  set  down  for  tho  Ist  of 
October,  187/).  Ho  believed  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
wouLl  adopt  this  proposal  it  would  meet 
the  view  of  the  Government;  and,  if 
not,  and  the  Hcmse  divided,  then,  con- 
sidering the  unconstitutional  way  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  renew  those 
Acts,  ho  would  support  him. 

Mk.  jMITCHELL  henry  said,  that 
he  really  believed  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  was  desirous  of  retrieving  the 
blunder  that  was  made  by  including  the 


Coercion  Bills  in  this  Contiiiuanoe  Kll, 
and  that  he  saw    that  the  ineritibk 
consequence  of  leaving    them  in  t3i» 
Schedule,  as  they  were  now,  would  be  to 
continue   them   for  12   months  longer. 
That  being  his  view,  he  had  veir  pro- 
perly thrown  over  the  logic  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  who  endet- 
voured  to  persuade  the  House,  agiins 
its  common  sense,  that  the  objectxontbli 
words  added  to  the  words  **  year  1875," 
''and  to  the    end    of    next    Session." 
meant    nothing  at    all.       But    let  tk 
Government   consider    the    position  it 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  ExeheqiNr 
placed  Irish  Eepresentatives.     The  BiDi 
were  intended  to  expire  at  tho  end  d 
next  Session — that  was  about  Angut; 
and  the   pro^iosal   to  add   four  montb 
longer — namely,  until  the  2nd  of  Deoen- 
ber — was  really  to  ask  thorn  voluntaiih 
to  assent  to  keeping  Ireland  in  chaiai 
for  four  months  more,  when  from  Un 
lK)ttom   of  their   souls   tliey    ahhomd 
tho  idea    of  kcoxnug  her    under  ccnt- 
cion,   even  lor  a  single   day.      One  of 
the  Government's  own  supporters— thf 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Warwickshire  (Sir  £!ardley  WllmoC) 
— had  very  kindly  come  to  the  rexm. 
and  proposed  that  the  date  of  tho  1st  d 
October    should    bo    adopted   in  Com- 
mittee, and  it  would  certainly  become  i 
strong  Government,  liko  the  present,  to 
make  that  concession.     A  weaker  Go- 
vernment might  stand  uj^on  its  dignitr. 
and  prefer  to  keep  a  third  part  of  tb* 
Unit^ul  Kingdom  under  deprivation  of 
the  Constitution  rather  than  yield  whet 
it  had  once  spoken.     That  would  not. 
however,  be  a  truly  dignified  course,  ud 
his  great  respect  for  the  character  of  tb 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  him 
believe  that  ho  sought  only  to  prorid* 
against  the  contingency    of   a  sudden 
Dissolution,  and  did  not  desire  by  a  side 
issue  to  add  four  months  to  the  humi- 
liation of  Ireland.     For  his  part,  with- 
out having  any  authority  to  speak  for 
his  hon.  Friends  around  him,  he  wa«  of 
opinion  that  the  adoption   of    the  let 
October,    instead    of   the   last  day  of 
December,  would  be  as   satisfactoiy  a 
solution  of  tho  difRculty  as  theyoonld 
fairly    expect,     and    what    would    the 
House  have  gainofl  ?    Why,  a  distinct 
repudiation  of  tho  justice  of  these  Con- 
tinuance Bills,  which  was  a   great  con- 
stitutional    gain,   and  for    whidh  Ae 
general  country  would  be  indebted  to 
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fllie  Lrish  Members,  and  they  would  also 
£anroid  the  shame    and  humiliation    of 
keeping  Ireland  under  coercion  for  an 
pwuiecessary  period.     He  would  also  say 
^'tiiat  when  the  House  of  Commons  knew 
l^lzieh  Representatiyes  a  little  better,  they* 
i^rouldfind  them  true  and  just  supporters 
-.fit  oonstitutional  Government.    The  Bal- 
[lot  liad  sent  to  the  House  Eepresenta- 
ires  who  were  not  place  hunters,  but 
rere    men    really  desirous   of  serving 
fteir  oountry,  and  there  were    few  of 
Ua  hen.  Friends  who  did  not  attend  the 
'debates  in  the  House  of  (Jonmions  at 
great  personal   inconvenience  and  pe- 
enniary  loss,  and  he   trusted  that  one 
effect  of  this  debate  would  be  to  give 
the  House  a  more  adequate  idea  of  the 
t.  jntense  feeling  of  the  Irish  people  in 
xegard  to  the  suspension  of  the  Consti- 
tution in  that  country.     He  would  now 
■lit  down,  but  he  felt  that  it  was  impos- 
sbleforhim  to  pass  over  the  speech  of  the 
hum.  Member  for  Tralee  (the  0'  Donoghue) 
without  making  reference  to  it.      He  re- 
gretted his  absence  from  the  House,  for 
Se  would  far  rather  have  spoken  in  his 
nreeonce.      Ireland  had    long  felt  the 
ttomiliation  of  the   deprivation  of  the 
aril  rights  of  the  people ;  but  there  was 
one  humiliation   and  one   degradation 
which  she  felt  even  more  deeply,  and 
ihat  was  the  desertion  of  those  whom 
•he  had  trusted.    When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tralee  made  light  of  her  liber- 
ties, she  felt  the  pang  involved  in  the 
defection  of  one  of  her  hereditary  cham- 
pions.    "  Tea,  mine  own  familiar  friend 
m  whom  I  trusted,  which  did  oat  of  my 
bread,  hath  lifted  up  his  heel  against 
me."    For  what  other  bread  that  hon. 
Member  now  sought  he  did  not  know ; 
but  this  he  did  know — that  if  violent 
language  had  been  used  in  Ireland,  it 
was  by  that  hon.  Member.    The  House 
bad  some  specimens  the  other  evening, 
and  he  would  only  remind  them  now 
that  when  England  was  really  in  peril 
and  prepared  to  avenge  the  insidt  put 
upon  her  in  the  forcible  seizure  of  the 
iunbassadors  from  the  Southern  States 
in  1861,  the  hon.  Member  presided  at  a 
meeting  in  the  Eotunda,  and  used  lan- 
gaage  of  the  most  violent  kind.    Who 
was  it,  he  would  ask,  that  on  that  ooca- 
aion  excited  the  Irish  people  ?    Who  was 
it  who  told  the  Irish  people  that  then 
was  their  opportunity?      Who  was  it 
that  proclaimed  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land tiliat  they  could  never  depend  upon 


Ireland  at  such  a  crisis,  and  that  Ame- 
rica would  find  in  Ireland  her  best  sup- 
Eort  ?  He  had  the  words  used  by  the 
on.  Gentleman  on  the  occasion  to  which 
he  was  referring  in  his  pocket ;  but  he 
need  merely  observe  that,  for  the  lan- 
guage which  he  had  used  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  removed  from  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace.  Was  it,  he  would 
ask,  because  he  desired  to  be  restored 
to  that  honour  or  to  obtain  the  favour 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  either  side 
of  the  House  that  he  now  rose  in  his 
seat  night  after  night  to  slander  his 
fellow  countrymen  ?  It  was  sad  to 
think  that  one  whom  they  had  loved, 
should  thus  have  turned  against  them ; 
it  was  a  deep  humiHation ;  and  having 
said  thus  much  he  would  merely  warn 
the  House  not  to  put  implicit  faith  in 
the  statements  of  an  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  so  completely  changed  his 
colours. 

Mb.  fay,  as  the  Eepresentative  of  a 
constituency  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
repudiated  the  assertion  tliat  discord  was 
growing  among  the  various  classes  of 
the  people  there.  When  these  Acts 
were  first  passed,  there  was  a  deadly 
feud  between  Protestants  and  Catholics ; 
but  that  feeling  had  gradually  decreased, 
and  now  the  peace  and  harmony  which 
prevailed  showed  that  no  coercive  mea- 
sures were  needed.  He  might  add,  to 
show  how  little  prevalent  crime  was  in 
Ireland,  that  the  number  of  persons 
convicted  for  offences  of  all  kiuds  in  his 
own  county  (Cavan)  in  1872  was  only 
61,  out  of  a  population  of  150,000. 
What  county  in  England,  he  asked, 
could  present  a  comparatively  favourable 
return  ? 

Mr.  BIGGAR  contended  that  it  was 
unreasonable,  unnecessary,  and  unjust  to 
include  such  important  measures  as  the 
Coercion  Acts  in  an  Expiring  Laws 
Continuance  Bill.  Moreover,  it  was  not 
fair  to  insist  upon  such  a  Bill  being 
passed  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
when  there  was  no  time  to  consider  it 
properly.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
reading  in  a  very  low  tone  of  voice  from 
a  book,  when — 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  the  Speaker  whether  it  was  regu- 
lar for  an  hon.  Member  to  read  to  hun- 

seK  from  a  book. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  out  of  Order  in  quoting  an 

extract ;  but  ho  must,  at  the  same  time> 
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remind  him  that  tho  rules  of  debate 
required  liim  to  address  himself  to  the 
Chair. 

Mil  BIGGAE  did  not  understand 
lliat  it  was  contrary  to  the  Rules  of  the 
House  to  read,  as  ho  was  doing,  an  Act 
of  rarliauient  to  illustrate  the  absurdity 
of  their  being  asked  to  renew  the  sta- 
tutes w]iich  in  various  of  their  provi- 
sions were  thoroughly  obsolete.  The 
hon.  Gouth>man  was  proceeding  to  make 
furtlior  quotations,  when  he  was  again 
admonished  by  tlie  Speaker  to  address 
himself  to  tho  Cliair,  and  after  a  few 
furtlior  remarks  against  tho  Bill,  he  re- 
hunu'd  his  seat. 

Mil.  CALL^VN  begged  to  record  his 
protest  against  tlie  principle  of  this  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance  Act.  What- 
ever reasons  miglit  have  been  urged 
formerly  in  favour  of  the  Peace  Preser- 
vation  Act  of  1870,  and  the  mis-called 
I'rotection  of  Property  Act  of  1871, 
those  reasons  did  not  apply  on  the  pro- 
sent  occasion.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  told  them  that  those 
Acts  entail i»d  no  inconvenience  what- 
ever, and  that  no  lionest  or  loyal  man 
in  Ireland  would  suffer  any  wrong.  He 
might  test  the  accuracy  of  that  assertion 
by  his  own  case.  In  his  own  county 
(Lowth)  he  had  obtained  a  licence  from 
a  stipendiary  magistrate  to  carry  arms. 
Now,  he  had  taken  apartments  across  a 
little  chaimel  on  the  south  side  of  tho 
(-.mnty  Down,  and  had  taken  with  him 
a  revolver,  a  rifle,  and  a  fowling-piece  ; 
and  if  a  constable,  in  his  absence,  had 
entered  his  apartments  and  found  those 
weapons  tliere,  ho  would  have  been 
lia]>lo  to  two  yeaj's'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  He  had,  however,  run 
tliis  risk  with  his  eyes  open,  and  he  did 
not  intend,  shfiuld  any  action  be  taken, 
to  plead  that  he  had  been  ignorant  of 
the  law.  !Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  in 
opening  a  recent  assize  in  the  county 
i>own,  congi'atulatcd  the  gi*and  jury  on 
the  fact  that  there  was  no  single  crimi- 
nal case  for  trial,  and  that  the  county 
was  in  a  most  peaceful  state.  Yet  tliis 
was  ono  of  tho  counties  which  was  to  be 
under  the  operation  of  one  of  the  Acts, 
lli«.*  operation  of  which,  tlie  House  was 
asked  to  e^jutinue.  lie  maintained 
that  of  no  English  or  Welsh  county 
could  the  snnif^  be  said  in  regard  to  the 
absenct^  of  crime,  and  therefore  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  grossly  unjust  to  con- 
tinue this  Act  in  force.     As  a  Member 
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of  Parliament  from  Ireland,  and  ai 
who  Imd  a  peculiar  knowledge  of  pok^ 
in  that  country,  he  wished  to  refer to'  « 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ii^r- 
(the  O'Donoghue).  It  was  anoldv  . 
^ng  in  Ireland,  that  if  a  man  *- 
seduced  a  girl  married  her  before  ^ 
birth  of  their  ofTspring,  lie  made»^ 
honest  woman  of  her.  Applying  ^ 
saying  to  tho  hon.  Member  for  Tn^ 
Ilo  could  only  hope  that  his,  he  iv 
not  say  tergiversation,  but  changxr 
opinion,  would  in  tho  eyes  of  the  3f 
try  who  had  the  power  to  giro  ^ 
result  in  the  making  an  honest  ois 
him.  He  had  never  in  the  course^^, 
life  attended  more  than  one  me^-^r^ 
a  rebellious  character,  and  he  ho- 
should  never  attend  another.  OMst] 
occasion  he  was  unfortunately  ttt^j 
the  meeting  by  the  lion.  Memberifc 
Tralee.  He  was  at  that  time  po«MW^ 
of  more  money  than  he  had  at  tb  pi 
sent  time,  and  ho  invested  a  notiiafr 
siderable  portion  of  it  in  &  U| 
National  newspaper,  of  which  hebeem 
tho  director.  Whether  it  was  dull 
affection  for  himself  or  to  the  facab 
generally  resulting  from  a  frienUi 
with  the  directorof  a  newspaper  he  faff 
not ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Traltti 
this  time  frequented  his  company,  n 
took  him  to  the  meeting,  for  attend 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  deprirel 
tho  Commission  of  the  Peace  to  whi 
he  had  not  been  restored,  and  also.  \ 
(Mr.  Callan)  believed,  deprived  of  1 
commission  in  the  Kerry  Militia.  I 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee  afterwards  o 
rected  the  proof  of  a  speech  he  made 
tho  rebellious  meeting,  and,  as  he  (1 
Callan)  remarked  at  the  time,  made 
more  rebelHous  by  his  corrections  tii 
it  was  in  the  utterance.  Since  theni 
hon.  Member  had  become  enamoured 
tho  Treasur}'  Bench,  and  would, 
hoped,  meet  with  his  reward  by  redec 
ing  himself  in  the  eyes  of  tJie  Ha 
and  of  tho  Minister  for  the  Colonies, 
whom  his  attention  was  particoli 
directed. 

:Mr.  EONAYNE  said,  for  20  yei 
he  had  never  known  agrarian  mura 
in  tho  counties  of  Kerry,  Waterfoid, 
Cork,  until  the  Peace  Preservation  i 
was  passed.  Last  year  there  was  a 
murder  in  Cork.  In  his  opinion,  the 
was  no  reason  whatever  for  extends 
this  Bill.  Let  them  contrast  the  rdatn 
state  of  society  in  England  and  Iidiu 
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not  a  ''  bloodthirsty  scoundrel," 

oould  not  but  feel  the  difference 

circumstances  of  the  two  countries 

tlie  same  Constitution.     He  was 

txD  two  years'   imprisonment  for 

in  his  possession  a  gun  or  a  pis- 

^Ten  a  percussion  cap.  His  house 

k'ble  to  DO  invaded  at  any  time  of 

^xr  day,  and  eveiy  room  searched. 

lie  came  over  here  and  saw  in 

street  of  the  metropolis  civilian 

e»   with   rifles  on  their  shoulders 

ords  by  their  sides,  walking  like 

,  he  felt  it  bitterly,  and  the  sight 

make  him  well  affected  to  the 

this  country. 

O'CLEBY  said,   the  persistent 
of  the  Ministry  in  thus  foi*cing 
es  of  coercion  upon  Ireland  was 
part  of  the  re-actionary  policy  of 
%»y  Government    since    the  Union — 
■^Jaly  part  of  that  programme  of  bringing 
'^wand,  as  a  conquered  country,  to  the 
^^eet  of  England,  that  had  always  been 
'^^rnnued  against  her.     The  sooner  the 
'Cfovemment    announced    that   fact    to 
JBuzope  the  better  for  Ireland.     Eussia 
'.kiold    Poland     in     subjection    without 
^«  fltving  Europe  any  assurance  respecting 
*hiBr  future  lot ;  but,  at  any  rate,  she  did 
JL'  mot  calumniate  her  as  a  nation.    Bussia 
^  did  not  hold  up  Poland  to  the  world  as 
'  •  country  in  which  crime  was  rife,  and 
>    where  the    population    was    guilty    of 
■  e^exy  conceivable  offence,  the  constant 
perpetration  of  which,   warranted  the 
Application  of  the  most  stringent  mea- 
sures.   The  Czar  did  not  seek  any  such 
subterfuge  to  proclaim  a  state  of  sie^e 
£oT   the    maintenance    of   his  sway  m 
Poland.    Let  the  Ministry  say  at  once 
tbat  they  were  not  prepared  to  deal  with 
Ireland  in  the  same  way  as  they  would 
*witb  England,   and    so  get  rid  of  all 
Pharisaical  pretence  about  the  blessing 
of  Constitutional  Government.     If  they 
really  wished  to  do  away  with  dissatis- 
JJBotion  in  Ireland,  it  could  not  be  done 
hy  the  introduction  of  such  measures  as 
the  Coercion  Acts.    Let  the  Members  of 
that  House  consider  the  state  of  things 
in    Ireland.      Let    them    think    for    a 
moment  what  would  be  said  if  an  Eng- 
lishman was  unable  to  go  out  affcer  sun- 
get  without  being  liable  to  arrest  by  the 
first  policeman  he  met ;  and  this  tyran- 
liical  law  was  not  to  be  carried  out  by 
the  ordinary  constable  as  understood  in 
England,  but  by  a  man  armed  with  a 
rifle  and  sword-bayonet,  who  possessed 


far  more  of  a  military  than  police  cha- 
racter. This  principle  of  coercion  was 
sustained  and  encouraged  by  a  few  oiE- 
cials  in  Dublin  Castle,  whose  only  chance 
of  advancement  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Government  was  in  its  continuance, 
regardless  of  the  wishes  of  the  people. 
Why  not  declare  that  the  Irish  people 
were  to  be  altogether  debarred  from 
constitutional  rights,  and  that  the 
protection  such  rights  afforded  were 
intended  exclusively  for  England  and 
Scotland,  and  not  at  all  for  Ireland? 
Such  a  Bill  deserved,  and  should  re- 
ceive, the  strongest  opposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Eepresentatives. 

Mr.  J.  MABTIN  said,  he  hoped  and 
trusted  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt) 
would  persist  in  dividing  the  House  on 
his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Martin)  had  been 
waiting  on  this  occasion,  as  he  had 
waited  when  this  Bill  was  introduced, 
but  he  had  waited  in  vain,  to  hear  one 
intelligible  sentence  from  any  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  how  it 
was,  and  why  it  was  that  they  tried  to 
cause  the  people  of  Ireland  not  only  to 
be  disaffected,  but  to  remain  and  con- 
tinue perpetually  disaffected,  by  delibe- 
rately, year  after  year,  on  one  pretence 
or  another,  or  on  no  pretence  at  all — by 
deliberately  depriving  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  —  forming  one  -  third  of  the 
United  Kingdom  —  of  their  rights  as 
British  freemen  or  Irish  freemen  ?  He 
had  waited  in  vain.  [Latiffhter.~\  Tes, 
he  had  heard  hon.  Menibers  who  followed 
the  Government,  and  who  would  vote  at 
the  Gx)vernment's  bidding  that  black 
was  white,  or  that  two  and  three  made 
six  in  Ireland,  mocking  at  an  Irish  Gen- 
tleman—  \_A  laugJTi — yes,  an  Irish  Gen- 
tleman, standing  up  indignantly  to  de- 
nounce this  violation  of  the  rights  of  the 
Irish  people  bytheMinistersoftheCrown. 
The  Ministers  of  the  Crown  might  re- 
gard Ireland  as  so  poor,  so  despicable  a 
thing — yes,  he  repeated  a  ** thing" — as 
so  contemptible,  as  a  vile  body,  upon 
which  experiments  in  legislation  were 
to  be  made,  that  they  were  not  required 
to  give  any  reason  to  the  civilized  world 
for  keeping  the  people  of  that  country 
outside  of  the  Constitution,  and  thereby 
providing  that  that  people  should  con- 
tinue to  Be  disaffected  and  socially  dan- 
serous  not  only  to  Her  Majesty's  honour, 
but  to  Her  Majesty's  authority.  He  de- 
liberately charged  the  Ch>vemment — not 
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merely  the  present  Government  —  but 
every  Government  wliicli  liad  been  in 
power  in  England  since  the  usuri^ation 
of  the  Sovereign  rights  of  the  Irish  na- 
tion— with  doing  this.  He  said  "usur- 
pation," and  he  would  be  glad  if  some 
Member  of  tlie  Government  would  rise 
and  contradict  him.  The  Government 
had  governed  against  the  Constitution 
which  it  was  pretended  prevailed  in  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  governed  by  an  usur- 
pation, causing  Her  Majesty  not  to  fulfil 
the  promise  made  in  her  Coronation 
Oath — to  regard  her  Irish  subjects  as 
equal  before  the  law  witli  her  English 
subjects.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "]  He  challenged 
contradiction  to  his  words.  The  facts 
were  notorious.  The  rights  of  Ireland 
were  usurped  in  the  year  1800,  and  the 
constitutional  rights  of  Ireland  had  been 
kept  from  Her  Majesty's  subjects  there 
year  after  year  since  then.  Every  year 
since  then  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  disaifected  to  the 
rule  of  the  English  people  over  that 
country — over  Ilor  Majesty's  subjects  in 
Ireland.  Every  year  it  was  notorious 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  disaf- 
fected. The  English  Parliament  had 
passed  a  long  succession  of  unconstitu- 
tional, anti-constitutional,  and  illegal 
statutes  in  order  to  smother  the  dis- 
affection that  existed  in  Ireland,  and 
represent  to  the  world  and  to  tlie  people 
of  England  that  Ireland  was  a  con- 
senting party  to  the  usurpation.  Now, 
at  last,  through  their  neglect  and  con- 
tempt of  the  Irish  people — whom  they 
thought  they  had  rendered  powerless  by 
stan-ation  and  depopulation,  they  had 
enabled  them  to  st»nd  to  that  Parliament 
realliopresentatives  of  tlio  national  senti- 
ment. \^Lau(fhit'r,'\  He  loved  to  hear  hon. 
Members  like  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  laiigli  at  his  words,  because 
everybody  in  Ireland,  and  every  Irish- 
man in  tliat  House,  might  be  of  opinion 
tliat  the  riglit  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  from  his  brief.  He  thought 
ho  had  said  enougli  to  indicate  the  feel- 
ing of  an  Irislimau — of  a  loyal  subject 
of  the  Queen — of  one  who  had  no  enmity 
towards  England,  and  who  sconied  the 
conduct  of  hon.  Gentlemen  and  of  the 
J3ritish  Press,  tliat  thought  it  necessar}' 
for  their  purposes  to  carry  out  a  system 
of  calumniation  against  tin?  people  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  however  mis- 
taken hon.  !Monibers  miglit   think   the 
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opinions  of  tho  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
just  sat  down  to  be,  no  one  could  douk 
his  honesty  and  fdncerit  j.     Asking  him- 
self, however,  how  it  was  that  the  Ixuk 
people  sent  such  men  to  represent  them, 
and  to  express   such   views,    ho    )h, 
^lundella)  camo  to  the  conclusion  thit 
Parliament  had  mistaken    in   a  greit 
measure  the  spirit  of  the  Irisli  people, 
and  had  legislated  against  their  wisbeft, 
feelings,   and  prejudices.       He  had  oa 
former    occasions    voted    for    the  con- 
tinuance of  these  laws,  though  he  hid 
done  so    with  great    repug^nance,   but 
having  noticed  the  diminution  of  crime 
in  Ireland  he  had  come  to  the  opinion 
that  these  Acts  were  no  longer  necessary. 
He  appealed  to  the  Grovemnient  to  pro- 
mise that  when  these  Acts  expired  in  due 
course  they  would  free  Ireland,  at  leart 
for  a  time,  from  their  operation,  and  for 
once  try  her  on  a  fair  footing  with  Eng- 
land.    Ho  had  no  sympathy  with  fede- 
ralism or  repeal,   each   of   which  wai 
absolutely  impracticable ;   and   if  anr- 
tliing  could  induce  liim  to  vote  against 
the  Eosolution  before  the  House  it  would 
be  such  speeches  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  ior  Dandalk   (Mr.    CaUan)^ 
speeches  of  a  kind  that  they  were  not 
accustomed  to  hear  in  that  House,  and 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  succeeded  him. 
It  was  absurd  to  compare  the  position  of 
Ireland  to  that  of  Poland,  and  the  sooner 
such  absurdities  were  dropped  the  better. 
For  tho  reasons  he  had  stated  he  should 
vote  for  the  Motion  of   the   hon.  and 
learned    Member    for    Limerick    (Mr. 
Butt). 

Question  put. 

Tho  House  divided : — Ayes  1 56 ;  Noes 
83:  Majority  73. 

AYES. 


Addorloy,  rt.  hn.  SirC. 
Allsfiiii),  II. 
Allsopp,  S.  C. 
Arkwiip^ht,  A.  P. 
Asshctiin.  U. 
IJa^rjJT'illJiv,  Sir  W. 
Hjill,  rt..  hon.  J.  T. 
BiiiTini^on,  Viscount 
]^is.s  M.  T. 
13ass(!tt,  F. 
IJatis,  E. 
lJat«'Son,  Sir  T. 
lifsu'li,  rt.  hn.SirM.  II. 
IJcntiiuk,  (J.  C. 
lJo()i-<l,  T.  W. 
Itourlvi-,  lion.  K. 
Buudlicld,  i&Ixijoi' 


BriRtowo,  S.  B. 
Hnic'o,  hon.  T. 
Jiiixton,  Sir  K.  .1. 
Call.nd.  r.  \V.  K. 
(.'amrT«in,  I"). 
(*avo,  rt.  h»in.  S. 
('ml,  I^irdE.  H.B.r.. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Clow.s,  S.  W. 
Cohbold,,!.  P. 
Con->*.  J.  P. 
Cotton.  Aldorman 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  R.  A. 

Ciiiutt,  a. 

Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
D«ikin,  J.  H. 
Dickaon,  T.  A. 
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[■Siineli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
rDoog^SiTG. 
BawSfiBwell,  W.  E.  . 
ie,    Admiral 
SrW. 

hon.  A.  F. 
Admiral 

me,SirJ.D.II. 
)n,  liOrd 
J»  A.  O. 
'SUIowes,  £. 
'mkefltone,  ViBCount 
F«nnrth,W. 
TMhfield,  C.  K. 
Oaxdner,  J.  T.  Agg- 
Ighurdner,   R.  RicJ 


Gamier,  J.  C. 

Gordon,  rt.  hon.  £.  8. 
'Gordon,  W. 

Gore,  J.  R.  O. 

Govo,  vf.  R.  O. 

Gnntham,  W. 

GxeeoaU,  G. 

Gieene,  £. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

CKrinnenB,  Sir  A. 

Gturney,  rt.  hon.  K. 

Halsey,  T.  F. 

HAmilton,  Lord  G. 

Bamilton,  hon.  R.  B. 

Biunond,  C.  F. 

Hanbnry,  R.  W. 

Hazdy,  rt.  hon.  G. 

Hftnrey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 

Hennon,  £. 

Hfldyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Tflll,  T.  R. 
•  Hofw,  Sir  J.  M. 

H<wnv  J. 

Holt,  J.  M. 

Home,  Captain 

Hood,  Capt.  hn.  A.  W. 
A.N. 

Hunt,  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 

Jackson,  H.  M. 

Johnson,  J.  G. 

Johnstone,  II. 

Karslake,  Sir  J. 

Kennawav,  Sir  J.  H. 

Knight,  i\  W. 

Knowles,  T. 

Ijearmonth,  A. 

lieith,  J.  F. 

Liennox,  Lord  H.  G. 

liowis,  C.  £. 

Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 

Uoyd,  8. 

Uoyd,  T.  E. 

Ix>pe8,  Sir  M. 

XiOwther,  J. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  £. 

Hackintofih,  C.  F. 


M*Lagan,  P. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Miikins,  Colonel 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Marten,  A.  G. 
MoUor,  T.  W. 
Mills,  A. 
^lills,  Sir  C.  U. 
Monckton,  hon.  G. 
Montgomerie,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hn.  J.  R. 
Murphy,  N.  D. 
NorUicote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.  H. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
Parker,  Lt.-Col.  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H.  W. 
PeUy,  Sir  H.  C. 
Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Perceval,  C.  G. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  P. 
Pim,  Captain  B. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  R. 
Polhill-Tumer,  Capt. 
Price,  Captain 
I^ileston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  H.  C. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Ripley,  H.  W. 
Rvder,  G.  R. 
Sackville,  S.  G.  S. 
Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sclater-Booth,rt.  hn.G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Scourfield,  J.  H. 
Selwin  -  Ibbctson,  Sir 

H.J. 
Shirley,  S.  E. 
Sidebottom,  T.  U. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  W.  H. 
SmoUett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  U.  R.  C. 
Spinks,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Stanhope,  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storor,  G. 
Tennant,  R. 
Torr,  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  J. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Wells,  E. 
Whitelaw,  A. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 

TELLEBS. 

Dyke,  W.  H. 
Winn,  R. 


NOES. 


Anderson,  G. 
Balfoor,  Sir  G. 
Beamnont,  W.  B. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bleuierhaasett,  R.  P. 


Bowycr,  Sir  G. 
Brady,  J. 
Briggs,  W.  £. 
Brog^en,  A. 
Browne,  G.  £. 


Bryan,  G.  L. 
Burt,  T. 
Butt,  I. 
Callan,  P. 
Chad  wick,  D. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Crossley,  J. 
Davies,  R. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Downing,  M*C. 
Dunbar,  J. 
Earp,  T. 
Ennis,  N. 
Errington,  G. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Golosmid,  J. 
Gourlcy,  E.  T. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 
Harrison,  J.  F. 
Havelock,  Sir  H. 
Henry,  M. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  E. 
Kirk,  G.  H. 
Laverton,  A. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Macgregor,  D. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Laren,  D. 
I^Iartin,  J. 
Martin,  P. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Monck,  Sir  A.  E. 


Monk,  C.  J. 
Moore,  A. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 
Morley,  S. 
^lundclla,  A.  J. 
Nevill,  C.  W. 
Nolan,  Captain 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Byme,  W.  R. 
O'CaUaghan,  hon.  W. 
O'Clery,  K. 
O'Gorman,  P. 
O'Keeffe,  J. 
O'Leary,  W. 
Power,  R. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Reed,  E.  J. 
Ronayne,  J.  P. 
Shaw,  R. 
SheU,  E. 

Sherlock,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Smith,  E. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
Stanton,  A.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Swanston,  A. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Ward,  M.  F. 
Watkin,  Sir  £.  W. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Williams,  W. 
Yeaman,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Conyngham,  Lord  F. 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 


Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Question,  **  That  the  Preamble  be 
Dosti^oned  " 

Mr.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to 
omit  from  Schedule  14  **  19  and  20  Vict. 
c.  36,  Preseiyation  of  the  Peace,  Ire- 
land," and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
his  Amendment  for  omitting  this  whole 
Bill  would  not  tcJce  precedence  of  Amend- 
ments for  omitting  particular  clauses. 

The  CHATRMAN  said,  that  the  ordi- 
nary course  was  to  take  the  clauses  before 
the  Schedule. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  moved  that  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
to  express  an  opinion  upon  the  important 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot. )  He  also 
conceived  it  extremely  desirable  that 
Progress  should  be  reported  in  order 
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that  they  might  rotiirn  to  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  in  a  spirit  which  would  pre- 
vent tlie  repetition  of  language  which  he 
had  heard  with  pain  and  moritification. 

Mu.  DISKAEU:  Tlie  Chancellor  of 
tlie  Exchequer  has  expressed  the  views 
of  the  Government  upon  this  subject. 
Ho  lias  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in 
accordance  with  the  opinion  he  has  ex- 
[iressed,  and  I  am  perfectly  ready  to 
sup])ort  him  in  that  proposition. 

Mr.  butt  asked  whether  they  could 
not  postpone  Clause  2,  and  also  the  new 
clauses,  until  after  the  Schedules  had 
been  disposed  of?  If  this  were  not  done 
tliey  might  waste  time  in  discussing 
clauses  refernng  to  Acts  which  it  might 
be  decided  afterwards  should  not  be 
continued. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
l)laced  no  Notice  of  Amendment  upon 
tlie  Paper,  and  unless  he  made  some 
statement  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
should  support  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progi'ess. 

The  CHANCELLOE  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  although  he  had  no  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  it  was  his  intention, 
when  they  came  to  Clause  2,  to  propose, 
in  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  times  respec- 
tively specified,  and  to  say,  *' shall  be 
continued  until  the  31st  of  December, 
1875.*'  That  was  the  proposal  w  hich  he 
made  early  in  the  evening,  and  to  it  he 
adlujrod. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Liniorick  (Mr.  Butt),  he  believed  it 
would  be  possible  on  a  Motion  to  that 
effect  to  postpone  the  new  clauses  until 
after  tlie  .Suliodule,  but  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent to  postpone  the  clauses  in  the 
Bill  until  after  the  Schedule.  Of  course, 
it  was  customary  to  postpone  some 
clauses  of  a  Bill  until  other  clauses  had 
been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  CVJjLAN  said,  the  Conmiittee, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  would  be  quite  justified  in  making 
a  new  precedent. 

Mu.  BUTT  said,  his  object  would  be 
perfectly  attained  by  postponing  the  new 
clauses.  He  had  no  wish  to  proti-act  the 
discussion  unreasonably.  Perhaps,  when 
tliey  came  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  something 
might  occur  which  would  prevent  the 
new  clauses  from  being  proceeded  with. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Sullivan 


Preamble  postponed. 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause   2    (Continuance    of  Acts  i& 
Schedule.) 

TiiE  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  I  believe  my  Amendment 
will  come  first.     I  pro|)ose  in  line  17  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  vord 
'*  until "  down  to  the  word  *'  Schedule" 
in  the  next  line,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
serting   ''the    81st    day  of   Deoi^mber, 
1875.''     That  is  in  accordance  with  th« 
statement  I  made  early  in  the  evening 
that  the  Gk)vemment  do    not  desire  id 
carry    this  practice   of  continuing  im- 
portant laws  by  a  mere    Continuance 
Bill  further  than  it  has  hitherto  beei 
earned,  but  rather  to  restrict  it,  and  <ii 
proper  occasions  at  a  future  time  to  biing 
laws    which    are  of   importance   more 
directly    and     conveniently   under  the 
notice  of  the  House.     But,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  what  the  Gk>vemment  hoU 
to  bo  the  most  convenient  course  is  not 
to  distinguish  between  one  of  those  AxU 
and    another,    whether    they    may  be 
Coercion  Acts,   as  they  are  called,  or 
Election  Petition  Acts,  to  which  myhoo. 
and    learned  Friend  tho    Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  C.  E.  Lewis)  referred, 
or  tlie  vai-ious  other  Acts  of  the  Schedule, 
as  that  might  lead  to  discussion ;  but  ▼« 
propose  that  the  various  Acts  should  be 
continued  for  what  appears  to  be  a  con- 
venient time.     The  hon.   and   leaned 
Member  will  see  that  in  the  course  of 
next  Session  it  will  be  necessary  for  tLe 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  a«n- 
tinue  such  laws  as  are  necessaiy  to  be 
continued,  because  otherwise  they  vill 
cease  absolutely  with  the  end  of  strxt 
year.     If  the  House  fixes  the  3ltt  of 
December  next  year  as  the  date  on  which 
the  operation  of  the  Acts  shall  cease,  it 
will  give  a  fair  breathing  space  in  case 
of  any  unforeseen  events  occurring ;  and 
it  must  bo  obvious  that  if  my  Amend- 
ment is  passed  the  question  ox  continu- 
ing the  Acts  will  have  to  be  considered 
next  Session,  and  then  the  date  can  be 
discussed  and  determined  in  a  full  and 
temperate  manner.     There  is  no  wish  en 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  deal  un- 
fairly in  reference  to  this  matter.    We 
feel  the  inconvenience  of  the  system  of 
continuing  laws  in  what  is   called  an 
omnibus  Bill,  and  I  have  drawn  mypio- 

Sosal  deliberately,  believing  that  it  will 
oal  fairly  with  the  question. 


"  the,"  to  the  word  "  Scliedule," 
line  18,  in  order  to  ineert  tlie  words 
*'  thirty-first  day  of  Dc-cembor,  one  thou- 
■ftnd  eight  hundred  and  8ov«nty.five," — 
(Jfr.  VhatuelUr  of  the  ixcfiequer,) — in- 
stead thereof. 

Mb.  butt  said,  the  principle  for 
which  he  and  thoso  who  thought  with 
him  had  been  coutonding  was  conceded 
by  tbo  proposal  of  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tieman,  and  he  hoped  the  House  had 
seen  the  lost  attempt  to  deal  with  ques- 
tions of  the  gravust  importance  m  a 
mere  Continuance  Bill.  The  difference 
between  them  and  the  Qovemment  was 
nOT  reduced  to  a  very  narrow  one,  and 
be  hoped  that  Ooremment  would  see 
their  way  to  fixing  a  date  earlier  than 
the  Slat  of  December,  1875,  for  the 
expiry  of  the  Bill,  ao  as  not  to  mar  the 
grace  of  their  concession  by  throwing 
into  it  a  little  bitterness  and  causing  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  feel  that  in  parting 
with  these  Acta  the  Qovemment  was 
hugging  and  desiring  to  retain  them  to 
the  very  last  moment.  If  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick- 
ahire  (SirEardley  Wilmot)  were  adopted, 
there  would  be  no  further  occasion  for 


Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  mgatitid. 

Sir  EAUDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  the 
Slat  of  October  as  the  date  of  the  expiry 
of  the  Coercion  Acts.  Earlier  in  the  de- 
bate, he  had  suggested  the  1st  of  the 
month ;  but  owing  to  the  date  at  which 
Bome  other  of  the  Acts  included  in  the 
Bill  would  expire,  he  thought  the  31st 
would  be  the  more  conTenient  date 
to  fix. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  thirty-first  day  of  December,  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  seventy-five,' 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  RONAYNE  wished  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  clause  be  struck 
oat  of  the  Bill. 

Tbs  OECAIRMAN  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Amendment  could  not 
be  moved  until  the  Question  was  put, 
tliat  the  clause  be  added  to  the  Bill. 
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Mb.  J.  MARTIN  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  £ar<Uey 
Wilmot)  for  condescending  to  patronize 
Irish  Members,  by  urging  on  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  the  term  31st  of  Oc- 
tober, 1875,  instead  of  the  31st  of  De- 
cember. They  would  gladly  accept  the 
propositiou  of  the  hon.  Member  if  they 
could  do  so  honourably — if  they  could 
do  so  on  principle ;  but  they  could  not. 
To  prove  that  they  desired  not  to  ob- 
struct Fubhc  Business,  but  that  it  was 
the  Qovemment  that  were  doing  so,  be 
would  consent  to  the  1st  of  September, 
but  not  one  day  longer.  The  Enghsli 
faction  in  Ireland,  supported  by  their 
lai^e  majorities,  might  ridicule  them  for 
that  determination,  but  they  had  arrived 
at  it  deUberately,  and  meant  to  adhere 
to  it. 

Mb.  macartney  protested  against 
the  language  and  tone  adopted  by  the 
last  speaker. 

Mb.  EONAYNE  observed,  that  it  ill 
became  the  hon.  Member  for  the  more 
criminal  county  of  Tyrone  (Mr.  Macart- 
ney), which  enjoyed  immunity  from  the 
restraiute  to  which  his  own  count;  was 
subject,  to  call  out  for  prison  and  hand- 
cuffs for  its  population.  The  Govern- 
ment was  a  miserable  one  that  could 
retain  the  Irish  people  in  allegiance  with- 
out such  expedients. 

Me.  M'CAETHY  D0\VNING  then 
proposed  that  the  words  "first  of  Oc- 
tober, 1875,"  instead  of  the  words 
"thirty-first  of  December,  1875,"  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
should  be  inserted.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  divide  the  Commit- 
tee on  hia  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Ameudment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "thirty-first  day  of  December," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  first  day 
of  October," — (J/r.  Doiening,) — instead 
thereof. 

Me.  DODSON  asked  whether  it  was 
worth  while  for  the  Qovemment  to  have 
a  discussion  on  so  small  a  difference  as 
that  between  the  proposition  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Ameud- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  ^Ir.  Downing).  The  change  which 
the  Government  proposed  should  be 
made  in  this  Bill  was  satisfactory  as  far 
as  it  went,  because  in  a  Constitutional 
point  of  view  it  was  not  desirable  that 
Acta  should,  in  a  lump,  be  kept  alive  by 
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a  Continuanco  Bill.  Was  it  worth  while 
to  mar  the  grace  of  the  concession  which 
the  Governnicnt  had  made  to  the  Irish 
Members  by  inserting  the  words  "  thirty- 
first  dav  of  December,"  instead  of  the 
words  **  first  day  of  October  ?  "  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saj^ing  that  he  preferred 
the  words  *'  first  day  of  October  "  to  tlio 
words  ''thirty-first  day  of  December" 
with  reference  to  the  ccmtinuance  of 
these  Coercion  Acts.  What  would  hap- 
pen if  the  words  *'  first  day  of  October  " 
were  inserted  ?  Tlie  House  would  then 
know  tliat  no  period  of  grace  would  bo 
allowed,  and  that  the  subject  must  be 
dealt  with  in  time.  No  means  of  escape 
would  be  allowed  if  those  words  were 
inserted.  But  if  the  words  "thirty- 
first  day  of  December"  were  inserted, 
the  House  would  defer  the  consideration 
of  these  Acts  to  the  last  liours  of  next 
Session,  relpug  on  the  fact  that  they 
were  continued  till  the  thirty-first  day 
of  December.  Suppose  a  catastrophe 
occurred  at  the  end  of  that  Session, 
would  there  be  any  opportunity  at  all 
of  discussing  tlieso  Acts  ?  Or  supposing 
a  political  catastrophe  occurred  next 
Summer,  and  if  it  were  followed  by  an 
Autunm  Session,  the  House  in  such  a 
Session  had  no  Irisuro  to  proceed  with 
otlier  than  those  matters  of  immediate 
interest  for  which  it  was  summoned. 
11.0  hoped  the  Government  would  not  be 
deterred  by  any  feeling  of  false  pride 
from  making  this  further  concession, 
whicli  he  might  assure  them  would 
not  be  regarded  on  his  side  of  the  House 
as  a  triumph. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  when  the 
principle  contend*  »d  for  liad  been  con- 
ceded, it  was  almost  ('hildisli  for  the  Oo- 
voninient  to  li aggie  about  the  little  dif- 
ference of  time  involved  in  the  ques- 
ti(m  now  under  consideration.  If  they 
would  not  yield  on  so  trifling  a  point, 
upon  their  own  heads  would  rest  the 
blame  of  discussions  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers wore  anxious  to  avoid. 

TiiK  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER reminded  the  (^ommittee  that, 
besides  these  Irish  measures,  there  were 
no  less  than  31  Acts  involved,  a  consi- 
d(!rable  number  of  wliich  were  impor- 
tant, and  tliat  if  the  proposal  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Cork  were  accepted 
the  House  might  find  itself  next  Session 
with  a  large  amount  of  Autumn  business 
on  hand,  which  a  Dissolution  or  various 
other  contingencies  might  render  it  im- 

Jlr.  JJodaun 


possible  to  get  through.     They  mi^ 
find  themselves  towards  the  close  of  th» 
Session  in  a  position  similar  to  that  in 
which  they  sometimes  found  themaelTe* 
about    4  or  5   o'clock   on  Wednesdiy 
afternoons,   when    important    measaiM 
were  talked  out.     The  fact  that  the  hon. 
^Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends  had 
consented  to  extend  the  time  &om  August 
to  October  was  in   itself  an   admisaon 
that  it  might  be  expedient  to  give  the 
House  some  breathing-time  in  order  to 
meet  exigencies  which  might  arise.    As 
these  Irish  Acts  expired  in  June,  it  wt» 
a  matter  of  certainty  that  they  mast  bi» 
dealt  with  early  in  the  Session,  whether 
they  were  to  be  continued  to  October  or 
to  December.     It  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  propose  a  continn- 
ance  of  these  Acts  again,  and  therefore 
hon.  Members,  if  they  "would  only  be- 
lieve the  Oovemment  were    speaking  in 
good  faith,  would    see    that  there  vat 
every  intention  to  meet  them  fairly.    To 
accept  the  Government   proposal  would 
in  no  way  compromise  the  position  ther 
had  taken  up.    They  had  fought  a  eood 
battle,  and  everyone    knew   that  toeir 
object  was  to  protest  against  particular 
measures. 

Mil.  DODSON  would  suggest  to  th^ 
Government  that,  as  regarded  the  tv^ 
Irish  Acts,  they  should  be  contented 
with  the  insertion  of  the  words,  **lli<» 
1st  of  October"— ["No,  no,"  from  the 
Ministerial  side] — ^leaving  the  other  Acts 
to  bo  extended,  as  thoy  prox)oscd,  till 
the  end  of  the  year. 

Mk.  BUTT  remarked  that  the  G«>- 
vemment  treated  the  extension  of  timi' 
from  the  1st  of  October  to  the  3l8t  vi 
December  as  a  small  matter,  but  it  was 
not  a  small  matter  from  tiic  point  n{ 
view  of  the  opponents  of  the  BiU.  Hi* 
confessed  it  was  with  great  reluctance 
that  he  acceded  even  to  October. 

Mr.  DISEAELI  wished  to  make  one 
practical  remark  to  the  hon.  and  leftrned 
Gentleman.  He  seemed  to  think  therv 
was  but  an  infinitesimal  necessity  fur 
the  Government  to  have  the  time  on  the 
importance  of  which  they  were  now  in- 
sisting. He  believed  that  since  he  had 
sat  in  Parliament  there  had  been  no 
fewer  than  10  November  Sessions,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would, 
therefore,  see  there  was  great  import- 
ance in  having  the  additional  time. 

MAjoRO'GOEMAN8aid,he  wasdiewi- 
fully  shocked  to  find  that  the  front  Op- 
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poaitioii  bench  was  occupied  by  Home 
ttiilerB.  What  had  become  of  the  right 
iKm.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  usually  oc- 
enpied  that  bench  ?  With  respect  to  the 
time  of  fixing  the  duration  of  those  ob- 
noodous  Bills,  all  the  Government  had  to 
do  was  to  employ  a  Whig  officer  to  get  up 
*•  a  row  V  in  Ireland  on  the  Ist  of  Janu- 
ftrjy  and  then  call  Parliament  together  to 
pass  a  Coercion  Act.  Hon.  Members 
would  then  be  confined  to  Parliament 
from  the  1st  of  January  to  the  1st  of 
August ;  for  if  they  met  in  January,  it 
would  be  useless  to  return  to  Ireland  if 
the  sitting  of  Parliament  should  be  ad- 
journed to  February.  K  there  was  **  a 
row"  in  Ireland  on  the  1st  of  October, 
the  Parliament  might  be  called  together 
in  four  or  five  days.  The  Government 
liad  put  the  '*  whip  "  in  motion  on  this 
occasion ;  and  they  would  have  nothing 
to  do  in  January  but  to  get  **  a  Whig  " 
to  stir  up  a  row  in  Ireland. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  'tliirty- 
first  day  of  December '  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  165; 
Noes  104  :  Majority  61. 

Mb.  butt  moved,  at  end  of  second 
section,  to  add  the  following  Proviso  : — 

"  Provided  always,  and  ho  it  enacted,  That 
from  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  section 
two  of  the  Act  mentioned  in  the  second  column 
of  the  Schedido  to  this  Act  as  eleventh  and 
twelfth  Victoria,  chapter  (.'i^hty-nine,  shjill  be 
and  tiie  same  is  hereby  repealled  ;  and  nothing 
contained  in  the  said  Act,  or  any  Act  continuing 
or  amending  the  same,  shall  authorise  or  em- 
power any  constable  or  other  person  to  enter  or 
remain  in  any  dwelling  house,  house  or  place 
otherwise  than  he  might  have  done  if  said  Act 
had  not  been  passed." 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  remarked 
that  that  was  a  Motion  which  could  not 
be  made  in  a  Continuance  Act.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
power  to  move  that  certain  parts  of  any 
Act  should  not  be  continued,  but  he  could 
not  introduce  Amendments  into  the  ori- 
ginal Act. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  thought  Continu- 
ance Acts  were  bad  enough,  but  it 
would  be  monstrous  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  assertion  was  cor- 
rect. In  the  Peace  Preservation  Act 
Continuance  Bill  of  last  year,  he  moved 
several  Amendments. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer,  on 


Saturday,  said  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  any  Member  to  move  the  omission  of 
any  clause,  and  he  presumed,  therefore, 
that  the  addition  of  a  Proviso  to  modify 
a  clause  would  be  equally  in  Order. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE. 
QUER  said,  the  proposed  addition  was 
in  effect  a  new  clause,  and  that  was  not 
what  he  contemplated  when  ho  made 
the  statement  referred  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  contended  that 
no  change  could  be  made  in  a  Continu- 
ance Act  which  would  alter  the  status 
of  any  Act  so  continued. 

Captain  NOIjAN  maintained  that 
after  the  statement  made  the  other  day 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  they  would  be  at  liberty  to  discuss 
Amendments  in  Committee,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  re-commit  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  must  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  obtain  an  Instruction  from 
the  House  before  going  into  Committee, 
in  order  to  make  changes  in  a  Bill  out- 
side its  general  scope  and  character. 
He  was,  therefore,  of  opinion — and  he 
had  taken  occasion  to  fortify  himself  by 
the  highest  authority  he  could  obtain  on 
the  matter — that  it  would  be  outside 
the  purview  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Committee  to  propose  to  make  it,  imder 
the  semblance  of  a  continuing  Bill,  a 
Bill  for  abridging  or  amending  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Acts  it  professed  to  con- 
tinue. The  effect  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Li- 
merick would  be  to  bring  to  a  summary 
and  immediate  conclusion  provisions 
which,  if  this  Bill  did  not  pass,  would 
continue  to  exist  some  time  longer.  It 
was  quite  open  to  the  Committee  to  say 
whether  they  intended  to  continue  any 
Act,  and  how  much  of  it ;  but  he  was 
of  opinion  that  it  was  beyond  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  to 
introduce  into  it  any  such  Amendment 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  proposed  to  make.  As  to 
amending  the  Acts  contained  in  the 
Schedule,  he  should  have  thought  there 
was  no  doubt,  for  this  Bill  was  not  to 
amend,  but  to  continue  the  Acts.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  none  of  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
were  in  Order,  and  therefore  they  could 
not  be  put. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  might  attain 
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]iis  object  by  siinply  moving  the  omis-  chequer  to  say  what  the  gentlemca  h 

sion  of  Section  2  of  the  Act.  the  Gallery  reported  he  had  said.  Tbm 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand  ^^  evidently  been  a  misunderstandii^. 

part  of  the  Bill  ^^^    ^    ^^®    Amendments    had  been 

Mr.    butt  ■  proposed   to  move    an  '^^^  .V'^d^  *«  impression  that  tk. 

Amendment  in  the  shape  of  a    new  Cljancfor  of  the  Exchequer  had  mA 

I                                       ^  what  he  was  reported  as  having  sui 

The  chairman  said,  it  would  be  f\  '"'HHr^^T'^^VT  ° v"^***  "^*%^ 

open  to  tlie  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  ^Z  ^  *^             Members.    The  Bill 

move  a  new  clause  on  the  Report.  "".S'**  ^  ^«  recommitted.  ^  that  they 

^  might  have    the  opportunity  of  doing 

Schedule.  ^hat  tliey  might  have  done  but  for  thf 

The  CIIAIEMAN  said,  there  would  mistake  into  which  thev  had  fallen, 

bo  a  practical  difficulty  in  dealing  in  Sir  HENRY  JAME§  said,  the  Chaa- 

stnct  fonn  with  the  Schedule  ifjthe  Acts  cellor  of  the  Exchequer   had  oorrectlv 

were  taken  singly.     It  would  be  more  represented  the  purport  of  what  he  said 

convenient    if   the  Chancellor    of    the  on  Saturday.     He  did  not  st^e  the  u» 

Exchequer    would  strike  out  the    5th  of  reporting  Progross,  and  hon.  Mem- 

c(jlumn.  bers  could  do  all   they   desired  to  do 

TjikCIIANCELLORoftheEXCHE-  when  the  Report  was  brought  up. 

(iUEK  said,  he  had  been  about  to  rise  Mr.  SULLIVAN  observed  that  the 

for  that  purpose,  lie  had  never  pledged  views  now  held  by  the  hon.  and  leanied 

tlu^  Government  to  give  any  particular  Gentleman  the   Member   for   Taunton, 

facilities  to  hon.  Members  for  moving  were  the  opposite  of  those  he  expx«sfied 

Amendments ;  but  he  had  i>ointed  out  on  the  Endowed  Schools  Bill, 

that  if  they  moved  that  it  bo  an  Instruc-  Mr.  BRYAN  said,  he  hoped  that  the 

tion    to    tho    Committee    tliat    certain  Motion   to  report    Progress  would  not 

Amendments  be  made  in  the  Bill  those  bo  pressed.      What  the   Chancellor  of 

Amendments  could  now  be  moved.     He  the    Exchequer    meant    was    precieeh 

eiiturtained  no.dou])t  that  hon.  Members  what   he    had   just    said.      The    IriA 

Avould  move  AiiKnulmonts  in  Committee.  Members  had  a  porfwt  remedy  on  the 

Ho  moved  to  leave  out  Column  5  in  the  Rox>oi-t,  and  he  hoped  they  would  not 

Schedule.  dewend  to  any  seeming  factiousness. 

Aiucndmont    x>roposod,   to  leave  out  ^Ir.  BUTT  said,  that    as  he  imder- 

Column  5. — (J//-,  thayicellor  of  the  Exche-  stood  the  dei-isitm  of  the  Chairman,  they 

quer.)                                '  could  not  move  any  Amendment  of  the 

(iuostion  proposed,  ''That  Column  5  Act  so  far  as  it  was  the  law  to  the  end 

staiKl  pjiii;  of  the  Schedulo."  ^^ *"«  ^^^^  Session,  but  that  they  imght 

ft              Tv-.^T  a-vr             1    *i    *   ID  move  Amendments   to  affect   its  action 

(  AiTAix    >«()LAN   moved   that  Pro-  ,             i.  *    *i    *  i  * 

,                 .    -,          •        xi    i.    i.1  subsequent  to  tliat  date. 

i^rcsa    bo     roixirtcd,    seompr    tliat    the  -mr./  ▼     xr\TJTrxT  ^   -i     t      ^\        l. 

Vy                  i.    ^      n       *     /!•     1  ^v,    T*-  Mr.    J.    MARTIN  said,   ho  thought 

GoA'orinnont  would  not  allord  lacihties  u  .    t  •  i    -ir      i          i      1 1  i        i       j  • 
...IT         .         r  4.1      \         1        .the  Irish  JMombers  should  be  placed  in 

lor  tho  disoussion  ol   tho  Aniondments  .i            •*•       xi               ^^\         *          •  i 

Til                  •     1  1     4.1     rii          n  the  position  tlioy  would  Imvo  «>cfupittl 

MS  lijul  hoon  immiist'd  by  tho  Chancellor  i  «  i  '.i  ,         ,i.      •        i      ^      i       i    *  Y   i 

«  .,      T^    ,  ^                 ,'       1  ha<l  tliov  not  iuisuiiderstoo<l   what  had 

<.t  the  l..xclu.<iu,.r.  und  as  he  was  re-  fj,,^,^  ^^  ^,^^  (Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

imrtod  as  iLav.i.p  sa.d  l,y  tlio  reporter  of  ^^^              jj^  j,^^^^  ^^  ^^       ,    ^  ^ 

report  I'ro^Toss. 

^Fotion  made,  aii<l  Questirm  proposed,  ^[^^  DODSON  said,  that   anv  state- 

'^  That  tlie  Cliairnian  do  report  Progress,  ^out  made  or  supposed  to  bo  made  bv 

mid  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (C'ff/?^/*»  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  coui;i 

^o/an.j  not  alTect  tho  Rules  of  the  House,  which 

Thk    CTIANCETJjOR   of    the    EX-  had  boon  properly    laid  down  by  th*- 

CUrXiUKR    siiid,    ho    would  not    say  Chnirman.     If  rrogTes.*^   were  now  w?- 

whetlier  the  repoi-t  in  question  was  or  porl<jd  the  opponents  <if  this  Bill  would 

was  not  accuratti  ;  l)ut  he  cei-tainly  had  be  in  no  bettor  jionition.     Two  couw*^ 

not  iiitend(<l  to  convoy  tho  impression  might  be  taken — either  to  have  the  Bill 

inipiitod  to  him.  recommitted    with   specific   instructions 

Mil.  JSULLIVAN  said,  that  he  and  from  the  House  for  its  Amendment,  or 

those  who  sat  around  him  had  certainly  hon.  Members  might  move  their  Amend- 

understood  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  ments  on  the  Ro^wrt,  becausu  there  waa 
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limit  to  the   discretion    of  the  full 

Hcrase. 

Mk.  STNAN  agreed  with  the  right 
lion.   Gentleman  that  they  would  not 

Kin  anything  by  reporting  Progress. 
6  proper  course  would  be  to  recom- 
mit tiie  BiU. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  it 
would  facilitate  matters  if  the  Beport 
iras  taken  at  an  hour  when  the  Amend- 
ments could  be  discussed. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Government  if  they  would  permit  the 
Sill  to  be  recommitted. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  50  ; 
Noes  204  :  Majority  154. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  O'CLERY,  as  the  Irish  Mem- 
1>er8  had  been  misled  by  the  treaty 
or  understanding  come  to  on  Saturday, 
begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  now 
leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i/r.  O'Clery.) 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had 
voted  with  the  minority  in  the  last  di- 
vision, but  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
not  to  divide  the  Committee  again,  but 
rather  to  move  afterwards  the  re-com- 
mittal of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  their  object  was  to 
eecnre  the  recommital  of  the  Bill,  for 
they  had  been  disarmed  by  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  they  could  make  Amendments 
in  Committee.  They  were  not  offering 
factious  opposition. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER must  say  that  was  the 
•oddest  kind  of  disarming  he  had  ever 
heard  of.  Whatever  he  had  said  on 
Saturday  was  entirely  harmless  in  its 
effect  on  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  be- 
cause they  treated  it  at  the  time  in  the 
most  contemptuous  way;  and,  so  far 
from  entering  into  a  treaty  or  disarming, 
they  went  on  fighting  the  whole  day. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  dis- 
claimed on  the  part  of  Irish  Members 
any  intention  to  treat  contemptuously 
an3rthing  that  proceeded  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  had  been 
under  the  impression  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  be  able  to  move  Amendments. 
He  wished  to  know  whether,  when  they 
came  to  the  14th  Schedule,  it  would  be 


competent  for  him  to  move  the  omission 
of  the  whole  Act  therein  named  ? 

The  chairman  said,  that  it 
would. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  remarked,  that 
whenever  a  minority  availed  themselves 
of  the  Forms  of  the  House  they  were 
accused  of  factiousness.  He  did  not 
know  what  the  correspondence  of  the 
present  Premier  would  reveal  about 
these  measures,  but  he  found  that  Lord 
Falmerston  wrote  on  one  occasion — 

"  You  see  by  what  spanking  majorities  this 
Reformed  House  of  Commons  is  passing  the 
most  violent  Bill  ever  carried  into  law.  Few 
Governments  could  establish  such  a  system  of 
coercion  as  that  which  the  free  chosen  Represen- 
tatives of  the  people  are  placing  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  of  this  country." 

He  hoped  the  Committee  would,  by  re- 
porting Progress  give  them  a  chance  of 
preparing  Amendments  to  Acts  which 
answered  to  this  description,  and  so  re- 
move much  of  the  angry  feeling  which 
prevailed  amongst  his  friends. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  am  always  in 
favour  of  fair  and  honest  discussion, 
and  much  opposed  to  the  idea  which 
might  prevail  from  these  debates  that 
the  Irish  Members  are  a  very  ill- 
used  body  of  men.  I  know  they  insist 
upon  it  that  they  are  so.  As  I  under- 
stand the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member, 
it  is  that  in  consequence  of  the  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
they  have  been  prevented  from  moving 
the  Amendments  which  it  was  their  in- 
tention to  propose.  I  am  quite  certain 
that  whatever  may  be  its  efltect,  the 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was 
a  sincere  one,  and  if  it  was  misunder- 
stood it  is  very  much  to  be  regretted, 
because  it  has  led  to  a  very  violent  feel- 
ing. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway  (Captain  Nolan)  stated  that  he 
was  prepared  to  enter,  and  was  enter- 
ing, into  a  vexatious  opposition,  and 
therefore  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
addressed  us  is  scarcely  justified  in 
saying  that  we  are  improperly  imputing 
faction  to  Irish  Members.  But  what  is 
the  grievance  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  with  regard  to  that  phrase  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  Upon  referring 
to  the  Paper,  I  find  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  gave  Notice  was  placed  upon  it 
a  week  before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer made  any  of  those  observations 
to  which  he  has  referred.    So  much  for 


1023 


Expiring  Zatoi 


(COMMONS) 


Continuant  Bill.         1024 


the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Oal- 
way,  who  in  consequence  of  having  been 
so  misled  by  the  statement  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  is  now  entering  upon  mc- 
tious  opposition.  Nor  is  the  position  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway 
isolated  or  peculiar.  I  find  that  there 
were  Amendments  put  upon  the  Paper 
more  than  a  week  ago  by  two  hon. 
Members  who  are  taking  a  very  distin- 
guished part  in  this  Parliamentary  ma- 
noeuvre. There  is  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  who  has  introduced 
a  now  stylo  into  Parliamentary  proceed- 
ings, who  has  given  Notice  of  Amend- 
ments quite  irrespective  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. Whatever  advice  or  suggestions 
my  right  hon.  Friend  may  have  made 
must  be  taken  with  the  implied  condi- 
tion of  which  all  hon.  Members  who 
are  accustomed  to  Parliamentary  life 
must  be  aware — that  every  Amendment 
they  move  must  be  consistent  with  the 
Forms  of  the  House.  I  think,  therefore, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Galway  and  his  Friends 
shows  that  tlie  Irish  Members  in  this 
case  are  by  no  moans  so  ill-used  as  they 
are  so  anxious  to  persuade  their  com- 
patriots and  the  people  of  England  that 
they  are.  I  might  regret,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, that  tliny  have  met  with  this 
kind  and  (courteous  conduct  on  our  part. 
1  know  that  they  are  disappointed — I 
know  that  they  wore  prepared  to  be 
persecuted  and  popular.  Notwithstand- 
ing our  "  spankiup: "  majority,  1  would 
rather  terminato  the  Session  with  g(jod 
humour,  an<l  J  hope  that  upon  reJlec- 
tion  they  will  feel  that  they  have  carried 
this  style  of  Parliamentary  mana^uvi-e 
quite  far  enough. 

Gai»i'aix  NOLAN  explained  that  al- 
though he  had  put  his  Amendment 
upon  the  Paper  a  week  ago,  ho  had 
been  given  to  undorstand  that  he  could 
not  move  it,  and  all  he  asked  was  that 
the  Government  would  not  permit  the 
Fonns  of  the  House  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  his  moving  it. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  what 
was  asked  was  that  the  Government 
should  supersede  the  Forms  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  ought  to  have  applied  to 
the  Speaker,  who  would  have  informed 
them  whether  their  Amendments  were 
in  Order ;  and  they  could  gain  nothing 
by  bringing  themselves  into  collision 
with  the  Forms  of  tlie  House. 

J//\  DianwU 


Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  obMmd 

that  the  Irish  Members  could  lifltenvitK 
pleasure  to  a  good-humoured  and  vittr 
lecture  &om  the  Prime   Minister,  Wt 
they  would  not  tamely  submit  to  be 
lectured  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Notth 
Warwickshire.     They  did  not  seek  to 
supersede  the  Forms  of  the  House,  but 
only  that  the  Bill  should  be  re-commit- 
ted,  to  enable  them   to    discuss  their 
Amendments. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  thought  the 
re-committal  of  tho  Bill  would  not  gire 
the  Irish  Members  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  new  clauses.  What  mi 
required  was  that  there  should  be  u 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  which  thej 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  moving  it 
a  future  stage. 

Mr.  BUTT  said,  the  Irish  Memben 
would  give  up  tho  opportunity  which 
they  had  of  discussing  tne  various  Acts 
in  question  if  an  assurance  were  gim 
that  they  should  not  be  opposed  in  re- 
committing tho  Bill  and  moving  u 
Instruction  to  the  Committee.  He  vu 
not  afraid  of  the  word  "  factious,"  ud 
was  prepared  to  be  factious,  if  to  be  m 
were  to  protect  the  rights  of  a  minoritj 
against  the  proceedings  of  a  tyrant  mi- 
jority.  One  thing  he  altogether  denied 
— namely,  that  tho  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees or  the  Speaker  was  tlie  judg«  of 
a  point  of  Order.  The  House,  and  D<)t 
its  President,  was  tlie  ultimate  judge  of 
Order. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  it  occurred  to 
him  that  by  this  discussion  tho  Committee 
was  wasting  time.  Tlio  AmondmeutA  in 
question  could  not  bo  moved  at  the  pre- 
sent stage,  and  the  proper  occasion  frir 
bringing  them  forward  was  on  the 
Repoi-t. 

Mr.  NEAVDEGATE  said,  he  hopfil 
that  on  a  point  of  Order  a  pro|K>sitioii 
which  had  been  ruled  to  be,  and  wa* 
manifestly,  out  of  Order,  would  not  br 
further  discussed. 

Question  put. 

Tlie  Committee  divided:  —  Aye»  31 : 
Noes  199  :  Majority  168. 

Question  again  proposed. 

IklR.  BIGGAR  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progr©^ 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
liiggar.) 
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Mb.  butt  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Hember  for  Oavan  would  not  persevere 
viihhis  Motion.  It  would  not  only  im- 
pede the  Business  of  the  House,  but 
voald  bring  discredit  and  disgrace  on 
llie  proceeding  which  some  Irish  Mem- 
ben  thought  it  their  duty  to  take.  He 
vae  always  prepared  to  resist  any  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  majority  to 
orerbear  the  rights  of  the  minority,  and 
to  use  the  PriTileges  of  the  House  for 
that  purpose ;  but  he  thought  that  was 
the  only  case  in  which  a  minority  was 
fagtified  in  resisting  the  majority  of  the 
Uoose.  He  believed  that  the  Irish 
people  would  endorse  what  he  said. 
pCaior  O'GoRMAN :  No,  no !]  They 
wooldy  he  believed,  better  consult  the 
dignity  of  the  House  and  the  interests 
of  Ireland  by  proceeding  with  the  Bill 
-—a  course  which  would  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  moving  his  Amend- 
iaentfr--than  by  further  seeking  to  im- 
pede the  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DISKAELI:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  spoken  like  one 
who  is  proud,  and  justly  proud,  of  being 
a  Member  of  this  House.  There  has 
been  some  complaint  made  that  Irish 
Members,  when  Irish  measures  are 
brought  forward,  are  not  afforded  an 
opportunity  for  full  and  free  debate.  Hon. 
dratlemen  opposite  have  chosen  to  con- 
sider the  present  a  measure  of  that  kind, 
and  certainly  they  cannot  complain  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Qt)vemment  in  this 
instance.  We  have  given  them  the 
whole  day  from  the  commencement  of 
I^lblic  Business,  and  have  not  in  any 
way  interfered  with  the  exercise  of  their 
Parliamentary  privileges.  If  the  Com- 
mittee should  conclude  its  labours  to- 
night, I  will  take  care  that  to-morrow 
evening  at  9  o'clock,  we  shall  commence 
the  Beport,  and  that  will  give  hon.  Mem- 
bers an-  ample  opportunity  of  bringing 
Amendments  forward. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  13; 
Noes  206  :  Majority  193. 

Colunm  5  omitted  from  the  Schedule 

Schedule  2. 

Mb.  butt  moved  in  page  2,  line  15, 
to  leave  out  in  column  one,  ''  2  and  3 
Yiotoria,  c.  74,  Societies  Unlawful,  Ire- 
land," and  all  the  corresponding  entries 
in  the  other  columns.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  said,  this  Bill  was 

VOL.  CCXXI.    [thibd  semes.] 


passed  in  1889,  and  was  directed  ex- 
clusively against  Orange  Societies  in 
Ulster;  but  it  had  been  used  for  a  very 
different  purpose  since.  It  had  been 
directed  against  any  society  which 
had  secret  signs  and  passwords  except 
the  Freemasons  and  Friendly  Brothers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
column  1,  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*'  2  and  3  Vic.  c.  74,  Societies  Unlawful, 
Ireland."— (i/r.  Butt,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

TiiE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  pointed  out  that 
the  Act  in  question  was  framed  against 
secret  societies  formed  for  unlawful  pur- 
poses, such  as  the  purchase  and  distribu- 
tion of  arms,  and  the  assembling  for 
treasonable  and  seditious  objects.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Captain  NOLAN  urged  that  the  sense^ 
of  the  Committee  ought  to  be  taken 
upon  the  question. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  169; 
Noes  40  :  Majority  129. 

Majoe  O'GORMAN  moved  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
0^  Gorman.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  34; 
Noes  167:  Majority  138. 

Mr.  butt  moved  the  omission  from 
the  Schedule  of  **  11  and  12  Vict.  cap. 
89." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
column  3,  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'*  11  and  12  Vic.  c.  89."— (i/r.  Butt,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  maintained  that  the 
Act  in  question  was  vexatious  and  im- 
necessary. 
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Mb.  CALLAN  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man do  now  leave  the  Chair,  and  re- 
marked that  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
appeared  to  be  in  a  state  of  somnolence, 

tMr.  DisBAELi  dissented]  appeared   to 
le  unable  to  keep  his  back  benches  in 
order. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (iTr.  Callan,) 

Mk.  SULLIVAN  remarked  that  it 
was  difficult  to  keep  the  back  benches  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  in  or- 
der ;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he  wished 
to  be  completely  disassociated  from  any 
reflections  which  had  been  cast  upon  the 
Prime  Minister,  whose  conduct  not  only 
throughout  that  debate,  but  throughout 
the  Session,  had  entitled  him  to  the 
kindliest  regard  and  respect  from  all 
parts  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  16 ; 
Noes  167:  Majority  141. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  moved  that  the  Cliair- 
nian  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  ProgreRS, 
and    ask    leave    to    sit    again." — (Jfr. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  15; 
Noes  160:  Majority  145. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


INDIA  COUNCILS   [sALARY]. 

Conaidtred  in  Cominittoo. 

(In  the  Ck)mmitteo.) 

Renolred^  Thiit  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Revenues  of  India,  of  the 
Salarj'  of  any  additional  Member  of  the  Council 
of  the  (rovemor  G(?neral  of  India,  that  may  ho 
appointed  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  for  amendinp:  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Council  of  the  Governor  Ocineral  of  India. 

Resolution  to  he  reported  To-viorrow^  at  Two 
of  the  clock. 

MEDICAL    ACT     (1858)    AMEND^nSNT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Brady,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Medical  Act  of  1858,  and  to  provide;  for  the 
Examination  of  Candidates  for  certain  M(Kli(yil 
Appointments,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Brady,  IMr.  Ekrinoton,  and  Dr.  Lvsh. 

hiW  presented,  and  read  the;  first  time.  [Bill  238.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    L0BD8, 
Friday,  ZUt  Jul^,  1874. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilm— JTrrf  2 
Consolidated  Fund  ( Appropxiatioa]  *. 

Second  lUadin^ — ^Prince  Leopold*!  Ann 
(218). 

Cotnmittee-^Seport — Shannon  NarigatioD  (1 
Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Com  Con 
sation*  (203);  Evidence  Law  Amend 
(Scotland)  •  (198). 

J2<jpor^— Public  Health  (Ireland)  •  (195). 

Third  Heading — Polico  Force  Expeniei*  ( 
Education  Depuianent  Orders*  (197): 
voyancing  and  Land    IVansfer  (Scc4li 
(205),  eaia  pasted. 

SHANNON  NAVIOATIOX  BILL 
{The  Lord  PreMideni) 
(no.  189.)      OOMSCITTEE. 

House  in  Oomznittee  (accxHrdiBj 
Order.) 

The  Earl  of  LIMERICK  said, 
some  of  the  proprietors  on  the  1 
Shannon  apprehended  that  in  o 
quenco  of  ceitain  works  executed  o 
upper  river  their  lands  might  be  flo 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Dnk 
President  of  the  Council  whether 
was  any  ground  for  this  apprehei 
If  so,  some  provision  for  measor 
prevent  the  flooding-  misht  be  nu 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  sal 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  state,  oi 
high  authority  of  Mr.  Bateman 
Engineer,  that  there  was  no  gronx 
the  apprehension  referred  to  b; 
noble  Friend. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendmen 
to  bo  road  3*  on  MofuUiy  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o 

to  Mondav  next,  a  q 

before  Five  6 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON; 
Friday,  Slst  Jufy,  1874. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bn.jj^-^Seamd  JUm 
Snpn>ino  Court  of  JncUcaturc  Act  | 
Suspension  [179]:  IriBh  Reprodnctire 
Fund  «  [183] ;  Statute  Law  Eeriacn  (N 

[237]. 
Committee — Report — Private    Lnnatic  Am 
(Ireland)  •  [216]. 
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0$  aamukd'^'PnbUo  Wonhip  Begnla- 
*r286];  Looal  Gk>yeniinent  Board  (Ire. 
land}  rrovisioiial  Order  Confirmation  *  [207]  ; 
Eniring  Laws  Continuance  *  [201] ;  Church 
Plifronage  (ScothmdJ  •  [2341 
%ird  R^adinff — ConBolidatod  Fund  (Appropria- 
.  tion)  *;  Great  Seal  Offices  « [223] ;  Post  Office 
.  SftTUigB  Bank*  [227];  Royal  Irish  Con- 
.    alftbiijary  and  Duolin  Metropolitan  Police* 

{19«1;    Fines   Act    (Ireland)    Amendment* 
922 J,  andjMUMf^. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
IMbate  on  Amendment  proposed  [30th 
Juhr]  to  be  made  to  Standing  Order  175 ; 
md  which  Amendment  was,  in  line  18, 
to  leave  out  the  words  ''  parish  to  which 
flie  Bill  relates,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
vardfl  ''area  to  be  enclosed  imder  the 
BOI9" — {Mr,  HaikeSy) — instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
pPOtds  '  parish  to  which  the  Bill  relates ' 
ptaHid  part  of  the  said  Standing  Order." 

|[.  Debate  rMtim«(^. 

*   Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

I'  Standing  Order  176,  read,  and  amend- 
i4y  by  leaving  out,  in  line  30,  the  word 
|***panBh,"  and  inserting  the  words 
'^'orainage  district,"  instead  thereof; 
ia  line  36,  by  leaving  out  the  word 
:^' Mriflhy"  and  inserting  the  word  "  dis- 
Inot,"  instead  thereof;  and  in  page  56, 
■ne  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
« therein,"  the  words  "  or  the  extent  in 
t,  roods,  and  perches." 


IBELAND— DISCHARGED     LUNATICS- 
CASES  OF  GEORGE  AND  OWEN 
DOHERTY.— QUESTION. 


I.  EERINGTON(for  Mr.  Moore) 
aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  two  dangerous 
limatics  named  George  and  Owen  Do- 
harty  are  still  at  large  in  the  neighbour- 
hooa  of  Camdonagh  and  coimty  of  Done- 
gal, in  spite  of  the  earnest  remonstrances 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  take 
any  further  notice  of  the  Memorial  ad- 
dressed to  them  on  the  subject  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  -  HICKS-BEACH  : 
Sir,  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom 
tike  Question  relates  are  John  and  George 
Doherty.  Both  have  recently  been  in- 
mates of  Letterkenny  Lunatic  Asylum ; 
one  was  discharged  as  of  sound  mind,  the 
other  escaped  just  before  he  was  about 


to  be  discharged  for  the  same  reason, 
and  was  permitted  to  remain  at  home  at 
the  request  of  his  friends.  Being  again 
confined,  the  medical  officer  reported 
that  he  was  suffering  from  over-indul- 
gence in  drink  rather  than  from  insa- 
nity, and  he  was  accordingly  discharged. 
If  the  inhabitants  of  the  district  con- 
sider that  these  persons  should  not  be 
at  large,  the  proper  course  would  be  for 
them  to  swear  the  necessary  information 
before  the  magistrates,  so  that  the  men 
might  be  committed  as  dangerous  luna- 
tics ;  or  if  they  do  not  answer  that  de- 
scription, their  families  or  friends  might 
apply  to  the  Governors  of  the  asylum  to 
admit  them  as  ordinary  patients.  It  does 
not  seem  to  be  within  the  power  of  the 
Gbvemment  to  interfere  in  the  matter, 
nor  do  I  think  that  it  is  their  duty  to 
do  so. 

THE    GENERAL  ELECTION  RETURNS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  DODDS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
the  Eetums  relative  to  tne  General  Elec- 
tion ordered  on  the  20th  March  last 
will  be  presented ;  and,  in  case  parti- 
culars have  not  yet  been  received  from 
every  county,  division  of  county,  and 
borough,  to  give  the  names  of  the 
counties,  divisions  of  counties,  and  bo- 
roughs from  which  particulars  have  not 
been  received,  and  to  state  what  course 
he  proposes  to  pursue  with  reference 
thereto  ?      

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  with  the  exception  of  three 
counties  and  eight  boroughs,  the  Ke- 
tums  which  had  been  ordered  on  this 
subject  had  been  made.  He  believed 
that  before  the  end  of  the  Session  the 
Eetums  for  these  three  counties  woidd 
be  received,  and  he  hoped  to  be  able 
to  answer  the  hon.  Member's  Question 
more  fuUy  if  it  were  repeated  about 
the  middle  of  next  week. 


THE  REVENUE  RETURNS— POST 
OFFICE  AND  TELEGRAPHIC  SERVICES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  reference  to  the 
published  Eevenue  Eetums  up  to  the 
25th  of  July  (which  state  that  the  gross 
revenue  from  the  Post  Office  and  Tele- 
graph Service  amounts   to  £2,250,000 
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for  the  current  financial  year,  as  against  I 
£1,280,000  for  the  corresponding  period 
of  last  year),  How  much  of  this  nominal 
increase  of  £970,000  is  real,  and  how 
much  is  due  to  the  mode  of  appropriation 
of  those  revenues  during  the  last  finan- 
cial year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  any  com- 
parison between  the  Returns  of  Revenue 
from  the  Post  Office  and  Telegraph 
Services  up  to  the  26th  of  July  this  year 
as  compared  with  the  Returns  up  to  the 
26th  of  July  last  year  would  be  very 
fallacious,  because  tliore  were  various 
circumstances  which  disturbed  the  com- 
parison. In  the  first  place,  irregularities 
had  occurred  in  the  Post  Office  which 
were  not  adjusted  last  year,  and,  in  tlio 
second  place,  a  now  system  liad  boon  on- 
forced  by  which  repayments  with  rogard 
to  the  expenses  of  collection  wore  made 
monthly,  instead  of  quai'terly.  He  would 
prefer  at  present  not  to  give  any  answer 
Avith  regard  to  the  precise  statement  of 
accounts.  He  was  afraid  tliat  if  he 
oiitored  into  any  statement  on  the  sub- 
joct  it  might  mislead,  and  he  would  wait 
until  the  end  of  the  quai*tor,  when  a 
fair  comparison  could  bo  made. 


NAVY— II.M.S.  "  lL\LETUn." 
QUESTION. 

Captaix  BEDFORD  TIM  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  Hor  Majesty's  ship 
'*  Raleigli  "  has  now  been  commissioned 
nearly  eight  months  without  being  em- 
ployed on  the  sei'vioe  for  which  she  was 
intended  ;  that  evorj'  available  space  has 
been  filled  with  ballast  to  give  her  sta- 
bility ;  that  she  is  now  two  feet  deeper 
in  the  water  than  she  ought  to  be  with- 
out attaining  that  stability ;  and,  whe- 
ther this  ship  was  constructed  from  de- 
signs for  which  Mr.  E.  J.  Reed,  C.B., 
late  Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navy,  is 
responsible  ? 

Mr.  hunt,  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Hale  iff  h  was  commissioned  for  the  period 
which  the  lion,  and  gallant  Member  had 
named,  and  she  had  a  reduced  comple- 
ment of  officers  and  men.  As  soon  as 
she  was  completed,  she  was  employed 
in  the  service  as  a  cruising  ship.  A 
slight  accident  occurred  to  her  screw, 
which  rendered  a  new  one  necessaiy.  It 
was  not  the  favt  that  every  availa])Ie 
si)ace  had  been  filled  with  ballast.     She 
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had  received  180  tons  of  ballast, 
was  the  amount  her  constmctor  wiihed 
her  to  have.  No  inconyenienoe  vu 
caused  by  the  storing  of  that  amoiim  of 
ballast,  and  she  had  the  required  stabi- 
lity, although  several  change  had  bea 
made  in  her  while  buildine.  Her  »• 
mament  had  been  very  much  increased 
in  weight — ^namely,  by  one-half— and  in 
consequence  of  that  and  other  alteratkm 
which  added  to  her  weight,  she  drew  16 
inches  more  water  than  was  originallj 
intended.  The  design  of  the  ship  wck 
incomplete  when  Mr.  Heed  resigned  iiii 
appointment  at  the  Admiralty,  and  \» 
was  not  responsible  for  the  changes 
made  in  those  designs. 

IXDTA  —  METEOROLOGICAL  OK^ERTi. 
TI(  )XS.— QUESTIOX. 

Mr.  EGERTON  HUBBAED  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  8tate  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  series  of  Mete- 
orological Observations  taken  at  fov 
stations  in  tho  Bombay  Presidency  wcr 
sent  home  periodically  to  the  Indii 
Office  since  1854,  and  that  many  of  ^ 
Observations  havo  been  lost ;  and,  vl^ 
ther  tho  Meteorological  ObserratxoM 
taken  since  1867  at  fourteen  stations  ii 
the  Madras  Presidency  have  yet  been 
published  or  utilised  in  any  wav  ? 

LoRP  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir. 
Registers  of  Meteorological  Observatioiu 
from  tho  Bombay  Presidency  since  the 
year  1853  have  been  sent  to  the  India 
Office,  and  a  few  of  these  documenti 
have  been  mislaid — at  least,  they  cannot 
now  be  found.  Since  1853  to  1863  Be^ 
turns  from  ^Madras  and  Bombay  have 
been  sent  to  the  Astronomer  Boval  a: 
Greenwich.  Since  that  time  they  have 
been  sent  to  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment. Finding,  however,  that  no  n.«e 
was  made  by  that  Department  of  these 
Returns,  we  have  asked  them  to  be  sent 
back,  and  they  are  now  in  safe  keeping 
at  Greenwich.  Tho  Secretary  of  State 
has  recently  pointed  out  to  the  Indian 
Government  that  if  these  Returns  are 
to  be  utilized,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
adopt  a  system  of  general  control  and 
inspection,  so  as  to  insure  uniformity  of 
method. 

JUDICATURE    COMMISSI  OX— THE 
UP:P0RT.— QUESTION. 

:Mr.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tlie  Home  Department, 
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If  fhe  fbrdier  and  final  Eeport  of  the 
Judicature  Commission  can  be  laid  upon 
flie  Table  of  the  House  during  the  pre- 
Mnt  Session  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
■aid,  that  the  fifth  and  last  Eeport  of 
the  Jadicature  Commission  was  finally 
•greed  to  on  the  20th  instant.  The  only 
delay  that  had  occurred  had  been  a 
delay  with  reference  to  the  signatures. 
He  hoped  that  the  signatures  would  be 
obtained  in  time  to  lay  the  Eeport  on 
the  Table  before  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
■ftcm? 

IRELAND— NATIONAL    SCHOOL 
TEACHERS.—aUESTION. 

Mb.  EONAYNE  asked  the  Chief 
Seoretaiy  for  Ireland,  Is  the  Government 
prepared  to  give  an  assurance  that  the 
CMwe  of  the  Irish  National  School 
Teachers  will  be  considered  during  the 
xecesSy  with  a  view  of  introducing  a 
measure  early  next  Session  for  the  im- 
proTement  of  their  condition  ;  and,  is  it 
poroposod,  in  estimating  the  average 
■alary  of  the  teachers,  to  take  into  ac- 
count money  earned  by  them  outside 
•chool  hours  in  the  Science  and  Art 
Department  or  otherwise  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
zeply,  said,  that  he  had  already  given 
an  assurance  in  a  debate  on  this  subject, 
that  the  case  of  these  teachers  should 
be  considered  during  the  Eecess  with  a 
view  of  improving  tiieir  condition  and 
to  determine  from  what  funds  the  means 
of  that  improvement  should  be  derived. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question,  that  matter  would  have 
to  be  considered. 

NATAL— TUE  RECENT  OUTBREAK   OF 
NATIVE  TRIBES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULI.  -  HUGESSEN 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  When  further  Papers  re* 
lating  to  the  recent  disturbance*  in  Natal 
"will  oe  laid  on  the  Table ;  and  whether, 
if  they  are  not  received  before  the  end 
of  the  Session,  they  could  be  put  into 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  during  the 
Itecess  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  more  important  Despatches,  for 
the  arrival  of  which  the  production  of 
the  Papers  had  been  delayed,  had  not 
yet  come  to  hand,  and  ho  was  unable  to 
flay  whether  they  would  be  laid  on  the 


Table  this  Session.    As  to  the  second 

Eart  of  the  Question,  it  would  not  be  in 
is  power  to  put  Papers  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  during  the  Eecess. 

BANK  HOLIDAYS— HOLIDAYS  IN  THE 
LAW  OFFICES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (for  Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  by  the  new  rules  under  the 
Judicature  Act  the  Bank  Holidays  will 
in  future  be  observed  in  the  Law  Offices  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  :  Sir, 
the  Bank  Holidays,  as  fixed  by  the  Act 
which  bears  the  hon.  Baronet's  name, 
are  four  in  number — Easter  Monday, 
Whit  Monday,  the  first  Monday  in 
August,  and  the  first  working  day  after 
Christmas  Day.  It  is  proposed  by  the 
Judicature  Eulos  to  adopt  three  of  these 
Bank  Holidays  as  holidays  in  tlie  Law 
Offices — namely,  Easter  Monday,  Whit 
Monday,  and  the  day  after  Christmas 
Day — but  it  is  not  proposed  to  make  the 
first  Monday  in  August  a  holiday ;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  pressure  of  busi- 
ness in  the  Law  Offices  at  that  period  of 
the  year,  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
be  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
to  make  an  early  day  in  August  a  holi- 
day in  the  Law  Offices.  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  of  stating  that  I  have 
to-day  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Copy  of  the  Judicature  Eules  as  pre- 
pared by  the  Judges  and  submitted  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  also  a  Copy  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Judges  as 
regards  a  re-arrangement  of  the  Circuits. 


NAVY  — PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS 

—HOLIDAYS  ON  POLLING  DAYS— 

THE  DOCKYARDS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BEAND  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  remarks  made  by 
Baron  Bramwell  at  Stroud  upon  the 
practice  of  giving  the  artisans  employed 
in  the  mills  a  holiday  on  the  day  of 
polling  at  Parliamentary  Elections  with- 
out deduction  of  their  wages ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  rescind  the 
order  lately  issued  to  the  dockyards 
which  authorised  the  practice  condemned 
by  Baron  Bramwell ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  for  extending  the  hours 
of  polling  so  that  the  artisans  employed 
in  dockyards,  mills,  &c.  may  have  in- 
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creased  facilities  for  recording  their  votes  a  proper  scheme  prepared  for  the  fata 

at  Parliamentary  Elections  ?  administration  of  the  charity  knovA 

Mr.  hunt,  in  reply,  said,  he  douhted  St.  John's  Hospital,  Bath.    \  maj  n 

whether  the  Circular  recently  issued  hy  tion  that  the  charity  ia  not  edncatki 

the  Admiralty  fell  within  the  principle  but  eleemosynary.  In  theordinaxyon 

referred  to  by  Baron  BramwoU  in  his  of  proceedings,  a  scheme  waajpren 

judgment.     The  Circular  provided  that  and  brought  in  by  one  of  my  Fkm 

there  should  always  be  a  half  holiday  sors,  and  until  the  last  few  days  I  \ 

for  voters  in  Dockyards,  and  in  his  (Mr.  had    no    personal    cognizance   of 

Hunt's)  view,  that  would  not  constitute  matter.     I  have,   however,  aaeeita 

an  inducement  to  them  to  vote  for  any  from  inquiries  which  I  have  mads 

particular  party.     Not  having  had  the  morning  that   the  scheme  brough 

advantage  of  legal  advice,  however,  he  contains  a  clause,  in  the  terms  mentii 

was  unable  to  state  whether  the  Circular  in  the  Question  of  the  bon.  Meml 

did  infringe  the  principle  in  question ;  namely — 

but  the  matter  should  be  inquired  into.  *«  That  no  trustee  shall  act  in  the  admiii 

At  present    he    was    not    prepared^  to  tion  of  the  charity  until  he  shall  hare  lig 

rescind  the  Order.     As  to  tiie  hours  of  mcniorajidum to  t^oflFtHit  that  he  is  a  m 

voting   no  such  measure  as  that  indi-  ^d^rtrl  !X^tr^-?he'S 

cated  by  the  hon.  Member  was  at  pre-  csi-i         i-i      ^t.        ^^•  ^   m 

sent  under  the  consideration  of  the^-  ^"ch  clause  has  been  the  subjert  <A 

vemment  cussion  in  the  chambers  of  the  Jaa| 

irhose  branch  of  the  Court  the  en 

attached,  and  the  municipal  tnuti 

TIIE  CirARITY  COMinsSIOXIlBS— ST.  Bath,  who  are  parties  to  the  suit, 

JOHN'S  UOSITi'AL,  BATU.— QUESTION-  raised  several  objections  to  the  ck 

Mr.  HATTEE  asked  Mr.  Attorney  have  just  referred  to,  and  among  o 

General,  Whether  it  is  true  that  he  has  they  have  objected  to  the  piOTUioi 

proposed  a  scheme  for  the  regulation  of  ^^H?  ^^  ^7^",  *°j^,S""S! 

Saiit  John's  Hospital,  Bath,  containing  **'«  Ch^F*^  ^^  Enifland.    Th^  B 

the  foUowing  Clause  :-The  trustees  of  '^  ^°^  ^»f«"  >?«  »?  "?  o^*^  " 

the  charity  shall  consist  of  such  of  the  <^*?  *°  '^!^^'  ^^  objections  so  n 

trustees  for  the  time  being  appointed  by  f^V  ^  i®  ™^  duty  eitiber  to 

the  Lord  High  Chancellor  under  the  to  the  objections  so  made  by  ^e  i 

provisions  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  Vic-  «P,«^  trustees,  or  to  a^ere  to  the  ( 

toria,  chapter  seventy  six,  to  be  trustees  ""^  proposal  of  my  Predecessor,  i 

of  the  Municipal  Charities  vested  in  the  mj  Judgment  I  shall  deem  proper, 

Corporation  of  the  city  of  Bath  as  shaU  *°  jT^'u  .JT-     my  duty  to  hav 

bo  members  of  the  Church  of  England,  &^,*<',f"  the  circumstances  of  the 

who  shall  be  ex-offioio  members  of  the  f°f  *°  ^t  aiithorities  upon  the  snl 

charity.    No  trustee  shaU  act  in  the  ad-  but,  whatever  view   I   may   take, 

ministration  of  tlie  charity  until  he  shaU  ^^°1?  question  will  have  to  be  ey 

have  signed  a  memorandum  to  the  effect  aDy  determined  by  the  Judge.    A 

tliat  ho  is  a  member  of  the  Church  of  K""^,?  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Fr 

England  and  is  willing  to  undertake  the  Vfi***^'!-"^      %  l"^  °t  *^^  °^^ 

trust  as  regulated  by  the  scheme ;  who-  °l  ^^  °'S**??,5  ^****' J  P«>P<»o  t. 

ther  ho  is  aware  that  Nonconformists  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  approve  o 

have  hitherto  acted  as  trustees  of  the  «'=*^«'?«'  .^®  ^^  °.°*  co"«^e'"  " 

said  charity ;  and,  whether,  in  face  of  J-anting^^in  courtesy  if  I  de<^e  to 

the  opposition  that  has  been  expressed  b/ anticipation  what  course  I  may  1 

by  tho  citizens  of  Bath  in  public  meet-  J*  P'lJP^'"  to  pursue  m  the  dischai] 

ing  assembled,  and  also  by  the  present  ^'>  ^"^^^^  "^  ™y  °^'^'^  position. 
truNteos,   to   the  proposed  scheme,   he 

purposes  to  ask  for  its  approval  by  the  WIKEW.SUUKY  SCHOOr^EXCESSl 

Court  of  Chancer}'  ?  I'UXISHMENT.-QUICSTIOX. 

The  ATTUENEY  GENEEAI.  :  Sir,  Mr.  BASS   asked   the    Secretar 

under    the    ceilificate  of   the    Charity  State  for  the  Homo  Department^  II 

Conuiiissioners,  proceedings  have  ])een  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  re 

taken  and  are  now  pending  in  the  Court  of  a  punishment  inflicted  by  the  fi 

of  Chancery  for  the  purpose  of  having  Master  of  Shrewsbuiy  School  on  a 

-J/)'.  Mnuid 
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of  the  name  of  Loxdale,  whom  (it  is 
alleged)  he  flogged  with  eighty-eight 
•tripeSy  whereupon  the  governors,  aner 
well  considering  the  matter,  did  not 
segard  the  pumahment  excessive,  but 
begged  he  would  not  do  it  again  ;  whe- 
ther the  account  is  substantially  accu- 
rate ;  and,  if  so,  to  ask  further  whether 
that  punishment  does  not  far  exceed  any 
which  is  inflicted  on  yoimg  criminals, 
whether  felons  or  misdemeanants  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
aaid,  that  he  had  no  further  information 
on  the  subject  than  had  appeared  in  The 
2}imei  of  that  morning,  but  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Denbigh, 
who  was  one  of  the  Governing  Body  of 
the  school,  would  no  doubt  bo  able  to 
state  the  facts.  As  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  he  thought  his  best  course 
would  be  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
the  Statute  Book  and  leave  liim  to  judge 
lor  himself.  For  certain  offences,  boys 
under  16  might  receive  12  stripes,  and, 
in  some  cases,  oflenders  under  18  might 
be  whipped ;  but  the  number  of  strokes 
and  the  instrument  were  not  specified. 
In  oases  of  robbery  with  violence,  if  the 
offender  was  under  16,  the  strokes  were 
not  to  exceed  25,  and  were  to  be  inflicted 
wifli  a  birch  rod;  lads  over  16  might 
receive  50  lashes  with  the  cat. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  said,  he 
would,  after  the  direct  appeal  which  had 
l>een  made  to  him,  venture  to  trouble 
the  House  with  a  few  observations.  He 
was  one  of  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
school,  and  he  was  appealed  to  by  Mr. 
Moss  a  few  days  ago,  to  vindicate  him 
ttom  the  charge  of  having  grossly  ill- 
nsed  a  pupil.  He  thought  the  case  de- 
manded a  searching  investigation,  and 
that  it  ought  to  take  place  at  Shrews- 
bury ;  but,  unfortunately,  from  his  Par- 
liamentary and  legal  duties,  he  was  pre- 
yented  from  attending  the  inquiry.  It 
was  conducted  by  the  Rev.  Dr.  Bateson 
(the  chairman),  the  Bishop  of  Man- 
chester, Earl  Powis,  Mr.  Hibbert  (late 
M.P.),  and  Mr.  Kenyon,  Q.C.,  and  tiiey 
azrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  original 
charges  against  Mr.  Moss  had  been 
exaggerated,  and  also  that  the  punish- 
ment inflicted  was  not  excessive  or  im- 
proper. As  to  the  facts,  he  was  not 
able  to  add  anything  to  the  statement 
which  had  appeared  m  the  newspapers. 
The  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  the 
ftots  was  another  matter.  He  had  no 
light  to  impugn  the  decision  of  his  col- 


leagues. He  could  hardly  put  his  flnger 
on  Ave  men  more  competent  to  conduct 
such  an  inquiry,  but  he  should  be  im- 
worthy  of  tiie  position  of  a  Governor  if 
he  did  not  endeavour  to  form  an  inde- 
pendent judgment.  He  had  read  over 
carefully  every  word  of  the  evidence 
taken,  and  he  had  also  heard  from  Mr. 
Moss's  own  his  lips  his  defence  and  ex- 
planation, and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  could  hardly  understand  the  decision 
at  which  his  colleagues  had  arrived.  In 
his  opinion,  the  punishment  was  both 
excessive  and  improper.  That,  of  course, 
was  only  his  own  individual  opinion  ;  but 
it  might  derive  some  additional  weight 
from  the  recommendation  which  the 
Oovemors  appended  to  their  finding,  and 
which  was  that  such  a  punishment  should 
not  be  inflicted  in  ^ture.  Under  all 
the  circumstances,  and  thinking  that  he 
would  be  placed  in  a  false  position  if  he 
were  considered  rosponsiblo  for  the  de- 
cision, to  which  he  had  been  no  party 
and  of  which  he  could  not  approve,  he 
had  that  day  placed  his  resignation  in 
the  hands  of  the  Gt)veming  Body. 


BANK  IIOUDAYS.— THE  POST  OFFICE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  clerks  in  those  departments  of  the 
Post  Office  which  already  enjoy  the  other 
bank  holidays  are  not  to  be  allowed  a 
holiday  on  Monday  next,  August  Srd; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  does  not  consider 
that  the  clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank 
Department  at  any  rate  have  a  claim  to 
the  same  holidays  which  are  secured 
by  law  in  all  other  banking  establish- 
ments? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Bank  Holidays  Act  did  not 
apply  to  the  Post  Office ;  but  it  had  been 
arranged  that  the  clerks  should  have  a 
holiday  on  Easter  Monday,  Whit  Mon- 
day, and  the  day  after  Christmas  Day. 
It  would,  however,  be  inconvenient  to 
observe  the  first  Monday  in  August  as 
a  holiday  at  the  Post  Office.  He  did 
not  think  the  clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank 
Department  had  a  claim  to  the  same 
holidays  which  were  secured  by  law  in 
other  banking  establishments. 
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and  I  therefore  now  move  tliat  tlio  Order 
be  discharged. 

^rotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Ordor  for  rncoiving  the  .said 
Heport  be  discharged." — {Mr.  iJinraeli.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  it  would  bo 
interesting  to  tlie  House  to  have  some 
fui-thcr  explanation  on  the  subject  of 
tliis  Kosolution  before  the  Order  is  dis- 
charged. We  adopted  the  Kesolutiou 
under  an  assurance  from  tlio  Goveru- 
luout  of  its  necessity,  and  therefore  it  is 
desirable  we  should  know  what  view  the 
Government  takes  respecting  it?  Do 
tliey  think  the  IJill  stands  well  without 
it?  On  wliat  foundation  do  they  pro- 
pose to  discharge  the  Resolution  ? 

Mil.  DISR^VELI :  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  explain  more  fully.  I 
regret  I  cannot  make  a  communication 
in  detail  as  I  could  have  wished;  but 
probably  I  may  be  able  to  do  so  before 
the  House  adjourns.  The  arrangement 
is  one  which  will  secure  the  offices  of  a 
Judge  of  the  higlu'st  distinction,  and 
who  will  rcMpiire  no  increase  of  remune- 
ration beyond  the  pension  wliich  he  has 
already  earned  as  a  reward  for  his 
services. 

(iuestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Ordor  discharged. 

ri:nLR:  avoksiiip  iiKciriiATiox  bill. 

(J//'.  Jl"s/k(f/  <!  It  rut  I/.) 

[hill  2;5().]    [^Lords.'\    roxsi deration. 

\V\\\  as  amended  considered. 

Mil.  HUlUJAliD  (London)  said,  he 
wished  to  explain  why  he  had  not  moved 
the  Amendments  of  which  he  liad  given 
Notice  in  Committee.  In  order  to  do 
so,  he  would  require  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  what  had  taken 
place  with  respect  to  the  1st  clause, 
which  fixed  the  title  to  be  the  **  Public 
Worship  Regulaticm  Act,  1874."  He 
objected  to  that  titlr  as  a  misnomer,  in- 
asnmch  as  the  author  of  the  Bill,  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  Lord  Sel- 
bonie.  and  Ijord  Cairns  had  all  declared, 
in  and  out  of  Parliament,  thjit  it  neither 
toadied  doctrine  nor  discipline,  that  it 
created  no  new  oflonces,  that  it  in  no 
way  interfered  with  public  worship,  and 
that  it  was  simply  an  improvement  of 
tlm  Procedure  Art.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed to  alter  the  title  to  one  wliich  de- 
scribed the  real  object  of  tlio  BiU.     His 

J/r.  Jft^rutii 


right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  [Mi. 
Pussell  Gumey)  said  he  had  no  objectkm 
to  withdraw  the  clause,  and  upon  thu 
ho  (Mr.  Hubbard)  withdrew  his  Anwnd- 
mont.  Some  hon.  Members,  hovers, 
forced  a  division  on  the  clause,  and  **tke 
Ayes ''  had  it ;  but  he  thought  the  Hoow 
would  hardly  bo  satisfied  to  leave  ii|^q 
tho  faco  of  that  new  statute  a  title  which 
afiirmod  a  distinct  inaccuracy. 

Sill  WILLIAM  HAKCOURT  raee  to 
a  point  of  Order.  Could  a  hun.  MemUr 
discuss  in  tho  House  what  had  ukes 
placo  in  Committee  ? 

Mu.  SPEAKER  ruled  that  thehra. 
Member  was  not  in  Order,  tho  quesdoa 
before  the  House  being*  that  this  Bill  be 
now  considorcd.     - 

Mu.  nUBBAED  said,  he  did  not  uh 
dcrstand  the  Forms  of  the  Houbo  aowdl 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite, lie  did  not,  howerer,  propoM 
any  further  Motion  on  the  subject,  aad 
should  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  thoM 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill.  All  he 
cared  for  was  that  in  their  legisUtiot 
they  should  be  explicit  and  truthM 
With  regard  to  the  Schedule,  when  thti 
was  last  under  consideration,  it  was  oon- 
sidered  imperative  that  those  who  might 
bo  complainants  under  the  provisions  uf 
this  Bill  slioidd  bo  qualified  by  bein^ 
interested  in  tho  matters  of  wliich  they 
complained — that,  in  fact,  they  should 
be  members  of  tho  Church  of  England. 
But  some  hon.  Members  had  raifed 
doubts  as  to  tho  sufEciency  of  that  dedi- 
ration,  and  it  would  be  remembered  tha: 
tlio  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  [Ur 
Dillwyn)  asked,  "What  was  a  member 
of  tho  Church  of  England  ?  "  and  au- 
othor  hon.  Gentleman,  a  member  of  that 
respectable  body  the  Society  of  Friends 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr. 
Basse tt),  said  that  they  all  were  mem- 
bers, some  conforming  and  some  nou- 
conformiug.  The  hon.  Member  far 
Merth}T  (Mr.  Bichard)  had  also  de- 
clared that  a  member  of  the  Noncon- 
formist Body  was  legally  a  member  uf 
the  Church  of  England.  It  might  be. 
in  ono  sense,  said  that  every  iMptised 
person  was  a  member  of  the  Chunh ; 
but  tho  clear  and  indisputable  test  wit, 
whether  or  not  any  person  was  a  commn- 
nicant.  The  Sovereign  of  this  eountiy 
was,  by  law,  required  to  be  a  memb^ 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  the  en- 
dence  of  such  membership  was  provided 
by  tho  reception  of  the  Holy  Comma- 
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nion  in  the  Coronation  Service.  It  had 
been  his  intention,  therefore,  to  add  the 
vorde  "  being  a  communicant,"  ia  the 
declaration  required  from  a  complainant 
ander  this  Bill ;  but  tho  Hotise  having 
twice,  by  large  majorities,  aiBrmed  the 
aeceisity  of  a  declaration  that  the  com- 
plainant was  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England,  he  accepted  that  fact  oa 
decisive  of  the  intention  that  the  mem- 
bership should  be  a  reality,  and  that  the 
terms  need  were  sutBcient  for  their  pur- 
poB«.  He  trusted  the  Bill  -would  now  go 
to  the  country  at  large,  and  to  the 
olereyin  particular,  under  auspices  which 
-woxud  induce  them  to  ^ve  it  their 
nrious  consideration.  It  ttad  his  entire 
,  fxmourrenco  with  regard  to  tho  main  oh- 
jsct  which  he  assumed  it  to  have. 

Me.  RUSSELL  GUENEY,  in  pro- 
poainK  OS  an  Amendment,  the  addition  of 
the  ftdlowing  new  clause ; — 

(Ptontjous  rolntinp:  to  colle^  chaprls,  &c.) 
"  The  datics  appointed  undor  this  Aot  to  bo 


ic  chupcls  uf  tho  collagen  nnd  hnlls 
a  tho  Univ(>niitii«  of  Oitard.  Cnmbridgn,  and 
Darhsin,  bo  pprformwl  by  thi'  vimUir  uf  euch 
eoUofto  or  hull,  and  in  tho  aiai:  of  tho  umrcraity 
dhareh  of  uny  of  tho  Buid  tmiversities  when 
naod  by  euch  univurriity,  or  in  tho  cueo  of  the 
Xemplo  Church,  or  of  ^u  chapels  of  Lincoln's 
Inn  or  Gray'a  Inn,  the  atid  duties  shnll  be  prr- 
laBmed  by  Uio  iircbbishop  of  tho  province.  Tho 
mnODS  nititl«i  to  mako  K  reproscntation  in  lu- 
htion  to  the  chapel  of  any  auch  coUi'gca  or  hulls 
iAimll  be  timni  pemuiu  who  ehall  bo  Jortore  of 
diTinity,  law,  or  mrdicine,  or  mnstcrs  of  nrta 
■who  havp,  and  for  ono  yc.tr  n>-xt  brfoni  taking 
mny  proceeding  under  this  Act,  havo  had  thcdr 
B>mei  on  tho  bookii  of  auch  collegu  or  hall.  Tho 
penoiu  entitled  to  make  a  repreoontatioa  in  re- 
Ution  to  tho  univi-ndty  church  of  any  of  tho 
■aid  imif  OTBiticri  when  used  bv  aiich  uaLTnTsity 
•hiJl  be  three  pcraana  who  ahaU  lio  iloctoiv  of 
divinity,  law,  or  mudictno.  or  mnotcni  of  arts, 
who  have  and  for  ono  yi^ir  noxt  before  taking 
any  proecodings  under  this  Act  have  had  their 
namefi  on  the  hooka  of  any  collogu  or  haU  in 
mch  uoivendty.  Tho  peraoos  entitled  to  make 
*  representation  in  cehition  to  the  Temple 
Chnich  ihall  bo  throe  barriaten  at  law  of  three 


coln'a  Inn  or  Gray'a  Inn  shall  bo  three  bar- 
riat«n  at  Inw  of  thtoo  vears'  standing  of  tho 
■ud  inns  respeetirely.  If  any  compluint  shall 
he  made  conceming  tho  omAmeDts,  furniture, 
or  decorations  of  nny  ctuijiel  of  the  colleges  or 
halls  of  nny  of  the  snid  imirvrsities,  or  of  the 
Templo  Church,  or  of  tho  chspi'ls  of  Lincoln's 
Inn  or  Gray's  Inn.  the  pera^n  complainod  of 
■hall  be  tho  person  responsible  for  the  custody 
of  such  church  or  chnpcl,  and  the  visitoc  or  tho 
archbishop  of  the  province,  or  the  juilge, 
COM)  may  be,  shall  have  power  '"  — 
efibct  any  direction  contained  ic 
at  Ou  coat  of  the  peraon    responsible  for  the 


carry  into 


custody  of  such  church  or  chapeL  In  any  ether 
matter  which  may  bu  tho  subject  of  a  reprdecn- 
tntion  under  this  Act  tho  peraon  complamod  of 
in  relation  to  a  chapel  of  any  of  the  collcgos  and 
halls  of  nny  of  the  said  univerdtios  ur  in  rela- 
tion to  the  university  church  of  any  of  tho  said 
universities  when  used  by  such  university,  or  in 
relation  to  tho  Temple  ChurcJi  or  tho  chapols  of 
Lincoln's  InnorGniy's  Inn,  shall  bo  tho  clerk  in 
holy  orders  alleged  to  havo  offended  in  tho 
matter  complained  of  r  nnd  the  visitor  or  the 
nrchbishop  of  tho  province,  or  tho  Judge,  as  tho 
caao  may  be,  in  tho  event  of  obedience  not 
being  rendered  to  a  monition,  shall  have  power, 
if  h<i  think  tit,  to  sumicnd  the  person 
plained  of  from  officiating  in   such  ohiu 


„         .  . .  shall 

affect  tho  provision  with  nitpect  to  the  chapels 
of  colleges  and  halls  of  tho  said  universities 
which  is  contninod  in  section  6  of  ■  The  Univer- 
sity Teals  Act,  1871.'" 

said,  the  Bill  was  considerably  altered  in 
Committee,  and  the  1 9th  section  which 
provided  the  exemption  of  various 
churches  and  chopels  was  struck  out. 
He  had  been  told  that,  having  charge  of 
the  Bill,  it  was  his  duty  to  propose  a 
clause  with  regard  to  these  exemptions. 
The  clause  proposed  that  the  duties  ap- 
pointed under  this  Act  to  be  performed 
by  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  should  in 
the  case  of  cnapels  of  the  colleges  and 
halls  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford, 
Cambridge,  and  Durham,  bo  performed 
by  the  visitor,  or  in  the  case  oi  the  Uni- 
versity church,  the  Temple  church,  or 
of  the  chapels  of  Lincoln's  Inner  Gray's 
Inn,  the  duties  should  be  performed  by 
the  Archbishop  of  the  province.  The 
persons  entitled  to  make  a  representa- 
tion in  relation  to  the  chapel  of  any  suoh 
college  or  hall  should  bo  three  doctors  of 
divinity,  low,  or  medicine,  or  masters 
of  arts,  and  with  regard  to  the  Temple 
Church  and  Inns  of  Court  chapels  threo 
barristers.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  Uio  ad- 
dition of  the  clause. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  clause  added  to  the 
BiU. 

(Clause  1  Short  title.) 

Me.   SCOURFTELD,  in  moving  the 

aission  of  the  clause,  said,  short  titles, 
as  a  rule,  were,  in  his  opinion,  of  little 
consequence,  but  if  there  was  to 
be  a  short  title  at  all  it  ought,  he 
thought,  to  describe  what  was  in  the 
"""  Now,  ho  contended  that  the  BiU 
did  not  relate  to  the  regulation  of  public 
worship  at  all,  and  that  beine  the  case 
it  was  a  misnomer  to  call  it  fij  such  a 


Auiendmcnt  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  l.—(3lr.  Sc-itrfieU.) 

(luostiou,  "  Tliat  Clause  1  stand  part 
of  tlio  Bill,"  put,  and  <igi-etd  to. 

Clause  3  (Extent  of  Act.) 

Mk.  EUSSELL  OUliNEY,  in  nioring, 
as  an  Amciidmout,  in  pa^  1,  liue  15, 
after  "  and,"  to  Insoi't  "  to  tlio  Channel 
lidnndt),"  Raid,  Ym  had  ascertuinod  at  the 
Iliiino  Office  that  that  had  bet-n  done  in 
the  case  of  other  Bills  without  consent 
being  obtained,  and  that  no  objuctioa 
liud  ever  been  made. 

Amendment  agned  to. 

Clause  aa  amended,  agreed  to. 

01au»e  6  (lutorp rotation  of  Terms.) 

Ma.  IHLLWYN,  in  movJne,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2.  line  3H,  to  leave 
<iHt  tlio  words  "has  transmitted  to  the 
bishop,  under  Iiis  liiind,  the  declaration 
contained  in  Schedule  (A),  and  who  " 
said,  the  term  "parishioner"  would  he 
verj-  much  circuniaeribed  and  narrowed 
if  it  were  only  Iteld  to  include  those 
who  ivero  prepared  to  subscribo  such 
a  document.  He  protested  tiprainst  a 
wilier  distinction  thou  that  wlueh  now 
oxistctl  boiuK  drawji  between  Koncon- 
furmiats  and  membent  of  the  Clmrch 
of  Enfrland.  His  own  opinion  was  tliat 
porishionoi's  ought  not  to  be  eonfined 
solely  (o  mi'mbers  of  the  Church  of 
England,  but  the  term  ought  to  ineludi 
all  members  of  other  (lonomi nations 
who  woi-e  living  in  the  parish.  Were 
tile  >:t.'opu  of  the  clause  limited  a 
Htood  in  the  Hill  fresh  oppoi-tunitics  of 
aggression  woidd  be  given  to  Churcli 
men  against  llie  Nonconformists.  II 
Impeil  the  Housi'  would  reconsider  the 
de'.crii  limit  ion  it  had  formerly  come  to, 
and  would  ugrt.'e  to  liifl  Amendment.  II 
it  did  so.  the  Hill  would  bo  strengthened, 
and  if  would  meet  with  much  more 
acceptance  in  the  country.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Til  l«i;(i>  :>.  line  ;w.  Ill  1.VIV1.  nut  111.'  wnrdu 
*'h.'iH  tniiuqnittiil  !»  tlii'  liiiOiop,  luiilrT  hii  hunii. 
tile  ilii'linitiuii  I'linliiiiK'il  in  SiliMhilr'  (.\).  ntul 
will..'     (J/a  liillfi,,,.) 

Qm-stion  pwiwsed,  "Tliat  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
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Mb.  COWPER-TEMPLE  uid,  dit 
definition  of  a  parishioner  which  m 
given  in  the  clause  was  for  the  nedil 
purpose  of  putting-  the  powen  d  ^ 
Court  in  motion,  and  would  not  d(£» 
the  qualification  of  a  pariahioner  for  ni 
other  purpose.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  was  mistaken  in  supponng  tba 
the  object  of  this  clause  wot  to  de- 
prive Nonconform  ista  of  any  righti  n> 
which  they  were  entitled.  The  diur 
simply  provided  that  if  any  meiaben  of 
the  Church  of  England  were  aggiimd 
at  the  way  in  which  the  servicea  of  ikf 
Church  were  conducted  in  the  chmA 
which  they  attended,  they  shoald  hin 
a  right  to  complain  of  any  illegilitr. 
Tho  effect  of  the  lion.  Member's  Amani- 
ment  would  be  to  introduce  an  inconai- 
tcncy  into  the  Bill  by  allowing  penoH 
who  did  not  attend  the  Church  of  Eb(- 
land  to  prefer  chaises  against  <JergyiB« 
for  not  performing  the  services  propoh. 
although  they  had  voluntarily  renotuuid 
their  participation  in  those  service*. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  al- 
though he  could  not  support  the  Amnd- 
mont,  he  had  no  wish  to  narrow  ^m 
boundaries  of  the  Church  of  TlngUnJ 
Ho  rejoiced  to  think  that  all  Nonoim- 
foruiists  were  members  of  that  Chnni 
and  hod  a  right  to  attend  her  Mrrim 
and  to  be  buried  in  her  graveyudi. 
But  the  feelings  of  tho  clergy  on  thii 
matter  should  bo  considered.  The  dit- 
cussion  of  the  Bill  had  generated  a  f«d- 
inc  of  irritation  among  a  portion  of  thr 
lie  of  this  country,  and  the  feeling 
clergy  on  this  matter  ought  to  b* 
luKen  into  account.  Tho  clorgy  ought 
not  to  be  enabled,  through  any  ill- 
advised  alteration  of  tho  Bill,  to  say 
tliat  they  had  been  placed  at  the  mercy 
of  those  who  did  not  attend  or  confonu 
to  the  services  of  the  .Church  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mb.  RICHARD:  Sir,  I  have  not 
thought  it  my  duty  to  take  any  part  in 
the  lUscussion  on  tiie  clauses  of  this  BiH 
as  I  deemed  it  more  respectful  to  tli-- 
mombers  of  tho  Church  of  England  tu 
leave  the  matters  which  concerned  them 
so  intimately  entirely  in  their  handi. 
But  the  question  before  iu  now  is  ou 
which  touches  the  interests  of  Nonna- 
formists,  and  I  wish  to  say  a  few  woidi 
upon  it.  I  feel  grateful  to  my  hoo. 
Friend  the  Uember  for  Swansea  (Ur. 
I>illw}-n),  for  the  gallant  fight  he  hu 
made  for  tho  principle  embodied  ill  hi* 


people 

of  tho 
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Anwndmont,  and  whioh  seemB  b 
of  great  gravitj'  and  importancQ 
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)  one   And  if  yon  want  a  more  modem  autho- 
ThiB    rity,  1  will  give  it  from  a  highly-respected 


blAuae  intzoducee  what  I  cannot  but  re-    Member  of  this  House.     Everybody  will 


who  nipport  these  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  England  than  the  bon.  Gentleman 
wluch  restrict  the  right  of  setting  the  the  Member  for  North  WarwickBhiro 
Aot  in  operation  to  meinhers  of  the  (Mr.  Newdegate).  But  what  did  he  say, 
Chorch  of  England,  have  well  considered  in  a  discussion  that  took  place  two  or 
the  full  significance  of  the  course  they  three  years  ago,  on  the  Bill  for  theosta- 
■!«  taking.  What  they  are  doing  is  '  bliahmeut  of  parochial  councils  by  the 
thia — theyaredenationalizingtheGhuroh  I  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  ? 
of    England,    converting    it    from    the    Here  aro  his  words — 

The  Church  would  have  no  right  to  con- 

cittnkliHhcd  if  aho  Ixiiiinu  mcrvly  Quugni- 

i]il ;    that   was,    if    iih:>  ciiiited   to  bi'  thu 

li  of  the  piuiHh  or  of  nil  tht'  ivmshiuniT*, 

hethiT  thoy  niTi'iit«l  her  ininialPJtions  or  not." 

-[3  J/ninBi-rf,  cpv.  »--,l.] 

drawing  a  distinction 
which  I  believe  has  been  hitherto  nn- 
known  to  the  law.     The  law  in 


Ohnich  of  a  nation  into  the  Church  of 
•eot.    And  they  are  doing  that  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  principle  which,  as  I  '  icti 
nkve  always  understood  them,  they  have    '-'!'' 
hitherto    consistently    and    strenuously    "' 
maintained.      That  principle  is  this — 
thai  the  Chureh  of  England  is  a  national  |  But  you 
institation  which  cli  ' 
within  its  palo,  all 


State,  whether  they  wish  it  or  not. 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Hubbard)  finds  fault  with  me  for 
UTing  made  that  statement  on  a  former 
occasion.  But  I  did  it,  not  on  my  own 
authority,  but  on  that  of  members  of 
die  Church  of  England.  I  do  not  know 
how  iar  the  other  Alembers  of  that 
Church  in  this  House  are  prepared  to 
adopt  his  definition  of  its  membership, 
ma  being  restricted  to  communicants. 
But  I  conld  produce  a  complete  catena 
p0lmm,  a  long  list  of  authorities  from 
the  earliest  times  until  now,  in  support 
of  the  view  I  have  stated  as  that  of  the 
Choroh.  I  have  already  on  a  previous 
oocaaion  cited  the  words  of  Hooker,  who 
affirms  that  Church  nnd  State  are  so 
absolutely  identical,  that  "no  person 
appertaining  to  the  one  can  be  denied  to 
be  also  of  the  other."  jVrchbishop  Whit- 
gift,  again,  in  the  time  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth, said — 

"  1  pr^rivo  no  Riich  diatinrtion  of  the  com- 
monwealtli  imd  the  Church  th»t  thi'^  should  Ix' 
oonated  ai  it  were  two  gi'venil  bodiea,  govrmod 
witli  divers  laws  nnd  itivors  nuLgiHtTntcB.  .  .  . 
The  CoDunonw<^th  of  Englnnd  ie  not  diatinct 
from  the  Church  of  England." 

Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor  says — 

"  The  Church  is  not  a  diriinct  rtate  and  order 
of  men,  but  only  thu  CominoDw(sIth  turned 
Christian." 
Lord  Eldon  said,  that — 

"Ho  knew  no  difference,  sa  to  the  persons  of 
whom  they  sre  composed,  betvoen  the  Chnich 
mnd  the  State :  the  Church  is  the  State  and  the 
State  ia  the  Chnrch." 


7lie  to  all  existing  ecclosiosHcal  and  parochial 
arrangements,  has  never  recognized  this 
distinction  between  one  class  of  parish- 
ioners and  another.  All  parishioners, 
according  to  the  parochial  or  territorial 
systom,  are  supposed  to  be  under  the 
charge  of  the  parish  clergyman.  Non- 
conformists have  a  riglit  to  seats  in  the 
parish  church,  to  burial  in  the  parish 
churchyards,  to  bo  baptized  and  married 
and  join  the  communion  in  the  parish 
church.  Nonconformists  may,  and  do, 
act  as  churchward  ens,  though  I  believe 
they  have  power  to  claim  exemption ; 
and  tho  most  curious  thing  is  that  a 
Dissenter  may  act  under  the  Bill  with- 
out taking  the  declaration,  if  he  be  a 
churchwarden.  Dissenters  are  members 
of  the  parish  vestry,  and  may  take 
part  in  discusaious  and  votes  on  all 
Church  questions  that  may  come  before 
that  body.  Even  as  regards  church 
rates,  the  only  disqualification  imposed 
by  the  Church  Rate  Abolition  Act  is, 
that  those  who  have  not  paid  a  rate 
cannot  vote  on  questions  relating  to  that 
particular  rate.  In  nil  other  respects 
the  rights  of  Nonconformists  are  as  be- 
fore. In  those  few  oases  in  which  the 
election  of  incumbents  is  the  right  of 
parishioners,  all  the  parishioners,  irre- 
spective of  religious  distinctions,  act  aa 
the  constituents.  If  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land be  a  national  institution,  it  ought 
to  be  subject  to  national  control.  And 
it  is  BO  in  the  last  and  highest  resort. 
Surely  this  House  is  the  whole  nation 
acting  in    its    representative  capacity. 
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And  yet  this  Hoiue  claims  and  exercisei 
the  right  to  deal  with  all  the  af&ura  of 

tho  Church,  its  doctrine  and  discipline 
and  its  Eitual.  If  nobody  outside  the 
Church  of  England  has  any  right  to  in- 
tervene in  matters  affecting  rites  and 
ceremonies  and  the  conduct  of  the  clergy, 
why  is  Parliament — why  is  this  House, 
which  consists  of  Boman  Catholics  as 
well  as  Protestants,  of  Dissenters  aa 
well  as  Churchmen,  of  Jews  as  well  aa 
Gentiles — called  to  pass  such  a  BiU  as 
this?  K  only  an  Episcopalian  can  be 
an  aggrieved  parishioner,  why,  A  fortiori, 
a  Nonconformist  ought  not,  by  legisla- 
tion, to  determine  the  mode  in  which 
that  aggrieved  Episcopalian  is  to  obtain 
Tf^dress.  To  be  consistent  you  should 
enact  a  now  test  for  hon.  Members  fbr 
this  House,  so  that  when  they  come  up 
to  the  Table,  they  shall  be  roqiiired 
"  solemnly  to  declare  themselves  to  be 
members  of  tlio  Church  of  England  as 
by  law  established;"  since  when  they 
come  here  thoy  have  to  deal  with  every 
sort  of  question  pertaining  to  tho  af- 
fairs of  that  ChuroK.  No  apprehension, 
I  believe,  could  be  more  absolutely 
groundless  than  that  which  seems  to 
haunt  some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
that  if  the  Nouronfomiists  were  not  ex- 
cluded, they  would  busy  theniselves  in 
getting  up  frivolowH  and  vexatious  suits 
under  the  Bill,  merely  to  bring  the 
Churcli  into  discredit.  You  may  trust 
tho  good  sense  and  good  feeling  of  tho 
Nonconformists  not  to  pui-sue  such  a 
couiso.  Wo  never  do  intorforo  in  tho 
intemnl  arrangements  of  tho  Church, 
nud  there  is  very  littlo  probability  in- 
deed that,  if  the  Bill  were  to  pass  with- 
out tlin  clause,  any  Dissenter  would 
over  meddle  in  tho  matter.  Still,  we 
do  not  wish  our  Icgnl  rights  to  bo  done 
away  with  by  a  side-wind.  May  I, 
without  offence,  make  one  otlier  remark 
on  tlio  Bill  gonernlly?  I  confess  that 
the  diBGus!<ions  on  this  measure  have  not 
biion  to  nio  pleasant  or  edifying.  I  have 
frit  sincere  sympathy — I  say  this  not 
sarcastically ,  but  quito  sincerely — with 
Members  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
tlus  House,  some  of  whom,  I  think, 
must  have  felt  almost  intolerable  humili- 
ation. At  least,  I  should  have  felt  so 
if  I  liad  been  in  their  place;  if  the 
affairs  of  my  Church — all  its  most  sacred 
and  8]iiritual  interests,  everything  re- 
lating to  its  doctrines,  its  diooipline,  ita 
forms  of  worship,  were  to  be  fluovtt  od 
Mi:  Itichartl 
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the  floor  of  thii  House,  to  be  dMhviik 
by  all  sorts  of  men,  some  of  wfaonmij 
not  have  the  smallest  sympathy  «ith  h. 
But  the  memben  of  the  Church  of  ttf- 
land  have  at  least  this  consolation— 
that  the  difficulties  and  embamsaiMBii 
in  which  they  are  now  inTolvsd  hm 
sprung  directly  from  a  revival  of  qnit- 
ual  life  within  the  Church.  I  narm- 
ber  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  UemlMt 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  m^u, 
two  or  three  years  ago,  that  toe  Qinn 
of  England  as  it  is  now,  and  asitvM 
50  years  ago,  is  a  totally  different  thiii^. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  then  rets 
to  any  change  in  doctrine  or  BtnuL 
but  to  the  development  of  a  more  vigii- 
reus  spiritual  life  in  the  bosom  of  tht 
Church.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemutkt 
Member  for  Greenwich  repeated  thi 
sentiment  on  a  late  cxscasian.  I  i^ 
with  them  both,  and  I  cordially  rejdn 
in  tho  fact.  You  Members  of  the  ChmA 
of  England  do  us  Nonconformista  grim 
injustico  if  you  doubt  the  perfect  n- 
cerity  with  which  we  rejoice  in  the  ■!• 
ditional  efficiency  of  the  Church  h  ■ 
Christian  institution.  But  life  also  Im 
its  inconveniences.  "You  can  do  vhtf 
you  like  with  dead  timber.  Yon  cm 
fabricate  add  fashion  it  into  any  inn 
you  please.  But  a  living  tree  cannot  bt 
made  to  grow  according  to  rule.  What 
jou  are  trying  to  do  appears  to  be  thiL 
You  are  taking  this  new  wine,  whidi  k 
full  of  life  and  fermentation,  and  pnt 
ting  it  into  the  old  bottles  of  nnmr- 
mity,  and  yet  you  expect  them  not  (i 
burst.  They  will  burst,  and 
burst,  in  my  opinion.  What  the 
wants  is  more  liberty  to  derelop  Imt 
own  life.  Give  her  that  lihert;r.  aai 
the  Church  will  render  greater  tai 
more  important  snrvicos  tluio  firm  tbost 
which  she  has  already  rcrid«>r«d  to  tkt 
cause  of  diristianity  in  this  buiil. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said.  Ihe  Ixa. 
Member  wtia  right  in  ascribin);  to  bid 
a  desire  to  maintain  the  nntionsJ  vlua^ 
ter  of  the  Church  of  England ;  hoi  Hh 
hon.  Friend  claimed  for  tho  Neoco^ 
formists  a  nght  in  the  Oiurch  of  EOj^ 
land.  His  object  as  &  TAeauh^^^^A 
Church  was  to  pi  i™.»^^i^^— 

condition  th«t  ftfl 
fbrmista  shonU  1 
howerar,  th^ 
the  innontioi 
wonid  tniTC^ 
aotioB  if  w 
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rt  Bodice  to  participate  in  the  task. 

k  they  had  to  undertake  in  the 

A  fttrictli   u  Church  of  England 

If  the  DissenterB  were  invited  tn 

kin  thfe  work,  lie  thouglit  they  would 

^ely  to  drag  tlie  Churohinan  oppo- 

direction     to    the    Nonoonformity 

k  the  Bill  desired  to  correct;  but 

P  their  action  would  be  the  action  of 

soofonnists.       Therefore     he    held 

|k  the  power  of  bringing  into  opera- 

1    the    provisions    of    thia    meaBure 

Bid  bd  confined  to  membere  of  the 

ttJi  of  Entfland. 

H  HENEY  HAVELOOK  mipported 

\  Amendment.     If  Ritualimu  merely 

int  outward  ceremonieB  and  gestureB, 

(for  one.  should  not  feel  inclined  to 

'  with  it  at  all ;  but  it  was  in 

Ifty  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  thofto 

9  were  bonnd  by  the  most  aacred  ob- 

^ohh  to  uphold  the  Church  of  £ng- 

I  to  introduce   dontrinon  which  the 

■try  rejectnl  three    centuries    ago, 

,    ho,    in   reference  to  this   matter, 

ni«il  tho  ri^ht  to  forg<)t  that  he  was 

^oonibrmist  and  to  recollect  tliat  he 

baa  EngliBbiaan.     By  attempting  to 

IT  the  definition  of  uie  word  "pii- 

"  members  of  the  Cliurch  shut 

me  who  were  their  warmest  friends, 

(irho  would  be  their  etaunchest  allies 

«  Btru^le  in  which  they  were  en- 

A.    Tho  Diianntera  did  not  enry  or 

s  to  partake  in  the  endowments  of 

[  Church  of  England,    but    on    the 

tdoii  now  before  the    House  tliey 

ued  to  be  raembers  of  that  Church. 

a  put. 

3i«  House  ditiiied: — Ayes  153  ;  Noes 
t  Mfqority  99. 

.  nOLT  then  moved  an  Amend- 
■t  of  which  ho  had  given  Mtrtico. 
tnendmcnt  proposed, 


Quesiion.  ■'  That  those  words  be  there 
wtfrtod."  put,  and  nfgatiwtl. 


"  of  >ay  court  to  which  the  juriadiotioD  ol  any 
such  L'oon  haa  been  or  nitiy  hcrtnfler  b«  tnin)<- 
(cmj  (ly  niithiirity  .if  r«rH,uni-nf 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir    WILLIAM    HARCOURT.    in 

rising  to  propose,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page  3,  line  3(j.  after  "Faculties"  to 
add— 

"  And  wberana  it  ia  expedient  that  the  judge 
thtCl  receive  a  Sied  eaJary,  {orming  a  chaigc  on 
foes  rocfived  by  ectloaiastiKal  officera  ;  but  until 
the  laws  relatiDK  to  Buch  fee*  Khali  have  been 
amended  by  Pt^liamont,  and  a  fee  fund  or  fee 
funds  eetabliahed.  tcmpoiaiy  provirion  mut  be 
oUisrwiHo  madu  for  Uie  ptiTmont  of  Dm  mid 
aalnty  :  He  it  Kiuii-IimI.  'IlHit  any  Hklar)'  or  fniw- 
liuncnta  "III' 'i  -iii'i  ii'.'i  -li!il]  bo  antitl«l  til 
rccdvrfi.r   I'  ■'  itiiTthan  the  ollir* 


fur 


Engliind,  LI. 

piicdinjW  bi-fiin:  tlu>  «iiiil  jnd 
shell  abobopiud  over  to  the  Ecdeaiaiitioal  Com- 
miaaionera.  The  Erolesisstiral  CommiairiDnpTa 
Bhall  pay  to  the  aaid  judge  by  equal  qunrtorly 
napnecU  uuch  salary  aa  shall  bo  aadgnod  by  thd 
by  Order  in  Council,  not  exceoding  the 


t>aid.  he  did  not  think  the  nnnnunro- 

ment  made  by  the  Primo  JfimstoT 
diminished  the  necessity  for  the  Amend- 
ment. It  would  not  be  creditable  to  that 
House  that  they  should  send  forth  a  BHI 
of  that  consequence,  creating  a  Court  of 
which  a  Judge  was  the  pivot,  without 
providing  any  means  for  ttio  payment  of 
that  Judge.  It  might  be  true  that  a 
Fatisfactory  arranffnmmit  might  he  maile 
for  the  present,  out  tliat  arrangomcnt 
depcndecl  upon  the  1if»  iif  a  sugle  man. 
which  might  fail.  It  would  not  be  cre- 
dtlitble  to  the  House  to  sanction  Ifgisln- 
tiou  of  so  incomplete  a  characlpr  that  it 
depended  rni  tho  lif<t  of  a  wnglo  person. 
He  wn-  "l-'l  "-  T..<.-v>=n|  to  put  the 
chnrgr-  i-'d  Fund  had 

b'u'll  ^^  t  was  OpL'fl   to 

f'fm^i'i.  •  '  id    hf    would 

'    ■  ■  -rn(>nt, 


n  »f  JnatiDn  or 
[al  Court  of  Api- 
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tical  Oomxnission,  not  with  the  ultimate 
intention  of  its  bearing  the  charge ;  but 
in  the  form  of  an  advance,  under  gua- 
rantee, which  would  certainly  protect 
the  fund  from  loss.  The  ecclesiastical 
fund  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a 
trust  for  the  good  of  the  Church,  and 
that  Bill  was  supported  as  one  for  the 
good  of  the  Church.  It  was  the  object 
alike  of  the  Bill  and  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission  to  maintain  the  Protestant 
Eeformation  in  England,  and  that  was 
far  more  important  then  increasing  the 
emoluments  of  particular  incumbents. 
Therefore,  if  it  were  necessary  to  state 
the  proposition  broadly,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  apply  the  fund  to  a  more  appro- 
priate and  legitimate  purpose  than  this. 
A  considerable  portion  of  it  was  derived 
from  capitular  and  Episcopal  estates. 
The  fferm  of  his  proposition  was  con- 
tained in  a  Bill  of  Lord  Shaftesbury's, 
which  passed  through  the  other  House 
in  1872,  and  which  the  present  Home 
Secretary  took  charge  of  in  this.  That 
Bill  proposed  to  appoint  a  Judge  much 
after  this  fashion — to  pay  all  ecclesiasti- 
cal fees  to  the  common  fund,  and  out  of 
it  to  pay  for  the  judicial  work  of  the 
Church.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  gave  to  tliat  liill  a  partial 
approval.  The  present  Home  Secretary 
showed  that  the  income  from  the  fees  of 
chancellors,  registrars,  apparitors,  surro- 
gates, &c.,  amounted  to  £71,000  a- year, 
and  contended  that  the  work  could  be 
much  bettor  and  more  cheaply  done  if  the 
foes  were  paid  to  the  common  fund. 
Tlio  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henloy),  in  his  characteristic  lan- 
guage, said  there  was  no  sport  equal  to 
tlie  tracing  out  of  these  foes,  except  rat- 
liunting  in  a  bam.  Tlie  estimate  made 
at  the  time  was  that  the  work  could  be 
done  for  £30,000,  leaving  £40,000  for 
the  remission  of  fees  and  other  purposes. 
These  funds  were  at  the  disposal  of  the 
House,  for  the  Act  under  which  all  the 
offices  wore  held  stipulated  that  I^arlia- 
niont  might  abolish  them  at  any  time 
without  giving  the  holders  any  claim  to 
compensation.  Parliament  had  complete 
power  over  these  offices  and  the  fees, 
some  of  which  were  exorbitant ;  and  the 
Government  could  deal  with  them  by  in- 
troducing a  Bill  such  as  that  of  which 
the  present  Home  Secretary  had  charge 
in  1872.  These  fees  should  all  be  paid 
into  a  common  fund,  and  one  of  the 
pajTuents  to  bo  made  out  of  it  should  be 

Sir  If 'i  I  Hum  Har  court 


the  salary  of  the  Judge  appointed  tujI 
this  Act.  If  GoYemment  would  lee 
the  Amendment,  the  Commifiaai 
would  only  have  to  advance  the  moi 
the  ultimate  fund  out  of  which  the  sa 
was  to  be  paid  being  these  ecdesiu) 
fees,  whioh  would  be  at  the  ultimate 
posal  of  Parlianient.  In  this  way 
would  have  ample  means  to  give  < 
plete  practical  effect  to  this  Bill.  « 
would  then  be  worthy  of  that  Hi 
Any  proposal  with  reference  to  the 
ment  of  the  Judge  short  of  a  i 
permanent  and  operative  arrange 
would  be  a  discreait  to  their  legis] 
and  make  it  be  believed  that  the 
sure  was,  after  all,  intended  to 
sham.  If  the  proposal  wore  aocepi 
would  be  easy,  in  case  the  office  si 
be  accepted  by  a  Judge  liolding  a 
sion,  to  provide  that  the  ]>ension  a 
be  in  hen  of  ealazy.  The  hon 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  m 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  x'roposed, 

In  iMigo  3,  lino  36,  after  the  word  "  Fan 
to  inwrt  the  words  "And  whoroas  it  is*  mj 
tliat  the  judge  shall  rowi  ve  a  fix».«<l  sularv. 
ing  a  charge  on  foes  rcK-'eiv^I  by  i>ccl(«i 
ofiifers;  hut  until  tht^  Iawh  n-Iatinpr  to  siu 
shjiU  luive  bot'n  amondi'cl  by  i'sLrli.inii-nt. 
ft«(3  fund  or  foo  funds  establish! -l,  ti-ra; 
provision  must  he  othiTwisw  maJr  for  th 
nK'nt  of  the  said  SiiLirv  :  lii*  it  Knactrd 
anv  sjiLirv'  or  omiduni exits  whirh  such 
shall  h«>  ontitlod  to  iim-ciw  from  tlio  said 
other  than  the  ofHce  of  Jiulprt'  iimltT  th: 
shall  he  ])aid  over  by  liim  to  tht-  Et-^h-s 
Commissioners  for  £nglan<l,  and  all  itt-s  p 
in  rt>siH7et  of  i)roccc'dijiffH  bi'foro  the  sstiu 
undtT  tliis  A»'t  shall  also  Ik*  Uiid  uvtT 
Kci'lesiastieal  C uiiimissioners.  Thf  Eiil^-si 
Coniinissitmrrs  shall  jwiy  to  the  sjiid  jm 
eqiLil  quarterly  ]>a\Tii«'nts  snrh  salai^*  ^ 
1m»  aMsiinn'<l  hv  the  <^utt'n,  bv  <JnItr  in  O 
nut  exi-i.-fdiug  the  sum  of  four  thousami  { 
per  annum. 

*'  Every  such  payment,  or  no  mui.h  tlii-x 
may  exceed  th»;  salary  and  (-ni(dumi.-nt« 
the  judgj!  may  l)e  entitled  to  rtM-f-iv*-  fro 
aforesaid  oilitres.  togfther  with  the  fn'^ 
l>aid  over  t<j  the  Eeelosiustii-ul  (.'ommiA 
umh-r  this  section,  shall  Ix:  treatoil  aiianad 
to  be  rejMiid  fi*om  fees  n-c-ciA-fd  by  wch^is 
officers,  in  such  nuinner  as  Parliaiin^t  may 
after  determine." — {Sir  W.  Vtruon  Hmrtm 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  n 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  !M0NK  supported  the  Am 
ment.  Before  going  into  Commi 
he  had  proposed  a  somewhat  ub 
scheme  ;  but  his  hon.  and  learned  Fr 
had  carried  it  out  in  greater  de 
Tlicro  could  be  no  doubt,  that  if 
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poroposal  were  adopted,  there  would  be 
ample  ftinds  available  for  the  payment 
of  the  Judge,  although  the  Archdeacons 
were  entitled  to  £11,000  a-year  out  of 
the  Bum.  He  thought  it  would  be  wise 
if  the  question  of  the  separation  of 
these  offices  were  considered,  and  a  fair 
division  of  the  duties  secured. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDY  could  not 
think  the  House  would  be  inclined  to 
.Accept  the  Amendment.  The  extraordi- 
nary proposal  was,  that  the  House  was 
to  dispose  of  a  fund  which  was  not  in 
its  possession,  and  to  dispose  of  it  by 
anticipation.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Wiend  was  a  ware  the  Bill  would  not 
oome  into  operation  until  the  1st  of  July 
in  next  year,  therefore,  there  would  be 
ample  time  to  consider  the  question  of 
ecclesiastical  fees;  but  he  could  not 
think  that  Parliament  would  tie  its 
hands  as  to  the  disposal  of  those  fees  by 
an  Amendment  on  the  mere  Heport  of  a 
Bill.  He  strongly  objected  to  taking  the 
xnoney  out  of  the  common  fund  for  tho 
purpose,  and  which  money  ought  to  go 
to  tho  poor  clergy.  To  deal  with 
ecclesiastical  fees  was  one  of  tho  most 
serious  subjects  that  could  come  before 
Parliament,  and  would  require  a  Bill 
itself,  and  not  that  they  should  bo  treated 
in  the  off-hand  manner  proposed. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  could 
not  see  the  force  of  the  objection  raised 
hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  They  knew  that  there 
was  a  revenue  accruing  from  fees,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
proposing  to  give  up  all  the  fees.  The 
common  fund  had  been  provided  for  by 
the  income  of  the  Bishop's  estates.  He 
held  that  these  funds  were  essential  for 
the  preservation  of  the  Cliurch. 

Mr.  KINNAIED  remarked  that,  as  by 
the  last  vote  they  had  denationalized  the 
Church,  it  would  be  unjustifiable  to  take 
any  of  the  money  required  from  the  Con- 
Bolidated  Fund.  He,  however,  thought 
the  Bill  was  very  defective,  when  it  did 
not  provide  for  the  payment  of  the 
Judge's  salary,  and  in  his  opinion  the 
funds  for  that  purpose  should  come  out 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Fund. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  thought  that  an 
elaborate  plan  would  be  required  to 
carry  out  the  system  now  proposed; 
Buch  a  plan  as  was  not  at  present  in 
existence.  If  they  had  a  retired  Judge 
who    was    willing  to   take  the   office, 

VOL.  CCXXI.    [third  series.] 


there  was  surely  no  necessity  for  enter- 
ing upon  the  consideration  of  such  a 
plan  at  the  present  moment.  To  deal 
properly  with  the  matter  they  must  have 
such  a  scheme  as  could  only  be  car- 
ried out  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
would  suggest  to  the  House  what 
had  been  already  suggested  by  the 
Prime  Minister — namely,  to  take  the 
Bill  as  it  was,  and  leave  this  question  of 
salary,  and  out  of  what  funds  it  should 
be  paid,  for  future  consideration.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  ecclesiastical  fees 
were  paid  for  special  purposes,  and  could 
not  at  once  be  diverted  from  them  without 
interfering  with  existing  rights  and  inte- 
rests in  such  a  manner  as  to  inflict  an 
enormous  amount  of  injury  and  injustice. 
Take,  for  example,  the  fees  paid  for 
marriage  licences.  They  were  very 
large ;  but  a  Eoyal  Commission,  con- 
sisting of  such  eminent  men  as  Xord 
Selbome  and  Lord  Chelmsford  and 
others,  recommended  their  abolition.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  recommenda- 
tion, but  he  respected  the  opinion  of 
such  authorities.  What  eflPect  would 
the  Amendment  have,  were  these  fees 
abolished  ?  None,  whatever.  The  prin- 
cipal part  of  the  fund  relied  upon,  would 
have  disappeared.  On  the  whole,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  proposition 
would  only  embarrass  the  working  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  thought 
that  to  pass  the  Bill  without  making  any 
provision,  beyond  a  mere  temporary  ar- 
rangement, for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Judge  whom  it  was  proposed  to  appoint, 
would  be  to  stamp  it  as  a  farce  and  an 
unreality.  In  common  with  others,  he 
had  voted  the  other  day  for  making  that 
a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
not  because  he  thought  that  was  strictly 
the  proper  course,  but  because  he  recog- 
nized the  paramount  importance  of  the 
Bill.  Whatever  difficulties  there  were 
would  be  best  overcome  by  declaring 
plainly  that  the  salary  should  be  pro- 
vided out  of  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  which, 
in  his  opinion,  ought  certainly  to  be  de- 
voted to  Church  purposes.  If  the  Bill 
was  passed  in  the  form  now  proposed,  it 
would,  to  the  student  of  the  Statute  Book, 
mean  nothing  at  all. 

Colonel  BAETTELOT  held  that  it 
would  be  a  disgrace  if  they  were  to  pass 
the  Bill  without  making  a  definite  ar- 
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rangement  as  to  the  salary  of  the  Judge. 
Per  his  part,  ho  should  not  have  been 
sorry  to  see  the  money  come  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund ;  but  the  next  best 
proposal  was  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Sir  William  Harcourt.)  When 
the  Bill  came  from  the  other  House 
there  was  provision  for  the  pajTnent  of 
the  Judge ;  but  that  provision  having 
been  hastily  condemned,  they  were  now 
driven  to  the  alternative  of  supporting 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford.  His  (Colonel 
Barttelot's)  proposition  was,  that  as  they 
were  going  to  appoint  a  Judge,  they 
wore  bound  to  provide  a  proper  salaiy 
for  him. 

Mr.  DODSON  thought  that  in  fixing 
the  salary  tlioy  would  also  consider  the 
work  which  the  Judge  would  have  to  do. 
Unless  the  Act  should  promote  litigation 
the  Judge  would  really  have  very  little 
to  do.  If  he  were  to  be  paid  £4,000 
a-year  for  deciding  two  or  three  cases 
within  the  twelve-month,  as  seemed  likely 
to  bo  the  case,  by  the  experience  already 
gained  during  past  years  in  the  Pi-o- 
vincoR  of  York  and  Canterburs*,  thou  he 
would  have  one  of  the  most  valuable  ap- 
pointments in  England,  and  would  be 
paid  for  that  amount  of  work  more  than 
any  man  who  went  before  him,  or  any 
man  who  was  likely  to  come  after  him. 
Ho  thought  the  Kuggcstion  which  liad 
been  made  by  the  Govcrnmont  was  a 
very  good  one,  for  they  had  found 
an  ominoiit  man  who  would  accept  the 
ofhee  without  salar}',  and  it  would  bo 
unwise  to  name  the  amoimt  of  salary 
until  thev  should  know  what  would  be 
the  amount  of  work  to  bo  done  under 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  HARDOASTLE  thought  the  first 
object  of  the  House  should  bo  to  secure 
the  services  of  a  first-rate  Judge,  whoso 
opinions  would  command  confidence ; 
and  til  at  the  Hcmso  could  not  gauge  the 
value  of  the  seiTices  of  such  a  Judge, 
by  the  fact  of  his  having  only  two  or 
three  causes  to  dispose  of  in  a  year. 
With  regard  to  the  i)roposition  of  the 
lion,  and  learned  Meml)cr  for  Oxford, 
thiit  the  source  out  of  which  the  salary 
of  the  Judge  should  be  paid  should  be 
fees  paid  for  the  porfonnance  of  van'ous 
e('(?lesiastical  functions,  ho  (l^Ir.  Hard- 
castle)  thought  no  more  reasonable 
cour.se  could  bo  proposed.  He  knew  as 
a  fact  that  the  work  done  by  a  consider- 
able number  of  ecclesiastical  officers,  in 

Colonel  BariUloi 


respect  of  which  they  derived  oonnder- 
able  incomes,  was  really  merely  nomiBiL 
The  most  leisurely  man  he  knew  wu  a 
Bishop's  registrar.  He  feared  that  tLe 
Bill  would  go  before  the  coimtTT  in  la 
incomplete  state  if,  after  having  ip- 
pointed  a  Judge,  they  provided  no  metts 
for  securing  the  continnanee  of  a  snit- 
able  salaiT. 

Mr.  MOWBEAY  supposed  there  «» 
no  one  in  the  House  who  did  not  visk 
to  secure  the  services  of  a  Judge  of  tke 
highest  ability,  and  that  he  should  l<« 
adequately  paid.  But  he  hoped  tht 
House  would  not  sanction  the  dangerou 
course  proposed  in  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Membs 
for  Oxford.  The  funds  at  the  di^Mial 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  wen 
intended  for  the  relief  of  spiritual  deid- 
tution  in  populous  places,  and  it  would  be 
impolitic  and  unjust  to  appropriate  then 
to  the  payment  of  a  Judg^e's  slEdaiy.  Hi 
might  also  remind  the  House  that  ii 
the  Court  of  Arches  last  year  then 
were  only  three  or  four  cases,  such  m 
would  come  under  the  provisions  of  thk 
Bill,  heard  and  decided,  so  thatheoooU 
not  help  thinking  a  salaxy  of  £3,000  or 
£4,000  a-year  was  rather  too  much,  it 
all  events,  it  could  not  be  paid  out  of 
the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissionoi's. 

Mr.  HUBBAED  {London)  asked,  out 
of  what  fund  tho  salary  of  the  Judge 
was  to  be  taken,  if  it  was  not  to  betakei 
out  of  an  ecclesiastical  fund  ?  He  thought 
the  application  of  tho  funds  administered 
by  the  ecclesiastical  Conmiissioners  to 
the  pa3'mont  of  tlie  salary  of  the  Judge, 
was  one  of  the  most  lo^timate  purpoMi 
to  which  that  fund  could  be  applied. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  plaia 
to  him,  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Iklember  for  Soutli-East  Lancashire  ("Mr. 
Hardcastle),  and  from  some  othir 
speeches,  that  the  Motion  before  the 
House  was  not  understood.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  and  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had,  no  doubt,  most  sincenljf 
believed,  that  the  proposal  provided  fiv 
the  salary  of  the  Judge  out  of  fwrlflBiy- 
tical  fees.  But  the  proposal  wasnodiiig 
of  the  kind.  To  say  that  there 
ecclesiastical  fees  out  of  which  thei 
of  the  Judge  could  be  paid, 
absolute,  undiluted  moonBhiiie. 
and  learned  Friend  said  thfl 
plenty  of  fees  out  of  whiak  to 
Judge.    If  80,  why  did  hm 
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'  '  Ti-iend  eo  to  the  EcoleeiaBtical 

II  ?  H,  as  had  boon  frequently 
ivus  u  inxiil  in  the  hands  of 
-i^stJL'al  Commissi  oners,  out  of 
M  hii  h  l)n.'  salary  of  this  Judge  could  be 
jMud.  let  him  be  paid  by  all  means;  but 
h«  (Mr.  Gladstone)  believt'd  that  such  a 
fVind  itid  not  exiet.  He  was  very  glad 
tlittt  thu  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  tho 
hiuid  iif  the  Goremment  made  tho  pro- 
positioB  which  he  did  on  this  subject, 
hix-ausu  it  made  this  much  at  least  plain 
— that  there  haul  bften  no  difficulty  at 
'i>>>  outlet  in  providing  the  ttalary  for  a 
■r^t-mtp  Judge.     Hs  understood  that  n 

i  iKon  of  the  highest  eminence  had 
'  ^Tfted   to  serve  in  that  office ;    a  pro- 

■ -liing  which  confirmed  the  fact  that, 

■  "11  ((!■■■  amount  of  judicial  power  tliat 

"  -i  in  the  country,  there  was  no 
t  the  anticipated  difficulty  was 
■.  i-iouary.  He  affimipd  that 
:  ]>ropoeal  to  take  the  salary  of 

■  ;i  of  the  sole  fund  of  apublic 
uliich   was   available   for  in- 

1 1 1-  Btipends  of  poor  clergy,  and 

■  ;^'    new  livings  to  meet  the 
I  ^ints  of  tho  people.     The  ex- 

tliat  had  been  offered  as  to 

■Hills  were  to  be  provided  was 

J       -■  speculation.     It  was  supposed 

:^:it    if    Parliament    had.  time  for  the 

;n;rpoMi,  and  if  there  happened  tr 

■  ■•n.  <i<*ntlemeii  willing  to  devote  time 
...1  v^'iiH  to  eooleeiastical  affaire,  and  if 

■      J  interests  which  were  involved 

ip[)eii  to  he  able  to  battle  buc- 

I  L-ainst  interference,  these  bene- 

ii^Ir-men  might  bo  able  tn  pro- 

Wliere  were  theae  philan- 

'  he  found?     Wan  it  so  ea*y 

"  ri  who  would  not  only  sacrifice 

■  rr  i)«  iL  convenience,  but  exposftthera' 

■  Ives  to  every  kind  of  vexations  oppo' 
iTion,  t'l  attain  that  result?     TherewoE 

t    (hi-  slightest  chance  of  any  rofom: 

:  ■-  with  the  view  of  |»roriding 

^  salary  once  it  was  fixed  on 

i.   iiud   he   was  quite  sure  all 

■  .     I  -in   on  that  point  would  vanish 

:.•  [liiu  air.     To  srippi>se  that  at  some 

line    or    another    BoraeUidy  would  he 

.  -iini)  willing  to  nndertahe  a  mo^t  diffi- 

•    •'■■V.   for  the  purpose    of  adding 

iHand  poundn  to  tlie  funds  nf 

Li-tiool  OonuniaHionerH.  wan  a 

i-iiiu.     This   was,   iu  .hhort,  a 

...jMii  lo  pay  i*  1.000  more  than  the 

,  r  liners  ol'  thti  ttitl  or  the  Houiw  of  Lords 

Seined  ntweeHury,  and  that  not  out  of 


fees,  but  out  of  a  common  fund,  which 
he  was  confident  the  unanimous  senti- 
ment of  the  House  would  again  declare 
ought  not  to  be  applied  to  the  purpose. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dh-ided: — Ayes  85  ;  Noes 
120  :  Majority  35. 

Clause  8  (Representations  by  arch- 
deacon, ehurehwarden,  or  parishioners). 

Mh.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  moved,  aa 
an  Amendment,  in  page  4,  line  19.  the 
omission  of  the  words  "forbidden  by 
law,"  with  reference  to  alterations  in,  or 
additions  to,  the  fabric,  ornaments,  or 
fiimiture  of  a  church;  with  a  view  of 
substituting  in  the  same  line,  after 
"made,"  the  words  "without  a  familty 
from  the  ordinary  authorizing  or  con- 
firming such  alteration  or  addition." 

Tint  ATTORNEY  GENER^VL  fob 
IRELAND  (I>r.  Bau.)  said,  he  thought 
the  words  proposed  to  be  intniduoed 
were  too  ambiguous,  and  tliat  they 
would  lend  to  litigation.  The  pro- 
per expression  was  that  which  would 
gniide  the  Ecclesiastical  Judge  in  deal- 
ing with  tho  question — namely,  the 
word  "unlawful."  Tho  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  did  not  decide  these  matters  with 
reference  to  the  existence  of  a  faculty 
from  the  Bishop,  hut  simply  with  refe- 
rence to  the  legality  or  illegality  of  the 
acts  complained  of,  and  Lord  Stowell, 
who  was  the  highest  authority  on  mich 
subjects,  laid  down  the  principle  that 
even  if  somo  change  baa  boen  made 
without  a  faculty,  the  question  for  the 
Court  to  determine  was  whetlier  or  not 
tlie  thing  was  wrong  in  itself;  and  he 
(Dr.  Ball)  believed  that  the  ecclesiastical 
law  would  be  found  quite  adequate  to 
remove  everything  tliat  was  really  ob- 
jectionable. The  remarkable  cnnc  of  tho 
tombstone  inscribed  ■'  Pray  for  tho  souls 
of,"  was  not  decided  with  regard  to  a 
faculty,  nor  was  the  case  of  "WestCT- 
ton  I'.  LiddoU,"  Hemuch  preferred  the 
word  "unlawful"  to  the  ambiguous 
phrase  "  forbidden  by  law." 

Sib  Wn-LIAM  HARCOUBT  said. 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
learning  was  tlirown  away,  as  it  had 
nothing  to  do  witli  tlie  Amendment. 
Compluiiits  mi^ht  be  made  against  some 
ornainiiiit  or  obJMt  in  a  church  whioh 
could  not  perhaps  he  said  to  be  strictly 
unlawful  in  it»>eU'.  but  which  might  he 
removed  because  it  was  piit  up  without 
a  Fovolty.  He  wxtuld  [five  aa  an  example 
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the  setting  up  of  a  confessional  box. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  with  his  knowledge 
of  ecclesiastical  law,  would  not,  he  was 
sure,  undertake  to  say  that  a  confessional 
would  be  unlawful — at  least,  it  had  not 
yet  been  so  decided.  But  the  protection 
against  such  an  object  would  be,  that 
the  Bishop  had  not  given  a  Faculty  for 
it,  and  it  was  important  to  preserve  this 
safe-guard.  The  Bishop  might  now  say 
that  he  displaced  it,  because  no  Faculty 
had  been  obtained  for  setting  it  up.  He 
did  not  know  why  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  become  the  vehement 
and  eloquent  opponent  of  that  Bill  that 
afternoon  for  the  first  time;  but  he 
knew  that  the  Bill  would  be  utterly  use- 
less without  the  alteration,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  the  House  would 
support  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder  in  coiTecting  the  oversight. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said,  the 
Bill  had  been  all  along  represented  as 
making  no  change  in  the  law,  but  only 
in  ])rocedure.  It  was  now  clear  that  the 
Bill  was  about  to  change  the  law.  His 
viglit  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Ee- 
I'order  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
*•  forbidden  by  law,"  and  to  substitute 
otliers;  but  in  his  (Mr.  Hardy's)  opi- 
nion, it  was  not  necessary  to  do  so,  re- 
collecting that  Lord  Stowell  dealt  with 
(^uostioiis  of  law  of  this  kind  on  principles 
tliat  it  was  not  now  necessary  to  depart 
from.  If  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
tliorcfore,  pressed  his  Amendment,  ho 
would  ahoT  not  only  the  Bill,  but  the 
mode  of  procedure,  inasmuch  as  Lord 
Stowoll  laid  it  down  that  tlie  great  thing 
to  know  was  wlietluT  a  thing  was  law- 
ful in  itself,  and  if  it  were  lawful,  he 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
Faculty.  He  (Mr.  Hardy)  said  the  con- 
i'ossional  was  a  question  which,  as  to  its 
illegality,  was  not  yet  decided.,  although 
he  himself  thought  there  could  be  no 
question  as  to  its  being  unlawful,  and 
it  was  hetttT  to  try  what  the  present  law 
would  do  l)ofor(»  making  a  new  law. 
lA^t  the  Bill  be  confined  to  questions  of 
ecclesiastical  proc<Mlure  without  altering 
the  ecclesiastical  law. 

]\rii.  EUSSELL  GITENEY  said,  the 
Bill  would  not  in  the  sliglitest  degree 
alter  tlie  law.  He  had  never  said  that 
this  Bill  was  merely  confined  to  proce- 
dure, but  had  alwavs  recommended  it 
as  a  measure  to  enable  the  law  to  be  en- 
forced.      He    believed   the    hon.    and 

Sir  WiUiam  Uar court 


learned  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Hi 
court)  had  correctly  stated  the  kw,  t 
that  if  a  confeBsional  were  setv^ 
only  way  in  which,  it  could  be  at  c 
removed  was  by  showing  that  a  ¥ic 
had  not  been  obtained. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  a 
troversy  of  great  importance  had 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  and  lei 
Eecorder.  The  right  hon.  Gentlt 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wax 
stated  that  this  was  no  longer  ' 
described  as  a  Bill  of  procedure,  I 
a  Bill  for  the  alteration  of  eccleai 
law.  It  was  of  the  utmost  impoi 
to  get  at  the  bottom  of  the  asserti 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  t 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gi 
would  give  the  House  his  opini 
this  subject.  Lord  Stowell  had  < 
a  distinction  between  strict  lai 
matters  done  under  a  Faculty.  B 
thing  was  to  be  declared  unlawfi 
less  a  Faculty  had  been  obtained 
Nothing  came  up  to  tlio  demands  d 
law  unless  a  Faculty  had  been  ob 
for  it,  and  there  wan  a  great  convei 
in  retaining  that  strict  law.  Bi 
was  not  the  law  bv  which  thev  we 
veiiied  according  to  the  det'larati 
Lord  Stowell,  endorsed  b^"  Sir  I 
Phillimore,  and  quoted  by  tlie  rigli 
and  learned  Attomov  General  ft 
land.  The  practical  course  of  th 
was,  that  new  objects  were  intrc 
into  churches,  and,  in  point  of  f 
anyone  considered  what  the  Churc 
they  would  see  that  all  manner  o 
objects  must  be  continually  introc 
but  for  tluj  most  part  they  were  c 
small  importance  indeed,  and  wht 
of  those  objects  was  questional,  th 
ter  went  before  the  ordinary  and  ¥ 
quired  into.  Tliey  had  heard 
course  of  the  discussion  of  the  c 
sional.  "Well,  of  course,  overvthir 
cited  that  could  warm  men's  bloo 
disturb  their  judgments,  and  dran 
from  the  calm  consideration  of  thi 
But  what  was  the  difficulty  in  reg 
the  confessional  ?  As  lie  undei 
from  what  had  been  said  by  thi 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxfor 
William  Harcourt),  if  at  present  th 
fessional  was  challenged  before  i 
clesiastical  Judge,  it  was  in  his 
to  condemn  it,- because  it  had  bee 
up  without  a  Faculty.  The  pn 
course  as  laid  down  by  Lord  S 
was,  that  the  question  tried  befoi 
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kludge  was  not,  as  a  rule,  whether  there 
Smd  Deen  a  Faculty  or  not,  but  whether 
Hie  object  was  lawful  or  unlawful.     The 
I  ^^idbot  of  the  alteration  proposed  by  the 
t  xiglit  hon.  and   learned  Becorder  was, 
fSbwA  it  would  not  be  tried  whether  the 
•bject  was  lawful  or  unlawful,  but  it 
would  be  simply  whether  a  Faculty  had 
;  Ibeen-  obtained  or  not.      He  could  not 
^Vodarstand,  therefore,  how  it  could  be 
[jpAid  that  the  law  was  not  altered.    Ac- 
^Wrding  to  the  proposal  made,  a  Faculty 
f  would  be  required  for  everything  before- 
luuidy   even  for  new  hymn  books,  sup- 
If  lioaing  it  were  a  new  edition  containinj 
i  Viree  or  four  new  hymns.  [*'  No,  no !  " 
l^ell,  if   the  illustration  were  objected 
^toy  he  would  not  take  one;  but   there 
were  a  midtitude  of  objects  connected 
Lwiih  the  furniture  and  services  of  the 
•Oliurch  as  to  which  the  power  of  the 
Ordinary  was  at  present  absolute;  he 
^nig^ht  be  reasonable  or  unreasonable, 
'*bat    he    had  arbitrary  power,   and  its 
f^OOcercise  had  never  produced  any  incon- 
;  lenience.     The  proposal  now  made  was, 
liiat  every   clergyman  who    wished  to 
•Evoid  having  a  complaint  made  against 
liim  miist  obtain  a  Faculty  beforehand 
*— 41  matter  which  involved  application 
to   a  judicial  officer  and  the  payment  of 
money.     At  present,  in  99  cases  out  of 
100  there  was  no  difficulty  at  all,  and 
in  the  hundredth,  for  the  cause  of  of- 
fence, whether  it  were  the  introduction 
Ojf  a  confession  box,  or  whatever  it  might 
be,  the  law  was  still  available.     Was  it 
deeirable  to  introduce  these  preliminary 
BTOceedings   in    99  cases  out  of  100  ? 
Burely,  it  was  imposing   upon  clergy- 
men and  churchwardens  a  good  deal  of 
unnecessary  trouble  and  expense.     Be- 
fore a  Faculty  could  be  issued,  there 
must  be   inquiry,    if    there    was    the 
■lightest  cause  for   doubt,  and  without 
any  necessity,  hardship,  delay,  and  ex- 
pense would  be  incurred. 

SiE  HENEY  JAMES  said,  he  inter- 
posed reluctantly,  but  he  must  contend 
that  the  full  question  turned  on  the 
power  given  by  the  8th  and  9th  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
alteration  was  to  be  effected  by  the 
Amendment,  which  was  one  entirely  of 
procedure  and  not  of  amendment  of  the 
law.  To  use  a  Common  Law  illustra- 
tion,  the  Amendment  merely  ^ave  one 
the  light  to  issue  a  Writ.  With  respect 
to  a  Faculty,  when  a  question  came  be- 
foee  a  Judge,  it  was  open  to  him  to  con- 


sider whether  it  was  lawful  or  not ;  and 
the  Judge,  whether  the  Faculty  was  writ- 
ten or  not,  would  have  to  determine  in 
the  manner  in  which  Lord  Stowell  de- 
termined. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
that,  having  been  so  pointedly  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
he  could  not  abstain  from  saying  a  few 
words  in  reference  to  the  proposed 
Amendment;  but  he  was  not  disposed 
to  attach  so  much  importance  to  it  as 
some  hon.  Members  did.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Recorder, 
had,  in  the  first  instance,  proposed  to 
omit  the  words  ** forbidden  by  law" 
and  to  substitute  for  them  the  words, 
**  without  a  faculty  firom  the  ordinary 
authorizing  or  confirming  such  alteration 
or  addition;"  but  now  he  proposed  to 
substitute  the  words  "  without  lawful 
authority."  He  (the  Attorney  General) 
thought  that  the  words  **  forbidden  by 
law  "and  **  without  lawful  authority" 
would  be  found  in  practice  to  have  sub- 
stantially the  same  effect ;  but,  viewing 
them  as  a  lawyer,  he  thought  the  words 
**  without  lawful  authority"  were  some- 
what more  extended  in  their  operation. 
Instances  had  been  suggested,  and  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  suggest  others, 
of  acts  and  practices  which  were  not  for- 
bidden by  law,  but  for  the  doing  of  which 
there  was  no  lawful  authority. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  struck 
out  accordingly,  and  **  without  lawful 
authority  "  inserted  in  their  place. 

Clause  9  (Proceedings  on  represen- 
tation). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eussell  Gurney, 
several  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  5,  line  26,  to  leave 
out  from  **  provided  also"  to  ** repre- 
sentation "  in  line  43,  inclusive,  said,  he 
was  about  to  ask  the  House  to  recon- 
sider a  judgment  at  which,  on  a  recent 
sitting,  it  had  arrived  after  a  very  short 
discussion  in  Committee,  and,  as  ho 
thought,  without  the  extreme  gravity 
of  the  matter  involved  in  that  judgment 
really  being  perceived.  He  must,  how- 
ever, apologize  to  the  House  for  not 
having  been  present  himself  on  that 
occasion,  as  a  very  urgent  private  mat- 
ter had  required  him  to  be  elsewhere. 
He  had  made  an  offering  in  the  cause  of 
peace,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Bill  would 
advance  with  very  little  further  discus- 
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sion  after  tho  Amendmonts  in  the  9th 
claiiso  ;  but  he  had  not  the  slightest 
idea  that  any  change  would  be  made 
which  would  involve  matters  of  such 
importance,  and  really  destroy  tlie  balance 
of  the  l^ill.  He  made  that  statement  on 
public  grounds,  and  without  the  slightest 
reproacli  to  anyone,  and  hoped  his  ob- 
servations would  not  savour  of  the  spirit 
of  controversy.  Ho  wished  to  obtain 
the  calm  attention  of  tho  House  to  the 
subject,  and  to  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  whether  the  general 
principles  of  equity  did  not  require  the 
Amendment  which  he  would  propose — 
namely,  that  they  should  revert  to  the 
form  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  before  the 
alteration  was  made  in  it  tliat  was  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt),  which  pro- 
vided for  what  was  called  an  appeal,  but 
what  was  really  no  appeal  at  all,  but 
only  a  reference  to  the  Archbishop,  and 
which  invested  the  Archbishop  with  an 
original  jurisdiction  to  institute  suits,  or 
allow  them  to  be  instituted,  in  a  diocese 
not  his  own.  That,  ho  contended,  was 
imequal,  impolitic,  and  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  our  law  with  regard  to 
episcopal  and  ai'chiepiscopal  powers, 
and,  if  fit  to  be  done  at  all,  it  was  wrong 
to  propose  such  a  fundamental  change 
on  the  28th  July,  and  without  giving 
the  clergy  an  opportunity  of  considering 
it.  In  discussing  tlie  matter,  the  House 
muj?t  cast  aside  all  thought  as  to  parti- 
cular persons,  or  whether  certain  indivi- 
duals wore  more  trustworthy  than  other 
individuals ;  tlicy  must  discuss  the  ques- 
tion ontiroly  in  tlie  abstract,  without  the 
smallest  supposition  that  anybody  was 
likcily  to  act  otherwise  than  according  to 
his  best  convictions  and  his  sense  of 
duty.  "When  the  matter  was  previously 
discussed  in  the  House,  he  was  glad  to 
observe  that  those  legal  authorities  to 
whom  the  House  naturally  looked  on  all 
important  points  of  ecclesiastical  law 
voted  in  tho  minoritv.  Ho  allmled  to 
the  Attorney  (xeuoral  for  England,  and 
still  more  to  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Genthanan  tlio  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, because  ho  was  the  only  man  be- 
longing to  tilt*  Anji^licjm  community  in 
the  House,  whom  he  knew  of.  whose  duty 
it  had  bei>n  to  study  ecclesiastical  law, 
and  to  adniinibt(?r  it  in  the  capacity  of  a 
Judge.  IJiidor  the  sanction  of  those 
high  legal  authorities,  it  would  not,  ho 
ho^^ed,  be  thought  presumptuous  if  he 

Jlr,  GliiiUtvnc 


endeavoured  to  draw  attention  to  tbi 
subject,  and  tried  to  induce  theHofOK 
to  revert  to  the  original  form  of  the  M. 
In  the  first  place,  he  said  it  waa  not  u 
appeal  that  had  been  given.    Tlie  ]Wi- 
vision  as  it  orimnallj  st<x)d  in  the  BQ 
was,  that  the  Bishop  was  to  foUov  i 
certain  course  of  proceeding.  unltns6  \» 
was  of  opinion  that  the  suit  should  Dot 
proceed  ;  and  if  tho  Bishop  was  of  ope- 
nion  that  it  should  not  proceed,  he  w 
to  enter  his  reasons  for  that  ojniniun  ai 
the  records  of  his  diocese.     That  yu 
the  original  form  of  the  Bill ;  but  u  ii 
now  stood,  in  consequeni-e  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  complained,  the  Bill 
provided  that  if  tho  Bishop  was  of  op- 
nion  that  the  suit  ou^ht  not  to  proeei!^. 
the  matter  should  then  go   the  Aid- 
bishop,  that  the  doeuineuts  should  be 
sent  to  the  Archbishop,  who,  if  he  vm 
of  opinion  that  the  suit  should  proNfd. 
was  then  to  send   his   dec-ision  to  d» 
Bishop,  and  tho  Bishop  was  thus  to  be- 
come the  servant  of  tho  Archbishop  and 
the  instrument  of  that  decision,  and  lo 
put  the  matter  forward  contrary  to  bis 
own  conviction  and  exactly  as  if  his  oon- 
viction  was  the  opposite  of  what  it  vi& 
That  was  not  an  appeal.      An  af^wa! 
must  be  open  to  either  party,  bat  that 
was  open  to  one  party  only.    It  was  saj- 
ing  to  one  party — **  If  the  Bishop  dt- 
cides  for  you,  his  judgment  so  far  will 
be  final ;  but  if  he  decides  against  yen. 
tliero  is  somebody  else   to  go  to  wh^ 
may  reverse  his  decision."     The  Crai- 
mittee  <.'ould   hardly   have    been    fnlij 
aware  of  the  one-sided  cliaracter  of  thi: 
proposal  when  it  adopted  it.     But.  t^ 
condly,  it  was  not  an  appeal  because  the 
original  procedure  was   not   a  judicial 
procedure,  and  because  tho  Archbishup 
who  was  to  be  called  on  to  reverse  the 
decision  of  the  Bishop  would  have  inl'*^ 
nor  means  of  judgment  to  those  whirh 
the  Bishop  possessed.      The  Bishop  :a 
]iis  own  diocese  ought  to  know,  and.  in 
most  cases,  did  know,  the  circumstance 
of  the  parishes  in  it ;  he  was  in  personal 
relation  with  those  who  were  connect^ 
with  those  parishes ;   and  therefore,  a: 
any  rate,  ho  woidd  know  where  to  go  ii 
obtain  information.     It  would  be  impo^ 
sible  to  place  on  reconl  all  the  informa- 
tion lie  received,  and  that  record  couJd 
hardly  be  more  than  a  MUiumaiy  of  his 
reasons,   because  it  was  not   merelv  a 
complaint  and  its  answor,  but  he  would 
have  to  consider  all  tho  circum&tanc^a  uf 
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the  case.  Neither  could  he  transmit 
that  consideratioii  of  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  to  the  Archbishop,  who 
would  therefore  have  to  try  it  with  means 
of  judgment  altogether  inferior  to  those 
of  die  Bishop.  That  was  fundamentally 
at  yariance  with  legal  principles,  for  a 
Gourt  of  Appeal  must  always  have  all 
the  material  accessible  to  the  Court  be- 
low; and  in  saying  it,  he  spoke  in  the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, who  if  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  were 
wrong,  would  correct  him.  Those  were 
ezoeeoingly  strong  reasons ;  but  he  would 
g^ye  another  still  stronger.  This  pro- 
posal he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  was  at 
Tariance  with  all  principles  of  ecclesi- 
astical law.  The  relation  of  Bishops  to 
Metropolitans  and  of  Metropolitans  to 
Siiffiragans  was  a  matter  which  had  as 
deep  a  root  in  ecclesiastical  law  and  in 
the  nistory  of  Christendom  as  any  other 

Suestion  of  ecclesiastical  law  that  could 
e  raised ;  and  if  alterations  of  an  essen- 
tial character  were  to  be  introduced  into 
those  relations,  that  ought  undoubtedly 
to  be  done  with  the  utmost  deliberation. 
It  seemed  to  have  been  thought  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  made  that  proposal, 
that  wherever  there  was  a  convenience, 
or  supposed  convenience,  in  putting  the 
Bishop  out  of  the  government  of  his 
diocese,  and  putting  the  Archbishop 
into  the  government  of  it,  that  might  be 
done.  That,  however,  all  the  law  of 
Christendom  had  always  forbidden. 
The  regulation  of  the  relations  between 
Metropolitans  and  Suffragans  lay  at 
the  very  foundation  of  the  structure  of 
an  Episcopal  Church,  and  the  great 
canonists  had  laid  it  down  that  the 
proper  function  of  the  Metropolitan  was 
to  consecrate  the  Suffragan,  and  then  to 

govern  him  and  see  that  he  did  his 
ntj ;  and  in  the  event  of  the  Suffiragan 
refusing  or  neglecting  to  do  his  duty, 
then  in  certain  cases  the  Metropolitan 
was  allowed  and  required  to  interfere. 
But  nothing  was  more  strictly  forbidden 
bj  our  law,  and,  indeed,  the  whole  law 
of  Christendom,  than  the  immediate  go- 
yemment  of  the  diocese  of  the  Sufiragan 
by  his  Metropolitan.  He  was  supported 
in  the  view  he  had  taken  by  the  learned 
canonist  Van  Espen,  who  maintained 
that  it  was  only  in  the  case  of  a  breach 
or  neglect  of  duty — in  the  case  of  actual 
misoonduct  on  the  part  of  the  Suf&agan 
— ^that   his   Metropolitan  could   legiti- 


mately interfere  in  the  government  of 
his  diocese.    A  breach  of  duty,   how- 
ever, was  one  thing,  but  the  exercise  of 
an  honest  discretion  in  the  discharge  of 
a  duty  imposed  on  the  Bishop  by  Par- 
liament was  not  a  breach  nor  a  neglect 
of  duty.     That  was  the  principle  of  the 
Beformation,  and   to  the  principles  of 
the  Reformation  they  were  now  endea- 
vouring to  give  effect.     The  statute  of 
23  Henry  VIII.,  chap.  9,  confirmed  that 
view  of  the  relations  between  the  Metro- 
politan and  his  Suffragan.     The  canon 
law  of  the  Church  and  the  statute  law 
of  England  proceeded  upon  the  principle 
he    had    laid    down,     and    both    were 
equally  clear  in  maintaining  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Bishops  as  against  the 
interference  of  the  Metropolitan.     The 
Archbishop  had  frequently  been  called 
in  as  a  restraint  to  a  Bishop— that  was  a 
position  known  to  the  law.     The  Arch- 
bishop, too,  could  be  called  in  on  behalf 
of  an  injured  person — as,  for  instance, 
on  the  withdrawal  of  the  licence  of  a 
curate — but  never  to  institute  a  suit. 
But  here  was  a  proposal — for  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  our  law  and  of  the 
history    of    the    ecclesiastical    law    of 
Christendom — to  supersede  a  Bishop  in 
the  government  of  his  own  diocese  on  a 
question  he  had  conscientiously  decided. 
Further,  it  was  a  great  and  cruel  hard- 
ship that  every  clergyman  who  was  the 
object   of  one  of  these  complaints,  be- 
sides being  examined  by  his  own  Bishop 
— which   was    quite  right — should    be 
subject  to  a  double  ordeal,   before   he 
knew  whether  he  was  to  be  tried  or  not. 
He  was,  under  the  Bill,  to  undergo  one 
examination  by  his  own  Bishop,  and 
then,  being  acquitted,  he  had  to  be  exa- 
mined again  by  the  Archbishop,  who  in 
the  very  nature  of  things  could  not  know 
so  much  of  the  real   character  of  the 
case.     But  even  if  all  these  things  were 
in  the  abstract  right  to  be  done,  as  he 
had  said  before,  they  were  not  right  to 
be  done,  on  the  28th  of  July,  in  a  Bill 
which  had  been  four  and  a-half  montlis 
before  the  country,  and  in  regard   to 
which  the  country  long  ago    believed 
that    its   fundamental    principles  were 
fixed.    If  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Lancashire  was  afraid  that  some  one 
or  more  of  the   Bishops  would  impro- 
perly decline  to  act  when  called  upon, 
he  must  know  that  there  was  power  to 
institute  the  suits  in  any  one  of  the  dio- 
ceseS;  or  in  the  diocese  of  the  Arch- 
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bishop,  if  the  suitors  had  more  confi- 
dence in  the  Archbishop,  than  in  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese.  There  was  no 
plea  either  of  necessity  or  expediency  in 
support  of  a  course  which  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  grievous  hardship  and  great 
irregularity.  He  was  convinced  that  in 
reference  to  this  matter  the  House  was 
playing  witli  edge-tools,  and  that  the 
excitement  which  at  one  time  existed 
with  reference  to  the  Bill  would  never 
have  calmed,  if  the  proposal  to  wliich  ho 
was  alluding  had  been  included  in  the 
Bill  as  originally  drawn.  It  had,  how- 
ever, done  so  ;  but  he  would  warn  those 
hon.  Members  who  supported  the  pro- 
posal that  they  were  playing  the  game 
of  those  whose  purposes  they  did  not 
wish  to  advance. 

And  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven 
of  the  clock, 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration 
of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  adjourned  till 
this  day. 

And  it  being  now  five  minutes  to 
Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House  suspended 
its  sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTINUAN'CE  BILL. 
{Mr.     William     Jltunj     tSniit/ff     The    Attormy 

Gtneral.) 

[]3ILL   201.]       CONSmERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

!Mii.  BUTT  said,  lie  had  availed  him- 
self since  Iho  adjournment  of  the  House 
that  (Friday)  morning  at  a  quarter  to  4 
o'clock,  of  tho  opportuuity  of  consulting 
with  those  hon.  Friends  who  usually 
acted  with  him,  and  ho  was  happy  to 
say  that  lie  was  tlu-n  able  to  announce 
the  conchisiun  at  which  they  had  unani- 
mously arrived  with  ref^^rence  to  tho 
Amendments  which  had  been  placed 
upon  the  Paper ;  but  before  ho  did  so, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  bear  with 
him  if  he  adverted  to  the  previous  Iiis- 
tory  of  the  measure  before  them.  The 
Bill  was  introduced  in  the  ordinary  way 
as  a  Continuance  Bill,  and  in  that  Bill, 
following,  he  admitted,  the  evil  prece- 
dents of  some  recent  years,  were  included 
Acts  of  very  great  importance,  and 
am(mg  others  (.'oercioii  Acts,  vitally 
ali'ecting  the  liberties  of  tho  Irish  people 

Mr,  G/addtunc 


His  lion.  Friends,  together  with  himself, 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Bill 
was  not  one  of  the  usual  measures,  which 
for  several  years   past  renewed  thoee 
Acts  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  vimiallT 

• 

amounted  to  their  perpetual  renewal,  and 
therefore  thev  felt  thev  were  bound  to 
make  a  stand  against  that  sy>tem.  an! 
they  did  so.  He  believed  that  in  doing  so 
they  had  done  service  not  only  to  Ireliind, 
but  to  the  general  leg^.slation  of  the 
House,  by  directing  attention  to  the  eril 
which  was  growing  gradually  up  of  in- 
cluding Acts  of  great  consequence  in  an 
annual  renewal  Bill.  Tiiat  wa»  the 
fii'st  point  they  had  to  assert,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had  the  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  public  opinion  and  the  opinion 
of  the  Press  with  them,  when  they  said 
that  tho  system  was  a  vicious  one.  H« 
was  bound  to  say  that  in  tliat  opinion. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cordiallr. 
from  the  very  beginning  of  the  didfoii- 
sion,  acquiesced,  and,  therefore,  in  the 
first  place,  he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  he  believed  that  vicious  sys- 
tem was  put  an  end  to  altogether,  and 
that,  so  far,  English  and  Scotch  Mem- 
bers woidd,  witli  the  Irish  Members  on 
that  occasion,  admit  that  that  system  of 
continuing  Acts  in  this  manner  had  been 
terminated,  and  that  Irish  Members  had 
established  a  constitutional  principle, 
for  his  hon.  Friends  and  himself  were, 
he  contended,  entitled  to  take  credit  that 
they  had  been  the  means  of  dotenninin^ 
that  the  course  which  had  been  followed 
should  not  be  pursued  any  longer.  In 
saying  so  nmch,  he  was  not  to  be  under- 
stood as  using  tho  language  of  triumph, 
for  such  language  would  be  most  unoe- 
coming  in  liim,  believing,  as  he  did,  thr 
system  to  be  so  vicious  as  only  to  require 
to  be  noticed  by  tho  House  to  secure  im- 
mediate reform.  There,  however,  re- 
mained the  question  whether  they  ought 
to  assent  to  the  renewal  of  those  Act*. 
and  if  there  were  any  hon.  Members  of 
that  House  who  were  dispostnl  to  think 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  taken  a 
course  that  might  be  called  factious,  he 
asked  their  attention  to  what  had  oc- 
curred. On  Saturday  last  tho  Bill  was 
put  down  for  a  morning  sitting.  He 
then  mado  an  offer  to  tho  effect,  that  if 
it  were  thought  there  was  any  danger  of 
those  political  catastrophes,  as  they  were 
called,  occurring — and  he  regarded  the 
danger  as  being  very  remote  indeed — 
they  would  consent  to  the  Bill  being  con- 
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tinned   until  September  of  next  year. 
Se   regretted  that  the  Government  did 
jftot  accept  that  offer.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  that  occasion  pledged  himself 
fhat  those  Acts  should  not  be  renewed  in 
ft  Oontinuance    Bill  in   the   Session  of 
1875.      They   did  not,  however,   think 
that  they  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  that 
•asnrance,  and  therefore  they  prepared 
themselves  to  prevent  these  Acts  being 
made  perpetual  in  the  manner  proposed. 
Now,  yesterday  evening,  after  the  debate 
liad  proceeded  for  some  time,  and  after 
Amendments  had  been  proposed,  a  de- 
clairation  was  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Gkyvemment,  that  they  would  accede  sub- 
stantially to  the   course  which  he  had 
proposed — namely,  that  the  Acts  should 
ecmtinue  only  to  the  end  of  1875.     That 
ecmcession,  although  not  quite  all  which 
they  had  desired,  very  materially  altered 
their  position,  and  he  would  only  say 
that  some  of  the  Amendments  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  he  would  have 
'  heen  glad  to  press  on  the  attention  of 
the  Mouse ;  but  he  believed  their  true 
end  proper  course  now  was  to  protest, 
as  they  would  do  in  one  division,  against 
the  inclusion  of  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act  in  that  renewal  Bill,  and  then  leave 
to  the  Gx>vemment  the  responsibility  of 
dealing  with  the  matter.      It  must  rest 
with  the  Gx>vemment,  in  prolonging  the 
existence  of  those  measures*  for  a  certain 
period,  to  decide  whether  any  amendment 
m  them  should  be  made  or  not.  He  would 
first,  however,  observe  that  in  1856  an 
Act   was    passed    regulating    friendly 
societies  in  Ireland.     In  the  Bill  that 
Act  was  omitted,  and  consequently  all 
those  societies  in  Ireland  would  be  ille- 
gal.    He  wished  to  point  that  out  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  leave 
the  protection  of  those  societies  to  him. 
Sut  on  one  clause  of  the  Bill  they  must 
take  a  division.     He  was  now  expressing 
the  unanimous  resolution  of  those  hon. 
Friends  with  whom  he  was  in  the  habit 
of  acting  in  that  House,  and  with  whom, 
lie  rejoiced  to  say,  there  had  been  few 
occasions  on  which  he  had  had  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion.     They  had  determined, 
after  the  concession  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment,    and    after    achieving     the 
triumph  of  the  principle  for  which  they 
had  contended,  not  to  occupy  further  the 
time  of  the  House  with  the  discussion 
of  any  of  the  details  of  the  Bill.    They 


coidd  not,  however,  in  consistency  or  in 
accordance  with  self-respect,  consent  to 
the  renewal  of  that  Act  till  the  winter 
months  of  next  year.  They  divided 
upon  that  yesterday.  They  would  di- 
vide now  in  a  somewhat  different  form, 
and  propose  that  they  should  expire  at 
the  end  of  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  originally  proposed  by  the  Acts 
themselves.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  Westmeath  Act  would  expire  at 
the  end  of  June  next,  and  that,  he  con- 
tended, was  a  declaration  of  Parliament, 
that  the  whole  of  these  Acts  should  be 
reviewed  early  in  the  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. They  therefore  proposed  that  all 
these  Acts  should  expire  at  the  end  of 
next  Session;  and  by  doing  so,  they 
did  nothing  more  than  ensure  an  early 
discussion  upon  the  question  of  their  re- 
newal, but  he  hoped  they  would  never 
be  renewed.  They,  however,  intended 
to  divide  the  House,  as  he  had  said, 
upon  one  Amendment,  and  they  would 
throw  upon  the  Government  the  respon- 
sibility of  continuing  the  Act  to  which  it 
referred.  He  wished  to  make  an  earnest 
appeal  to  the  Government.  They  had 
heard  a  great  deal  in  those  discussions  of 
the  responsibility  of  the  Government. 
He  admitted  fully  that  responsibility. 
The  Advisers  of  the  Crown  were  bound 
to  ask  for  Her  Majesty  any  powers  that 
were  necessary  for  the  protection  of  life 
and  property.  But  there  was  another 
and  a  deeper  responsibility  that  rested 
on  men  in  his  position  in  that  House. 
He  would  never  advise  the  Government 
to  forego  those  Acts,  if  he  did  not  believe 
it  was  right  and  just,  and  for  the  inte- 
rests of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland  to  do 
so ;  and  that  was  also  the  feeling  of  his 
hon.  Friends.  Some  of  them  had  large 
possessions  in  land,  and  others  in  mer- 
cantile establishments  in  Ireland,  while 
all  of  them  had  an  interest  in  the  secu- 
rity of  their  homes ;  and,  as  representing 
the  immense  majority  of  the  Irish 
people,  they  told  the  Government  that 
they  did  not  need  those  Acts  to  secure 
the  ascendancy  of  the  law  in  their  coun- 
try. He,  for  one,  believed  that  the 
Common  Law,  firmly  and  vigorously  ad- 
ministered, was  sufficient  to  secure  the 
tranquillity  of  Ireland.  He  had  faith  in 
the  grand  old  Common  Law,  with  that 
elasticity  which  enabled  it  to  meet  every 
new  danger  that  arose ;  and  he  believed 
that  those  Coercion  Acts  were  the  re- 
source— he  did  not  say  it  offensively  to 
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the  present  occupantH  of  office — of  a 
weak  and  incapable  Government.  Ire- 
land had  been  handed  over  to  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  in  a  state  of  tranquillity. 
It  might  be  said  that  was  the  result  of 
those  Coercion  Acts;  but  it  was  not 
so.  Did  anybody  believe  that  the  Act 
which  disarmed  the  people  of  Limerick 
was  the  reason  why  there  had  been  two 
maiden  assizes  in  that  part  of  the  coun- 
try ?  If  he  were  speaking  in  an  Irish 
Asseuibly,  he  knew  what  the  response 
would  be.  In  a  greater  degree  than  to 
any  Coercion  Acts,  the  tranquillity  of 
Ireland  was  due  to  the  efforts  of  those 
who,  in  the  face  of  considerable  obloquy, 
had  preached  the  doctrine  that  it  was  not 
to  uncjonstitutional  courses  or  to  secret 
societies,  but  to  constitutional  agitation 
and  discussion  in  that  House,  that  they 
wore  to  look  for  the  redress  of  grievances. 
Ho,  therefore,  asked  the  Government  to 
pay  more  attention  to  what  the  Irish 
Members  said  than  to  the  declarations 
of  stipendiary  magistrates  and  police 
constables,  many  of  whom,  from  the  ten- 
dency of  their  offices,  would  revive  the 
Coercion  Acts  to  save  themselves  the 
trouble  of  a  vigorous  administration  of 
the  ordinary  law,  and  to  take  a  course 
wliich  ho  believed  in  Jiis  conscience, 
was  more  consistent  with  their  own  dig- 
nity and  with  the  welfare  of  the  Empire. 
Neither  he  nor  his  hon.  Friends  would 
ofi'er  any  furtlior  opposition,  except  to 
the  renewal  of  the  I'eace  Preservation 
Act,  1870.  His  hon.  Friends  and  him- 
self were  prepared  to  take  an  inde- 
]>endont  course.  Ho  would  not  say  tliat 
they  were  prepared  to  support  the  pre- 
sent Guvernniont ;  but  they  were  just  as 
averse  from  oHbring  opposition  to  the 
presi^it  j^Iinisters  as  they  would  be  from 
oU'eriug  opposition  to  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  his  own  side,  if  they  returned  to 
oiHce.  They  wished  to  deal  with  every 
Government  as  it  dealt  with  their  coun- 
try. They  knew  no  party  there  except 
the  party  of  their  countiy;  and  if  that 
Goveniineut  would  only  abandon  the 
old  policy  of  repression  which  some- 
times stilled  crime,  but  never  efl'ectually 
stamped  it  out ;  if  they  would  give  them 
equality  with  England,  equality  in  their 
municipal  institutions,  equality  in  tlieir 
franchise,  equality  in  all  respects  before 
the  law,  that  was  tdl  they  wanted,  and 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  find 
Ireland  would  not  be  backward 
in  evincing  the  gratitude  that  would  be 

Mr.  JJuU 


due  from  such  a  course  of  conduct  \m^ 
pursued. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:    I    have  plevni^. 
Sir,   in    admitting^    that   the  hon.  ud 
learned  Gentleman   has   addreswd  th« 
House  in  a  fair  and  moderate  spewK 
and  also  that  it  is  not  the  first  fur  vA 
moderate  speech  wliich  he  has  made  o& 
public  affairs.     I  am  sure  that  the  hoc. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
if  they  did  not  advance    their  pwolui 
views,  would  obtain  for  them  an  impir- 
tial  consideration,  if  they  adopted  thit 
tone  always  in  this  House.     Now,  H^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  objected 
to  two  things — first  of  all,  to  Gontinuinrf 
Acts ;  and,  secondly,  to  Coenion  Aek 
What  I  complain  of  is  that,  whatever 
may  be  the  opinions   of    the  hon.  asi 
learned  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  s 
is  extremely  unfair  to  make  their  opinioBi 
upon  those  two  questions  a  ground  fv 
any  attack  upon  Her  Majesty's  Goren- 
ment,  or  any  foundation  for  the  embv- 
rassment  of  Public  Business  at  the  pR- 
sent    moment.     Now,    with    regard  t» 
Continuance  Bills,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  tliere  are  not  circumstanoei  ii 
which  such  Bills  may  not  be  necenur, 
and  probably  we  shall  never  have  a  S«r 
sion  of  Parliament  in  which  some  it- 
course   to    such    instruments   may  nut 
be  required.     But  that  in  ContiniiaiM 
Bills    it    is    extremely    desirable   Acti 
should  not  be  included  which  touch  som^ 
vital  interests  of  the  nation,  I  am  per- 
fectly ready  to  admit.     AVliatever  hut 
be  one's  opinion  upon  the  necessitj  of 
legislation  of  that  land,  all  will,  I  think, 
agree  that  the  policy  which  those  Bilu 
express  and  enjoin  ought  to  be  brougt: 
forward    in  a  manner  more   open  and 
direct  than  can  be  done  by  a  Continuaiw 
Bill ;  and,  as  a  general  rule,  the  intro- 
duction of  Acts  such  as  those  to  which 
the  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  ha^  rr- 
ferred    in  a  Continuance  Bill  is  to  be 
deprecated.     These  are  not  new  opinion* 
of  my  own,  nor  of  the  party  with  which  I 
am  connected.    It  is  a  fact  which  canni< 
be  denied,  that  the  very  ^rierance  ef 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and    his    Friends    now  so   loudly  and 
strenuously  complain,  was  first  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  noble  Lords  who  are  mj 
Colleagues,  and  I  have  always  agreed 
with  them  upon  that  matter.    Bnt  what 
I  do  complain  of  is,  that  the  qnestioa 
has  been  taken  up  at  the  ena  of  ths 
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Session,  and  worked  and  turned  as  it 
has  been  af^ainst  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who  could  take  no  otlier  line  ujwn 
this  subject.  Wo  have  been  upon  these 
benches  now  for  some  time,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  Friends, 
though  they  made  many  demands,  inti- 
mated many  requests,  and  occasionally 
madu  many  complaints,  never  alluded  to 
these  particular  Bills.  My  riglit  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, when  he  first  ])aid  a  visit  to 
Ireland,  was  verj'  anxious  to  know  the 
subject  which  ptirticularly  interested  the 
Irish  people,  and  tliose  iViombers  of  Par- 
liament who  arrogate  to  themselves,  and 
not  altogether  with  injustice,  the  pecu- 
liar privilege  of  representing  an  impor- 
tant portion  of  the  Irish  nation.  And 
what  was  their  recommendation  ?  They 
said — **  "What  we  complain  of  is  the 
unruly  character  of  the  liiver  Shannon. 
The  liiver  Shannon  is  a  stream  of  so 
turbulent  a  character  that  iinless  the 
Cnglish  Government  are  qualified  in 
their  Ministerial  capacity  to  cope  with 
it,  there  is  an  argument  in  favour  of 
Home  Rule."  [*'  Oh,  oh  I  "]  The  hon. 
Oentleman  who  tTies  **  Oh ! "  is  probably 
the  very  man  who  hissed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  last  night. 
But  what  are  the  facts  ?  Her  Majesty's 
Oovcmment,  though  having  the  conduct 
of  public  affairs  during  tliis  Session, 
have  really  had  it  during  a  Session  cur- 
tailed of  one-third  of  its  usual  duration. 
It  was  only  after  Easter  that  Business 
really  commenced  in  this  House,  and 
therefore  it  was  quite  impossible,  in 
dealing  with  those  matters  wliich  impe- 
ratively demanded  our  attention,  that 
we  could  reform  this  svstem  of  Con- 
tinuance  Bills,  which  would  be  no  easy 
nut  to  crack  in  any  Session.  However, 
I  have  already  expressed  my  opinion 
upon  that  subject.  I  tliink  it  is  in  every 
•way  to  be  deprecated  that  Acts  such  as 
those  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  called  our  attention 
should  be  included  in  Cortinuance  Bills, 
and,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  they 
will  not  be  included  again.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  the  other 
night  that  my  assurance  on  that  head, 
though  it  was  not  altogether  to  bo  dis- 
regarded, was  one  in  which  too  much 
confidence  should  not  be  placed,  because 
events  might  occur  which  might  prevent 
myself  and  my  Colleagues  from  remain- 
ing in  that  rosponsiblo  x>08ition  which 


we  at  present  occupy.  Well,  upon  that 
subject  I  give  no  opinion.  But  that 
intimation  was  perfectly  inconsistent  with 
the  assurance  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  are  now  per- 
petually giving  us,  that  there  is  no  chance 
whatever  of  what  they  call  '*  a  political 
catastrophe ' '  next  Session.  What  I  want 
to  impress  upon  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  is  this — that 
when  we  urge  the  necessit}',  or  rather 
the  expedient^,  of  a  term  of  some 
months  longer  being  allowed  to  this 
Continuance  Bill  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  proposed,  it  is 
a  great  mistake  to  assume  that  the  only 
cirtrumstance  which  can  occasion  the 
meeting  of  an  autumnal  Parliament  is 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
calls  **  a  political  catastrophe."  We 
have  had  a  great  many  November  sit- 
tings in  my  time,  and  very  rarely  occa- 
sioned by  **  political  catastrophes."  On 
the  conti'ary,  they  have  been  occasioned 
by  the  action  of  the  Bank  Act  in  more 
than  one  instance.  Tliey  have  been 
occasioned,  too,  and  may  be  oc-casioned 
again  by  cinumstances  involving  ques- 
tions of  peace  or  war.  It  is  not  merely 
by  a  political  catastrophe,  a  Dissolution 
of  Parliament,  or  a  change  of  I^Iinistry 
that  an  autumnal  Session  is  occasioned ; 
and  therefore,  when  we  have  the  possi- 
bility of  vicissitudes  to  encounter,  it  is 
certainly  an  act  of  prudence  to  pro- 
vide that  at  the  verj'  moment  when 
Parliament  has  to  deal  with  tliese 
questions,  we  may  have  ample  time 
to  consider  what  we  have  to  do. 
Now,  leaving  the  question  of  Conti- 
nuance Acts,  I  come  to  the  much  greater 
question  of  (*oercion  Acts.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has,  I  will  not 
say  pressed  the  Government  for  an  ex- 
pression of  their  policy  on  that  subject,  but 
lie  has  very  frankly  announced  that  the 
time  will  come  and  is  not  far  distant 
when  we  must,  of  course,  express  our 
opinions  on  the  matter.  When  the  time 
comes  we  shall  express  our  opinion. 
We  shall  take  a  just  and  complete 
view  of  the  circumstances  of  Ireland, 
and  if  it  be  our  duty  to  our  Sovereign 
to  recommend  that  tliat  system  of  policy, 
which  is  described  by  the  name  of  Coer- 
cion Acts,  should,  in  our  opinion,  not 
be  repeated,  there  could  be  no  public 
men  more  happy  than  we  should  be  in 
making  that  announcement.  But,  at 
the  same   time,  let  not   the  hon.  and 
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learned  Gontleman  for  a  moment  sup- 
pose that  to  obtain  a  passing  popularity 
either  with  him,  his  Friends,  or  any 
other  body  of  men,  we  will  conceal  our 
opinion  from  our  ►Sovereign.  What- 
ever wo  believe  to  be  necessary  for  the 
general  welfare  of  the  coiuitry,  that  wo 
shall  bo  prepared  to  propose,  and  upon 
the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse  the  fate  of 
that  i)olicy  will  depend.  I  have  again 
to  acknowledge  the  becoming  manner 
in  wliich  the  lion,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man under  circumstances,  I  freely  ad- 
mit, of  some  difficulty,  has  conducted 
himself  throughout  this  discussion.  Ho 
lias  shown  a  proper  sense  of  the  dig- 
nity of  the  House  and  his  own  position 
as  a  not  undistinguished  Member  of  this 
Ilouse,  and  I  trust  that  the  general 
spirit  which  his  conduct  has  elicited 
may  not  be  a  useless  lesson  to  those  who 
have  not  so  much  experience  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  wished  to  say  a 
word  in  explanation  of  a  matter  some- 
what personal.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  when  the  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  went  to  Ireland, 
the  only  complaint  made  to  liim  was 
about  the  Eiver  Shannon,  he  (Mr.  Butt) 
must  remind  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
tliat  tlie  second  niglit  of  the  Session  he 
luoved  an  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
complaining  of  the  operation  of  these 
very  Coercion  Acts,  and  in  it,  he  made 
no  alhision  whatever  to  tlie  unruliness 
of  the  Kiver  Shannon,  which  like  a 
great  many  otlier  instances  of  unruliness, 
was  to  be  attributed  to  the  mistakes  of 
Englisli  ofUcials. 

Mil.  CALL  AN  said,  ho  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  extend  the 
riglit  of  ( iirrying  arms  to  certain  classes 
of  persons  wlio  did  not  at  present  enjoy 
it,  but  he  would  not  press  the  Motion, 
imh'ss  tlie  Government  accepted  it. 

]\[ii.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING,  in 
moving  as  an  Amendment,  in  Schedule 
14,  page  3,  (tolumn  1,  to  except  *^  19  and 
20  Vic,  c.  o6,  PreseiTation  of  the  Peace, 
Ireland,"  said,  he  and  his  Friends  were 
bound  to  enter  their  protest  against  the 
Aft,  but  it  was  the  last  division  they 
would  have  on  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

III  i).ip'  o.  cM.luiini  I  «»f  the.'  Sihfdulo,  lin«  1(), 
tn  Icavt.'  out  Iho  words  •♦  1*)  and  'JO  Vi<-.  c.  ^6, 
l^iv«^iM'vation    of    tht;    Pcaci*,    IreLond." — [Mr. 

Jhnr,- ' i.a.^ 


Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  jk- 
])osed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  *.Lc 
Bill." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  137;  Noes 
56  :  Majority  81. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  Myyii 
Monday  next. 


PUBLIC    WOliSlIIP     KEGULATIOS 
BILL— [Zc;rrf«]— [Bill    •Jofi.'j 
{Mr.  RuMtll   (inru»*t.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  resumed, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  haying 
begun  his  speech  at  an  unseasonable  tim«>. 
he  was  compelled   to   sit   down  before 
completing  it.    He  had,  however,  nearij 
concluded  all  he  had  to  sav,  and  wodi 
only  trouble  the  Ilouse  with  a  few  n^ 
marks  indicating  the  exact  character  of 
the  Amendment  which  ho  proposed.  He 
had  ventured  to  lay  down  these  propv 
sitions — ^that  the  Amendment  hastily  in- 
troduced  into  the  Bill  did  not  give  th« 
right  of  appeal  at  all;  in  the  second 
place,  that  the  eminent  person  who  wl^ 
to  be  called  on  to  review  and  reverse  th»* 
judgment  of  the  Bisliop  was   a  person 
who  must  necessarily  approach  the  caj«*^ 
with  a  far  infeiior  knowledge  and  mean«i 
of  information,  because  although  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Bishop  to  know  all  the 
parishes  in   his  dioccso,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Archbishop  to  know  everr 
parish  within  his  province.     Thirdly.  Li* 
ventured  to  point  out  that  the  giving  th>' 
Archbishop    original    jurisdiction   was 
totally  contrary  to  the  principles  of  the 
Episcopal  Church.     In  the  fourth  pla«>. 
he  said  that  it  was  a  ^reat  hardship  upon 
the  clerg}'  to  be  subjected  to  double  in- 
stead of   single  ordeal,  preparatoir  to 
trial ;  and  lastly,  he  urged  that  even  if 
all  these  things  were  fit  to  be  done,  they 
were  unfit  to  be  done  on  the   28th  nf 
July,  and    unfit   to   be   maintained  en 
the  81  st  of  July,  for  he  solemnly  believtd 
that  at  the  very  moment  when  he  wu 
making  that  last  appeal  to  the  equity 
of  the  House  of  Commons,   that  more 
than  one  half  the  clergy  of  the  Chnidi 
of  England  who  would  be   persoiuliy 
affected  by  the  Amendment  were  not 
aware  of  that    which  the  House   vai 
voting.    In  doing  so,  he  had,  he  hoped, 
redoemcd  the  pledge  he  had  giveoy  aad 
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thonght  lie  had  neither  reproached  nor 
oensured  any  one.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  talk  of  the  information  disseminated 
by  the  Press,  but  its  filtration  into  coun- 
ti^  parsonages  was  not  always  so  exten- 
sive as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
suppose.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
never  thought  that  the  basis  of  the  Bill 
was  wise,  because,  in  his  opinion,  it  in- 
clined too  much  towards  the  undesirable 
object  of  abstract  uniformity,  which,  if 
it  were  to  bo  the  ideal  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, might  well  recall  the  image  of 
Harley  Street  or  Eaton  Place.  He, 
however,  was  of  opinion  that  the  Bill 
did  not  go  far  enough  to  protect  con- 
irregations  against  legal  innovations. 
Although  admitting  there  was  a  case 
for  legislation,  and  perceiving  the  feeling 
of  the  House  on  the  subject,  he  had  not 
deemed  it  desirable  to  press  his  views 
upon  its  attention.  He  saw  no  advan- 
tage to  the  Cliurch  or  to  the  country  in 
the  prolongation  of  an  angry  debate. 
Such  a  result,  he  did  not  care  who  won, 
it  could  have  only  one  tendency — the  un- 
settlement  of  existing  fundamental  rela- 
tions. That  was  his  fixed  conviction, 
acting  on  which  he  was  willing  to  allow 
much  to  go  forward  of  which  he  did  not 
approve  ;  for  he  believed  that  the  excite- 
ment of  conflict  would  be  a  greater  evil 
than  than  that  which  would  follow  legis- 
lation, if  it  were  only  founded  upon 
Bonie  regard  to  what  was  (»quitable.  He 
felt  satisfied,  however,  that  his  main 
propositions  could  not  be  overthrown, 
and  that  if  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  were 
persevered  in  the  renewal  of  difficulties 
iu  respect  to  it  in  *^  another  place" 
might  be  anticipated.  He  looked  for- 
"W'ard  to  the  most  formidable  and  last- 
ing consefjuences  from  a  proposal  which 
liad  been  so  hastily  introduced,  and 
"^'kich  he  believed  to  be  so  full  of  in- 
justice. He  most  earnestly,  therefore, 
irished  to  impress  on  the  House  his  deep 
Bense  of  the  impoi-tance  of  the  course 
which  he  invited  it  to  adopt,  especially 
to  some  of  the  clergy,  in  whose  case, 
perhaps,  he  had  no  individual  reasons 
for  gratitude  or  regard.  For  that,  how- 
ever, he  did  not  care  one  rush.  All  he 
aimed  at  was  justice — the  only  true  and 
noble  object  which  a  man  could  hold  up 
to  his  view,  and  in  that  name  he  placed 
his  Amendment  before  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  bv  moving 
the  Amendment  of  whicb  lie  had  given 
NotiDe, 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
**  Provided  also,"  to  the  word  **  repre- 
sentation, in  line  43,  inclusive." — (Jl/r. 
Gladstone.) 

Mr.  holt  said,  that  as  he  was  the 
author  of  the  particular  clause  in  the 
Bill  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  exception,  it  was  right  he 
should  briefly  state  why  he  advocated 
the  clause.  As  to  the  clause  not  being 
equitable,  because  the  parties  could  not 
be  heard  before  the  Archbishop,  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
parties  could  not  be  hoard  before  the 
Bishop.  The  only  question  which  a 
Bishop  would  have  to  decide  was  whe- 
ther he  would  allow  the  charge  to  be 
brought,  and  the  Archbishop  had  simply 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
reasons  given  by  the  Bishop  were  sound 
or  unsound.  He  also  contended  that 
the  Archbishop  would  Jiave  before  him  to 
aid  him  in  coming  to  a  right  decision  all 
the  information  which  a  Bishop  could 
command.  It  required,  in  his  opinion » 
no  very  intimate  knowledge  of  a  diocese 
to  be  able  to  ascertain  whether  the  law 
had  or  had  not  been  broken,  and  what 
was  required  was  that  the  Archbishop 
should  have  a  power  of  review.  There 
was  nothing  unconstitutional  in  that. 
In  our  judicial  procedure  grand  juries 
had  the  power  of  reviewing  the  decision 
of  the  Justices.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  a  case  in  point,  for  here  the  question 
was  decided,  without  the  accused  being 
present.  He  would  not  go  into  questions 
of  ecclesiastical  law ;  but  they  all  knew 
that  an  Archbishop  had  a  certain  control 
over  the  Bishops  of  his  Province,  that 
there  was  an  appeal  from  the  Bishop's 
Couii;  to  the  Court  of  tlie  Archbishop, 
and  that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  acknowledged,  the  Archbishop  had 
a  certain  power  of  restraint  over  the 
action  of  the  Bishops.  It  was  admitted 
that  he  had  such  a  power  in  regard  to 
curates,  in  order  that  justice  might 
better  be  done  to  the  curates.  Well,  it 
was  now  intended  by  that  clause  that 
this  power  should  be  intrusted  to  the 
Archbishop,  in  order  that  justice  might 
better  be  done  to  parishioners.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  just  told  the  House  that  '*  in  the 
event  of  the  Sufiragan  refusing  or  neg- 
lecting to  do  his  duty  the  Metropolitan 
was  not  only  allowed  but  required,  by 
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ecclesiastical  law,  to  interfere."  In  the 
present  instance  when  a  Bishop  did  not 
allow  a  complaint  from  the  parish- 
ioners to  go  before  the  Judge,  there 
would  be  an  aj^peal  to  the  Archbishop, 
that  he  might  examine  into  the  case 
and  express  his  opinion  whether  or 
not  there  had  been  any  neglect  or  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  the  Suffra- 
gan in  rpfusing  to  let  the  complaint  be 
tried.  With  every  respect  for  those  who 
had  given  their  minds  to  the  study  of 
the  Canon  Law,  lie  hoped  the  day  was  far 
distant  wlien  the  judgment  of  that 
House  wouhl  bo  swayed  by  a  reference 
to  Canon  Law.  The  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  secure  unifomiity  of  practice  and 
obedience  to  the  law  in  all  the  dioceses 
of  England,  but  according  to  the  doctrine 
of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman,  the  clergy 
wore  to  do  pretty  much  what  tliey  liked. 
That  was  no  doubt  in  accordance  with 
the  policy  shadowed  out  in  the  cele- 
brated Six  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  They  made  no  mistake 
when  they  said  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  favour  of  privileged  Non- 
f-nnfonnity.  As  to  that  being  an  unfit 
clause  to  pass  late  in  July,  if  it  was  a 
]U'opor  thing  to  discuss  that  Bill,  at  all, 
late  in  July,  it  was  equally  proper  to 
introduce  Amendments  whicJi  were  es- 
sential to  the  well- working  of  the  nioasure. 
In  reference  to  the  clergj'  being  unaware 
of  what  was  being  done,  he  might  observe 
that  they  had  a  most  excellent  Press, 
through  which  all  their  proceedings 
w<'re  communicated  to  the  country  far 
and  wi(l(^  Tlie  clergy,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  were  not  ignorant  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  Parliament,  for  he  had  him- 
self received  a  letter  from  a  clergy- 
man of  some  eminence  thanking  him 
warml}-  for  projiosing  the  Amend- 
nii^nt  under  discussion.  The  question 
really  was,  whether  tin?  Bishop  ought 
or  ought  not  to  liave  an  absolute  veto 
on  the  conmiencement  of  proceedings; 
and  the  strongest  argument  in  support 
of  the  clause  was  supplied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentl(»man  in  a  fonner  debate, 
when  he  told  them  there  were  indiscreet 
Bishops.  He  did  not  wish  to  give  an  in- 
discreet Bisliop  an  unfettered  licence. 
He  only  wished,  in  the  event  of  the 
Bishop  de(riding  against  the  feelings  of 
tlie  parishioners  complaining,  that  his 
opinion  should  be  submitted  to  the  re- 
view of  the  Archbishop,  with  a  view  both 
to  secure  general  unifoi-mity,  and  also 

Jl/r.  Ifolf 


to  protect  the  parishioners  against  in- 
dividual caprice.  That  provision  ra 
adopted  in  Committee  by  a  majoritTijf 
something  like  three  to  one,  and  k« 
trusted  that  the  House  would  now  sup- 
port its  own  decision. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  said,  h* 
thought  the  speech  to  which  they  had 
just  listened  showed  how  extremes  met. 
The  hon.   Member   argued  that  then 
was  an   indiscretion  in  Bishops  ▼hick 
required  to  be  controlled,  and  that  then 
was  none  in  Archbishops,  who,  then- 
fore,  did  not  require  control.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  there  might  be  an 
indiscreet  Bishop,  and  that  it  wa.«  fk 
quisite  to  have  some  one  over  him :  and 
there  was  to  be  no  one  over  the  Airh- 
bishop,  because  it  was  to  be  presumed 
that  the  Archbishop  was  infallible.    No 
doubt,  out  of  the  whole  body  of  Bishnpi 
appointed,   there  might   bo  some  who 
were  indiscreet;  but,   with  the  highert 
respect  for  Archbishops,  ho  ventured  to 
say  they    were   not  always   absoluteh 
discreet  or    infallible ;    and    when  the 
hon.  Member  proposed  that  the  decisioB 
of  a  Bishop  i^iould  bo  reviewed  by  a 
person  who  they  had  no  right  to  suppoM 
would  bo  more  discreet  than  the  Bishop, 
he  was  both  setting  up  the  infallibilirr 
of  two  Popes  instead  of  one,  and  at  the 
same  time  lajang  down   a  law  hitherto 
entirely  imrecognized  in  tho  Church  d 
England.     lie  was  attempting  to  make 
the  two  Archbishops  odious  by  convert- 
ing tliem  into  the  public  proseeuton^  d 
.the    Kingdom.     ["No,     no!"]     AMia! 
were  they  to  be  then  ?     That  was  not  an 
ap2)eal,  but  a  case  in  which  the  discretion 
of  one  man  was  to  bo  overruled  by  the 
discretion  of  another,  not  in  the  sense  <i 
relieving  harshness  or  injustice,  but  for 
the  institution  of  a  prosecution.     If  it 
were  a  question  of  law,  lie  could  under- 
stand their  ref(mng  it  to  another  tri- 
bunal ;  but  it  was  a  question  of  simple 
discretion,    not    of   law.       AMiere   the 
Bisliop  said  a  prosecution  ought  not  ^^ 
be  instituted,  his  opinion  was  to  be  n- 
viewed  by  his  Archbisliop,  a  jierson.  in 
all  probability,   no  more  discreet  than 
his  Sulfrngan;  and  if  the    Arrhbishnp 
said  there  was  to  be  a  prosecution,  the 
unfoi-tunate  Suffragan  was  to  he  com- 
2)elled  to  take  all  the  steps  in  the  pro**' 
cut  ion  which  he  had  himself  refused  to 
sanction.     That  was  a  perfectly  novel 
proceeding  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
countr}'.     Ho  regretted  that  he  was  not 
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_^  when  that   question  was   pre- 

■wionsly  discussed.     He  came  in  at  the 
L,  and  he  thought  that  provision 
of  the  harshest  ever  introduced  into 
ly  Bill.     The  hon.  Gentleman  wanted 
to  obtain  perfect  uniformity  throughout 
the  Kingdom ;  but  the  fact  of  the  law 
being  set  in  motion  by  the  Archbishop 
would    not    produce    uniformity  in  all 
their    different    dioceses.      Uniformity 
would  not  be  secured  by  the  action  of 
the  Archbishops,  but  through  the  deci- 
■ions  of  the  Judge.     He  wished  to  know 
whether  the    hon.   Member    had    con- 
sulted the  Archbishops  as  to  the  power 
which  he  sought  to  confer  upon  them, 
ta  the  Bishops  as  to  whether  they  would 
oonfient  to  such  power  being  exercised 
over  them  ?    The  Bishops  were  bound  to 
their  Metropolitan  under  certain  terms 
end  oonditions.     Did  they  over  suppose 
that  in  matters  left  to  their  discretion, 
they  were  to  be  overruled  simply  by  the 
diraretion  of  the  Archbishop,  and  not 
\fj  the  opinion  of  a  Court  that  they  were 
wrong  in  point  of  law  ?     They*  had  first 
refused  to  make  the  Bishops  subject  to 
the  Bill,  like  the  rest  of  the  clergy,  and 
now  they  turned  round  on  them  and  said 
that  if   they    exercised    the  discretion 
▼ested  in  them  in  accordance  with  the 
feelings  of  the  parishioners,  and  not  in 
aooordance  with  their  own  consciences 
and  their  sense  of  duty,  they  would  not 
interfere  with  them.     But  was  it  sup- 
posed that  they  would  always  have  two 
Archbishops  who  would  not  be  guided 
by  their  own  sense  of  duty  or  their  own 
discretion,    but    by    popular    feelings? 

t  Murmur 9, ']  That  was  what  the  hon. 
[ember  (Mr.  Holt)  said.  [  *  *  No,  no  ! ' '] 
At  all  events,  the  effect  of  what  the  hon. 
Ghentleman  said  was,  that  they  could  not 
leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop 
to  overrule  the  wish  of  the  parishioners, 
but  they  would  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Archbishop,  in  order  that  he  might  set 
up  the  will  of  the  parishioners.  In  con- 
clusion, he  called  upon  those  who  sup- 
ported the  clause  to  say  whether  they 
had  any  authority  from  the  Arch- 
bishops to  ask  for  a  jurisdiction  which 
had  never  been  given  to  them  before. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  told  them  that  on  that  question 
extremes  met — an  observation  which  he 
thought  exceedingly  well  founded,  for 
on  that  subject  extremes  did  meet,  and 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 


Greenwich  was  supported  by  the  Seer  e 
tary  of  State  for  War  and  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford.  They 
were  informed  the  other  day  at  the 
Mansion  House,  that  that  BiU  was  one 
for  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  morally  responsible,  and  up  to  that 
point  the  Government,  under  the  lead  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  had  given  an  un- 
mistakable support  to  the  principles  of 
the  Bill  brougnt  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Recorder  on  grounds 
which  were  perfectly  intelligible  — 
namely,  that  they  intended  to  rally  the 
English  people  on  the  broad  platform  of 
the  Reformation.  The  aspect  of  the 
Bill  had  changed  that  evening.  The 
Prime  Minister  was  absent,  and  the  con- 
duct of  the  Bill  was  left  in  charge  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who  was  no 
friend  of  the  measure,  but  had,  on  the 
contrary,  declared  against  it  from  the 
first.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  close  ally  on  the  present  occasion  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  who  had  moved  a  critical 
Amendment  in  the  Bill.  Those  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  agreed  in  their  con- 
clusions, and  in  the  principles  from 
which  those  conclusions  were  drawn. 
What  wore  the  reasons  alleged  against 
a  conclusion  solemnly  arrived  at  in  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill,  and  for  which,  if 
he  recollected  right,  the  Prime  Minister 
voted?  Over  and  over  again,  in  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  he  had  seen  the 
Prime  Minister  walk  into  one  Lobby, 
and  the  Secretary  for  War  into  the  other. 
And,  now,  his  right  hon.  Friend  tlie 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
representing  the  Government,  came  for- 
ward in  support  of  an  Amendment  which 
would,  if  carried,  destroy  the  whole 
spirit  of  the  Bill.  Did  the  House  sup- 
pose that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  had  come  back 
that  day  for  any  other  object  than,  if 
possible,  at  the  last  moment,  to  wreck 
the  Bill  ?  or,  that  the  Secretary  for  War, 
who  said  nothing  upon  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee, had  derived  courage  from  any 
other  circumstance  than  that  his  Pre- 
decessor in  the  Representation  of  the 
University  of  Oxford  had  come  forward 
to  propose  his  Amendment?  What 
were  the  grounds  on  which  they  were 
invited  to  overthrow  the  Resolution  of 
the  Committee?  They  were  told  that 
the  Resolution  cotdd  not  be  accepted 
because  it  was  contrary  to  the  opinion  of 
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the  Canonists  of  Christendom.  But  the 
canonists  of  Christendom  were  not  the 
authorities  Ly  which  for  the  last  300 
years  tlie  House  of  Commons  had  been 
governed  in  its  legislation.  The  prin- 
ciples of  the  Refoi-mation  and  the  Con- 
ptitution  of  this  country  had  been 
founded  upon  a  repudiation  of  tlie  do(^- 
triues  of  the  Canonists,  which  had  been 
solemnly  read  at  the  Table  of  the  House 
that  evening.  The  head-quarters  of  the 
Canon  Law  were  not  at  Westminster. 
Tho  Canon  Law  of  Christendom  was 
fuhninated  from  the  Vatican.  It  was 
tho  law  of  Ultramontanism,  and  was 
adverse  to  tho  principle  of  a  National 
CI  lurch  in  every  country  of  Europe.  It 
was  the  law  which,  in  order  to  found 
the  Reformation,  it  was  necessary  to  re- 
pudiate. Five  minutes  ago  he  took  from 
tlie  Table  of  the  House  the  statute  upon 
which  the  Reformation  and  tho  Consti- 
tution of  this  country  was  founded.  It 
was  the  statute  of  the  submission  of  tho 
clergy ;  and  the  condition  of  the  sub- 
mission was — 


»t  Tl 


'I'liJit  thi'V.  thr  siiid  clcri'v,  nor  unv  of  thorn 
from  ln'iirt'foilh  sh.-jU  prrsunn;  to  att('in])t  to 
uUr^t'  c'ltiims  or  put  in  fnrre  any  coiustitiiti«ni  or 
orJin.-iTicfS,  i»roviru"ial  or  symxlal,  or  any  other 
(•.■iiiMii:  nor  sshall  thoy  ^-nact,  iu'oniiilij:o,  or 
«x<ruti"  tiny  ^*^^  li  canons,  (•< institutions,  or  ordi- 
nanct.'S  iiroviiuial." 

TTh  would  venture  to  say  that  from 
ir);3;5  the  Constitution  of  thi>  Church 
and  Slate  of  this  country  had  do- 
])('nded  upon  the  repudiation  of  the 
(^in<^u  Ijaw,  as  controlling  either  the 
autliority  of  Parliament  or  tho  prin- 
ciples of  the  Canon  Law.  The  laity  of 
England  had  r(»pudiated  the  Canon  Law 
Iroiu  a  much  earlier  time.  It  was  the 
repudiation  of*  this  law  which  gave  rise 
to  the  c<*Iel)ratt'd  declaration  of  those 
wlio  represented  the  country  gentlemen 
ol'  England  in  those  days — Kulumu^  leges 
Anylia  mufari.  Tliei'efore,  when  he 
lieard  alleged  in  the  House  of  Tomnions 
the  doctrinti  of  a  Canonist^  with  whoso 
name  he  was  happy  to  say  he  was  en- 
tirely unacfpiainted.  [^^r.  GLAnsToxE : 
Hear,  hear!]  His  right  hon.  Friend 
might  say  "  Hear,  hear  ;"  but  he  should 
be  utt(Tly  ashamed  of  the  profession  of 
the  Common  Law,  if  he  did  not  make 
the  declaration.  To  hear  a  Canonist 
<[uoted  as  an  authority  against  the  legis- 
lation of  Parliament  was  enougli  to  make 
the  bones  of  Lord  Coke  turn  in  his  grave. 
And,  wlien  he  was  told  that  the  relations 
between  the  Bishops  and  the  Archbishops 
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were  to  be  governed  by  theopinkmrf 
Van  Espen  or  of  any  other  Canonist.  1» 
said,  lio  would  not  recognize  the  autlio. 
rity  of  any  such  opinion.     The  relation! 
of  the  Bishops  and  Archbishops  wpw  to 
be  governed  upon  due  and  proper  con- 
sideration of  the  law  of  the  Queen.  L)Ks. 
and  Commons  of  England.    Unle»  the 
House    of   Commons    had    vexy  mnih 
changed,  it  would  not  be  swayed  by  th*- 
opinion,  whether  exproj»sod  in  Latin  nr 
any  other  language,  of  tho  Canonists  of 
Christendom,  but  it  would  consider  whi: 
was    to    the    advantage  of  the  Chnrci 
and  the  State,  and  these  were  nibject 
whicli  they  were  perfectly  competent  to 
discuss  in  the  vulgar  tongue.     He  wouU 
therefore  ask,  what  it  was  expedient  to 
do  with  reference  to  this    matter!—! 
ver}'  practical  question.  They  had  pasnd 
almost  to  its  latest  stage,  a  Bill  whid 
provided  that  the  statute  law  of  En^lBsd 
should  bo  put  in  force  in  relation  to  the 
Church,    and   the  machinery  prorided 
was,  that  certain  persons  should  he  «■ 
titled  to  complain  if  the  law  wa.«  iM 
observed,  such  persons  to  complain  to 
the  Bishops,  who,  in  the  first  place,  were 
to  put  the  law  in  operation.     But  in  dis- 
cussing those  ecclesiastical  questions  oon- 
siderations  were  admitted  which  woul-i 
not  be  admitted  in  di.scussiug  any  other 
subjects.     For  instance,   so<m  after  the 
meeting  of  tho  last  Parliament  the  ripht 
hon.    Gentleman   tho    M«:»mber  for  thf 
University  of  (?ambri<lge   having  intiw- 
duced  arguments  drawn  from  the  Canoe 
Law  and  similar  sources,  tlie  right  hon 
Gentleman  the  Memb«*r  for  IMrmincrbani. 
in  that  fme  ma.sculine  Saxon  of  whith  he 
was  so  perfect  a  master,  swept  away  th- 
cobwebs,  and  said — **Let  us  have  dncf 
with  this   ecclesiastical   rubbish.''     H*- 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  tlunight  that  on 
the  present  occasion  they  might  swe^p 
awav  the  Canon  Law  in  the  same  wav. 
The  Bill  provided  that  tho  Bishops  w^rt 
to  be  tho  i>ersons  to  decide  what  was  to 
be  done    upon  complaints  presentt»<i  tv 
them;  and  prim  (i  facie  it  would  be  sup- 
posed the  p^erson  to  whom  complaint  wi* 
made  would   sav — *'  Let    us  remit  ih-* 
matter  to  the  ccmsi deration  of  a  Jutlge."' 
But  the  Xlouae  had  introduced  the  ques- 
tion of  the  discretiun  of  the  Bishop?,  and 
this  he  lield  to  bo   a  very  dangerous 
principle;   but  he  was  willing  that  i: 
should  be  tried  as  an  experiment.    Th*> 
hon.  Member  for  West  Kent  the  othw 
evening  said  that  what  he  wanted  was 
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ir  nlay,  and  that  that  would  be  at- 
'  tainea  by  having  High  Church  and  Low 
Church  Bishops  whose  decisions  could 
"be  put  one  aeainst  the  other.  He  did 
act  think  that  was  the  view  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House,  who  would  probably 
Above  all  things  desire  to  prevent  the 
siate  of  things  so  much  admired  by  the 
lion.  Member.  The  House  did  not  desire 
that  the  Bishops  of  the  last  five  years 
•hould  pronounce  decisions  exactly  op- 
posite to  those  pronounced  by  their  pre- 
aecessors  of  five  or  ten  years  before. 
!Chey  thought  that  it  wotdd  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
Church  that  there  should  be  some  single, 
at  all  events,  some  authority  which  would 
give  imity  to  the  practice  of  the  Judge. 
Well,  ho  had  referred,  when  they  were 
in  Committee,  to  the  fact  tliat  a  Bishop 
liad  presented  a  Petition  to  Convocation, 
in  which  the  petitioners  stated  that  they 
did  not  consider  the  decision  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  bind- 
ing. What  would  such  a  Bishop  be 
likely  to  do,  if  he  were  asked  to  sanction 
proceedings  under  this  Bill  ?  Would  he 
not  say  that  he  considered  the  Bill  was 
not  a  good  Bill,  and  that  lie  must,  there- 
fore, decline,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
to  allow  it  to  be  put  in  operation  ?  Such 
a  thing  was  possible,  he  even  thought  it 
was  probable,  and  he  preferred  to  have 
two  chances  rather  than  one  for  the  en- 
forcement of  the  law.  But  then  it  was 
said  that  this  was  a  one-sided  affair.  He 
could  not  concur  in  that  view.  If  the 
[Bishop  determined  that  the  law  should 
be  enforced,  he  entirely  agreed  that  his 
decision  should  not  bo  appealed  against ; 
but  if  a  Bishop  said  he  would  not  allow 
the  law  to  be  enforced,  then  the  case 
-would  be  entirely  different,  and  in  that 
case  a  double  opinion  would  be  extremely 
valuable.  The  presumption  should  be 
in  favour  of  the  law,  and  the  question 
now  under  discussion  should  be  decided 
not  upon  the  opinion  of  Canonists,  but 
by  the  judgment  and  common  sense  of 
that  House.  They  should  remember 
that  it  was  not  the  Archbishop  who  was 
to  determine  the  case ;  the  only  thing 
the  Archbishop  was  to  be  asked  was — 
should  the  particular  case,  the  subject 
of  the  appeal,  go  to  the  Judge  ?  He 
thought  the  House  would  virtually  say 
by  its  decision  that  it  was  not  desirable 
that  of  27  dioceses  in  England  25  should 
say — "Let  the  law  be  enforced,"  and 
that  two  should  say — ''  The  law  is  a  bad 

VOL,  CCXXI.    [third  series.] 


law,  and  shall  not  be  enforced."  The 
question  was  a  practical  one,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  determine  it 
upon  its  own  authority,  and  without 
reference  to  the  Ecclesiajstical  Law  of 
Christendom,  or  any  more  limited  por- 
tion of  that  large  denomination,  as  the 
Committee  had  already  by  a  large  ma- 
jority decided. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
might  be  divided  into  three  portions.  In 
the  first  part  he  had  good-humouredly 
referred  to  the  differences  which  existed 
on  this  question  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  and  speaking 
of  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government,  had 
said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  assumed 
the  leadership  of  the  House  and  had 
gone  against  the  Bill.  It  was  quite  clear, 
however,  that  the  first  part  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  speech  was  an- 
swered by  the  second,  which  was,  and 
was  intended  to  be,  a  manifesto  against 
the  course  taken  in  reference  to  the  Bill 
by  the  late  Prime  Minister,  and  a  direct 
challenge  to  the  opinions  which  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  put  forth.  If 
there  was  any  reproach,  therefore,  arising 
from  the  differences  of  opinion   which 

Erevailed,  that  reproach  applied  to  the 
ench  opposite  as  well  as  to  the  Treasury 
Bench.  In  the  second  part  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  speech,  the  vast 
majority  of  the  House  concurred,  and  he 
confessed  that  he  was  among  the  ma- 
jority. The  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  had  accepted  their  benefices 
upon  the  express  condition  that  they 
should  conform  to  the  law  of  that  Church 
as  accepted  by  the  nation  and  by  the 
Parliament  of  England.  He  quite  con- 
curred with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  obligation  they  were  imder  to 
perform  these  services  according  to  law 
was  binding  and  supreme,  and  further 
that  they  were  not  only  not  to  break  the 
law  themselves,  but  that  they  were  bound 
to  set  an  example  to  others  of  obedience 
to  the  law.  With  respect  to  the  third 
part  of  the  speech,  they  might  dismiss 
altogether  the  hostility  and  animosity  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  the 
policy  of  the  late  Prime  Minister.  It 
was  a  practical  question,  and  one  which 
had  nothing  to  do  with  Canon  Law.  The 
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question  was — ^Was  the  law  to  be  en- 
Ibrced?  On  that  subject  they  were,  he 
lioped,  all  agreed.  How  then — and  this 
was  the  point  for  consideration  and  de- 
cision— was  it  to  be  enforced  ?  For  his 
part  ho  was  bound  to  say  he  thought  the 
House  would  exercise  a  wise  discretion 
in  leaving  the  matter,  in  the  first  place, 
in  the  hands  of  the  Bishop.  He  never 
heard  of  an  appeal  being  given,  except 
in  very  rare  cases,  from  one  Court  to 
another  on  questions  of  mere  discretion  ; 
but  if  any  such  appeal  wore  to  be  given 
at  all,  it  should  be  given  wliichever  way 
the  decision  of  the  Bishop  went.  The 
proposal  was  to  give  an  appeal  from  the 
dis<iretion  of  one  man  to  another.  He 
doubted  if  tlnjro  was  much  difforenco  in 
social  ]>ositiou  botweeu  an  Archbisliop 
and  a  Bishop,  altliough  it  might  b<'  said 
that  tho  men  who  filled  the  office  of 
Archbishop,  being  more  carefully  se- 
lected than  those  who  fillcul  the  office  of 
Bishop,  wore  bottor  qualified  to  give  an 
•)pinion  on  a  matter  of  discretion  than 
llioir  Suffragans.  But  the  fact  was,  that 
while  there  were  only  two  Archbishops 
there  were  27  or  28  Bishops ;  and  there 
was  less  chance  of  permanent  injury 
being  done  by  the  larger  number  of  men, 
who  would  check  and  control  each  other's 
()])inions,  than  by  the  decision  of  one  (u* 
two  men  whose  opinion  wns  uncontrolled 
in  any  way,  and  who  might  be  High 
(/hurch.  Low  C'hurch,  or  Broad  Ohurcli, 
as  chance  might  determine.  He  had 
support(?d  this  Bill  tliroughout,  believ- 
ing it  to  be  a  wise  and  beneficial  mea- 
sure ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  this 
(picstion  was  of  the  importance  which 
tliM  hon.  and  learned  ^lember  for  Ox- 
ford had  attached  to  it.  Tlie  ([uesticm 
had  been  askinl  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  wliethcr  tin*  Archbisliops  had 
been  consulted  <m  this  matter,  and  he 
thought  that  that  question  ought  to  l)e 
answered.  He  had  had  tlie  opportunity 
of  ascertaining  the  opinion  of  both 
the  Archbishops  on  this  questitm,  and 
he  was  authorized  l\v  them  to  state  that 
their  deliberate  opinion  was  decidedly 
against  tho  Amendment  made  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  E.  J.  REED  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion before  them  was  a  very  simple  one, 
and  one  that  thev  mifflit  come  to  a  vote 
iqxni  without  further  discussion.  It  was, 
whether  llie  Bishop,  being  authorized 
to  put  the  law  into  motion,  they  should 
allow  him  to  refuse  to  put  the  law  in 
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motion.  He  was  of  opinion  that  ttmi 
ought  to  be  an  appeal  from  the  deci&fla 
of  the  Bishop  to  the  Archbishop. 

The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Dp.  Ball)  said,  he  vu  a 
favour  of  striking  out  the  AmendnMnt 
which  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
in  Committee.     Under  that  Amendmcit 
an  appeal  was  to  be  given  in  favour  d 
the  prosecution,  while  it  was  to  be  with- 
held from  the  defendant  if  the  decisiaB 
were  adverse  to  him.     That  was  a  pria- 
ciple  totally  the  reverse  of  that  which 
existed  in  the  analogous  cases  of  an  In- 
formation by  the  Attorney  General,  tht 
proceedings  in   a    prosecution,  or  the 
office  of  the  Judgepromoted  in  ecoltti- 
astieal  matters.      He  also  opposed  th« 
Amendment  inserted  in  tho  Committee, 
because  it   was   unwise   to    plac**  uj 
Judge  in  such  a  position  as  tliat  propond 
by  the   Amendment.       It   would  be  i 
most  dangerous  principle  to   lay  don 
that   if  the    Bishop    decidcnl   one  wij 
he   would    be  safe    from    appeal ;  bit 
that    if    he    docided    the    reverse  he 
would  be  exposed  to  reproof,  and  hk 
decision    might  bo   reverstKl   by  a  «■• 
perior  authority.      Under   the  present 
law,  if  a  Bishop  refused  to  promote  the 
office,  <S:c.,  there  was  no   appeal  to  the 
Arfihbishop.     Tt  was  doubtful  whether 
in  such  a  case  the  Queen's  Bench  had 
power  to  issue  a  mandamus ,  but  if  it  had. 
why  change  the  law.  in  this  instance? 
If  one  Bishop  was  of  opinion  that  the 
l)oint  raised  was  one  in  which  no  prow- 
cution  should  take  place,  it  was  unde- 
sirable on  a  question  of  absolute  and 
pure  discretion  to  subject  him  to  direct 
collision  with  another  Bishop,  although 
he  might  have  the  word  **  Arch  "  hdan 
Iiis  name.     If  there  was  to  be  an  appcil 
it  should  be  given  on  both  sides,  and 
not  ccmfined  to  one.     lie  had  heard  n 
Appellate  Judge  say  that  he  oould  not 
take  upon  himself  to  reverse  the  jndf- 
ment  of  a  single  Judge  in  a  matter  cf 
pure  discretion,  although  had  the  oan 
come  before  him  in  the  first  iwfa^^wf,  ka 
would  probably  have  decided  difFeyeii^ 
'Why,  then,  was  the   oolliaiaa 
which  the  present  danae  WM 
to  produce  ?     As   the  BfU 
stood,  an  appeal  was  not  sfan 
Archbishop,  and  he,  tor  * 
the  peace  of  the  Chmok 
promoted  by  leaving  it 
down  from  the  Hoaai 
there  was  notfhei 
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\  appeal  was  a  cardinal  point  of  the 
asure.  It  was  by  embarking  on  pro- 
dtions  which  were  new  to  the  law  of 
gland  that  the  Bill  would,  in  his  opi- 
n,  be  endangered,  for  then  public 
nion  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
.t  the  question  had  not  been  dealt  with 
a  judicial  spirit.  He  should  thero- 
e  vote  against  the  clause,  as  he  had 
le  before 

tfa.  EUSSELL  GUENEY,  having 
served  that  he  had  on  a  former  occa- 
n  stated  that  there  had  been  some 
ay  in  the  business  of  the  Arches 
art  in  consequence  of  the  Dean  of 
ches  occup^nng  another  office,  said, 
had  receivod  a  comnnuii cation  iVoiu 
>  Judge  of  the  Oourt  of  Admiralty  to 
)  effect  that,  although  ho  had  had  a 
sat  amount  of  work  to  get  through  in 
it  Court,  he  did  not  allow  it  to  cause 
f  delay  in  the  proceedings  in  the 
urt  of  Arches.  As  to  the  clause  under 
cussion,  he  must  confess  that  he  did 
:  attach  to  it  so  much  importance  as 
peored  to  be  given  either  on  one  side 
the  other.  It  was  not  in  the  original 
il;  but  yet,  there  could  bo  no  doubt 
it  it  had  been  supported  by  a  very 
'ffe  majority.  As  he  had  before  said, 
had  perfect  conildence  in  the  discro- 
n  of  the  Bishop ;  but  he  could  not  at 
)  same  time  see  that  any  evil  was 
ely  to  arise  if  an  Appeal  wore  given 
the  Archbishop.  It  was  contended, 
might  add,  that  such  an  appeal  was 

Srecedented,  but  under  the  1st  and 
Vic.  there  were  a  number  of  cases 
Buchi  for  instance,  as  that  of  non- 
ddence — in  which  a  Bishop  exercised 
I  discretion,  and  in  which  an  appeal 
f  from  him  to  the  Archbishop. 
ICa.  MONK  said,  he  rose  simply  to 
1  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
ibrio  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of 
I  diieretion  of  the  Bishop,  in  which  it 
•  Mi  finth  fliat  in  caaes  of  doubt  the 
ftfas  doabtim^  ahould  reacvt  to  the 
^ip  of  the  moeoeo,  who,  in  his  dis- 
'^ '     AmU  take  slepe  fbir  qnieting 

and  that  if  the 
ift  dodb^  Aen  ho 
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had  thought,  but  merely  of  discretion, 
there  ought  to  be  no  appeal. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  inas- 
much as  these  proceedings  wotdd  rest 
on  facts  and  not  on  law,  it  would  be 
most  dangerous  to  allow   a  Bishop  to 
establish  in  his  own  diocese  a  rule  ad- 
verse to  the  operation  of  this  measure, 
which  he  could  do  by  aggregating  a 
number  of  cases  which  he  would  not  al- 
low to  be  tried.     It  had  been  said  that 
the  Bishop  did  not  pronounce  judgment ; 
but  he  did  so,  in  fact,  when  he  refused 
access  to  the  Coui-t.     But  ho  (Mr.  New- 
degate)  could  not  conceive  a  power  that 
ought  to  be  more  emphatically  subjoctod 
to  an  appeal  than  that  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Bisliop  by  tlio    ]>ill ;    and   lliat 
a])pcal    ought   to    lie   with   the    Arch- 
bishop.    It  was  of  the  very  essi'uce  of 
the  Bill  that  there  should  be  a  facility 
of  2)rocodurc,  and  if  the  House  entrusted 
to  anyone  the  power  of  defeating  that 
principle,   it   ought   to  be  only  to   tlie 
highest  authority  in  the  Chuixh.    There 
was    great  diversity  of  opinion  among 
the  liisliops,  and  was   it  the  object  of 
the  IToust?  to  allow  one  practice  to  bo 
established  in  one  diocese  and  another 
in  another?     Tliey   all  knew   that  the 
right  lion.  Member  for  Greenwich  de- 
sired   all   kinds    of   diversities   in    the 
Church,   and   was   entirely    oj^posed   to 
the  pnnriple  of  the  Bill.  But  the  House 
desired  to  enforce  all  reasonable  unifor- 
mity.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
endeavouring  to  defeat  the  Bill  in  every 
way ;  but  he  would  appeal  to  every  con- 
sistent supporter  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  to  vote   in   favour   of  giving  tliis 
power  to  the  Archbishop. 

Sir  henry  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
said,  he  would  like  to  ask  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford, 
if  the  clause  were  to  be  carried  out, 
what  would  be  the  case  in  the  dioceses 
of  Canterbury  and  York,  where  the 
Archbishops  and  the  Bisliops  were  the 
same  persons  ? 

Question  put, 

^  *^  Hut  the  words  *  Provided  also,  That  if  sucli 

Uihop  shall  be   of  opinion    that  proceedings 

■honld  liot  he  taken  on  any  representation,  it 

duU  be  lawful  for  the  person  making  such 

TCpmflntation  to  cause  notice  to  he  served  on 

SMh  Ushop  (which  notice  may  be  wrvcd  by 

dmniitinn  the  same  in  the  registry  of  the  dio- 

■B^  ana  alao  on  the  person  complained  of, 

^  it  is  his  intention  to  apjteal  against  the 

on  of  such  bishop  to  the  archbishop  of  the 

within  which  such  diocese  is  situate ; 
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and  thereupon  such  bishop  shall  cause/  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  118;  Noes 
95:  Majority  23. 

Clause  13  (Inhibition  of  incumbent). 

Mr.  RAIKES  proposed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  8,  line  9,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  gratuitously,  with  the  exception 
of  stamp  duties,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words,  **  if  unopposed,  on  payment  of 
such  a  fee  not  exceeding  two  guineas  as 
shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Rules  and 
Orders." 

Sir  WILTJAM  HARCOURT  thought 
the  Amendment  a  very  good  one. 

Mr.  RUSSET.L  GURNEY  said,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  Amendment,  al- 
though he  thought  the  maximum  fixed 
was  somewhat  high. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  '^the  tliird  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

CKURPH  PATROXAGE  (SCOTLAND) 

BlLl^  [Zon/«]— [Bill  234.] 

( The  Lonl  Atfroratt.) 

COXSroElLVTIOX. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Clause  3  (Repeal  of  Acts,  10  Anne, 
e.  12,  and  6  &  7  Viot.  c.  61.  Appoint- 
niPTit  of  ministors  in  future). 

Mr.  ORR  EWING,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  2,  to  leave 
out  *'  shall,"  and  insert  *'  is  hereby  de- 
clared to,"  said,  that  ho  had  intended 
to  m(we  tlio  Amendment  without  making 
any  remark  uj)on  it;  but  he  was  in- 
forniod  that  one  or  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  opposed  the  Bill  on  the  second 
reading,  intc^iulod  to  object  to  his  pro- 
posal, and  it  thoreforo  became  neces- 
sarv  for  liim  to  make  a  fr*w  remarks. 
When  he  proposed  the  Same  Amend- 
ment in  Committe(\  he  was  met  by  only 
one  objection — namely,  that  the  effect  of 
its  being  can*ied  would  be  to  prevent 
other  hon.  MHUibers  from  moving  Amend- 
ments wliich,  if  carried,  would  have  the 
effect  of  chanffinGT  the  constitution  of 
the  elective  body.  He  therefore  yielded 
to  the  request  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  propose 
it  on  the  Report,  fie  believed  that  some 
hon.  ^NFenibers  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  had  since  then  found  out 
otlier  objections  to  the  Amendment.   He 


did  not  know  what  thej  might  be:  In 
the  object  which  he  hieui  in  propoai 
the  Amendment  at  the  present  itegt 
the  Bill  was  to  restore  to  the  Cbmdi 
Scotland  a  right  which  it  pococwod 
the  date  of  the  Union  between  the  t 
countries.  He  wished  to  make  that  p 
of  the  Bill  declaratory  and  not  enacti 
At  the  union  of  Scotland  to  England, 
perhaps,  more  properly  speakuc 
England  to  Scotland,  the  people  oi 
Church  of  Scotland  had  the  pova 
electing  their  own  ministers.  It 
true  that  the  initiative  took  place  i 
the  heritors  and  elders  of  the  Cku 
who  looked  out  for  a  clergyman  qoal 
for  the  duties ;  but  the  ultimate  n 
depended  upon  the  congregation. 
was  in  the  interest  not  only  of  the 
tablished  Church,  but  of  the  Dissei 
themselves,  and  more  especially  of 
members  of  the  Free  Church,  thtt 
moved  the  Amendment,  theobjectofw 
was  to  render  the  Bill  in  conformity 
the  law  of  1690,  and  he  was  8ure 
all  those  possessing  an  acquainti 
with  the  feehng^  of  the  people  of  £ 
land  would  support  it.  The  hon.  ( 
tleman  concluded  by  moving  the  Ann 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pase 
lino  2,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''shi 
and  insert  the  wonls  "  is  hereby 
clared  to," — {Mr,  Orr  JEtcingy) — inst 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  ¥ 
'  shall '  stand  part  of  the  BiU." 

Mr.  LEITH  said,  he  objected  to 

Amendment  on    two   several    gnnu 

First,  that  it  was  liistorically  nnti 

and,  second,  that  this  was  an  enacti 

and  not  a  declaratory  Bill.    With  reg 

to  the  first  point,  he  would  draw  the 

tention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  D 

barton  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  was 

a  Bill,  as  described  by  the  hon.  Men 

for  Fife,  to  repeal  merely  the  Ad 

Anne.     It  was  a  Bill  with  a  double 

pect.   Its  object  was,  no  doubt,  to  re 

the  Act  of  Anne,  and  also  Lord  A 

i  deen's  Act ;  but  it  was  intended,  beeit 

j  to  substitute  by  positive  enactment  a  i 

I  body  for  electing  the  ministers  of 

Church    of   Scotland    for    that    ▼! 

existed    previously.      His  hon.  Fii 

had  boldly  asserted  that  he  meanl 

.  restore  to  the  Church  of   Scotland 

I  ancient  right,  and  therefore  he  ask 

I  in  his  Amendment,  for  a   dedamt 
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-  Inr   the  House  of  that  right.    What 
did  that  mean  ?    The  Act  of  Union  said 
iK>tliing  whatever  about  patronage  ;  and 
lllfirefore  they  fell  back  upon  the  Act 
inf  1690,  which  was   diametrically  dif- 
Jbrent  fh)m  those  clauses  in  the  Bill, 
Jirliioh  were  to  vest  the  right  of  electing 
'' ministers  in  the  congregation.      What 
Gt  did  the  Act  of  1690  give?    It 
kve  power  to  the  heritors  and  elders  of 
Oiiurch  to  propose  a  minister  to  the 
igregation,  who  then  had  the  power 
approving  or  disapproving.     If  they 
jproved,  they  had  to  state  their  rea- 
lor  disapproving,  and  then  the  mat- 
went  to  the  Presbytery,  who  had  abso- 
power  of  determining  who  should  be 
4ie  minister.     They  found  in  the  Bill  a 
mew  mode  of  election,  and  a  new  body  of 
:«leotors ;  and  they  were  by  the  Bill  vesting 
in  the  congregation  that  power  which  was 
[iMfore  vested  m  the  heritors  and  the  elders. 
iThe  House  would  remember  the  mode 
which  the  question  came  from  the 
leral  Assembly.      They  found  that 
iihe  General  Assembly,  in  the  first  in- 
fltence,  recommended  the  heritors,  the 
«lder8,   and  the  communicants  as  the 
alecting  body ;  then,  when  the  Bill  was 
introduced  into  **  another  place,"  they 
fbiind  a  noble  Duke  objecting  that  that 
was   too  narrow  a  suSrage ;    and  now 
they  found  that  communicants  had  been 
%  dropped,  and  congregations  substituted 
\   in  tne  Bill.     He  must  repeat  that  in  the 
^   measure  a  new  body  was  substituted  for 
that  which  was  expressly  designated  in 
the  Act  of  1690. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  had  so  clearly  stated 
the  difference  between  the  law  as  it  was, 
and  the  law  as  it  was  proposed  to  be 
declared  to  be  by  the  proposed  clause, 
that  he  would  not  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  by  going  over  what  had  been 
BO  well  said.  In  round  numbers,  the 
present  proposal  included  about  1,000 
parishes  and  500,000  communicants 
who  would  become  the  electors,  or 
about    500   electors   to    every    congre- 

Sttion.  By  the  Act  of  1690,  it  was 
e  heritors  and  elders  who  according 
to  law  proposed  the  minister  to  the 
people.  That  was  the  election  by  the 
heritors  and  elders,  subject  to  a  veto 
by  the  congregation,  and  an  appeal  to 
the  Presbytery.  An  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  the  Bill  was  not  more  for  one 
Church  than  another.  That  statement 
auzpriaed  him.    The  Free  Church,  as  it 


seemed  to  him,  had  been  sacrificed  by 
the  Bill,  and  had  been  insulted  by  it. 
p  *  Oh,  oh  ! "  ]  The  Free  Church  ought  to 
have  been  considered,  and  had  not  been 
considered ;  and  his  impression  was  that 
the  effect  of  this  revolutionary  Bill — the 
most  revolutionary  Bill  ever  passed  with 
regard  to  Scotland  since  the  period  of 
the  Union — would  be  to  unite  the  whole 
of  the  Free  Church  against  the  Establish- 
ment, and  with  them  the  United  Presby- 
terians, and  other  denominations;  and 
that  a  majority  of  hon.  Members  would 
be  returned  for  Scotland  on  the  principle 
of  disestablishing  the  Church.  In  his 
opinion  that  wotdd  be  the  pivot  on 
which  future  elections  would  turn. 

The  LOKD  ADVOCATE  said,  the 
hon.  Members  for  Aberdeen  and  Edin- 
burgh had  been  very  consistent  in  their 
opposition  to  the  whole  Bill,  and  had 
done  everything  they  could  to  prevent 
its  passing.  Therefore,  he  was  not  dis- 
couraged by  their  trying  to  make  the 
Amendment  more  palatable  to  those  who 
did  belong  to  the  Church  and  to  those 
who  did  not.  Under  the  Act  of  1690, 
the  power  of  election  was  vested  in  the 
congregation ;  while  the  heritors  and  the 
elders  had  the  right  to  propose  to  the 
congregation,  the  tdtimate  result  de- 
pended upon  the  congregation  them- 
selves. The  views  of  contemporary 
writers  were,  that  effect  was  always 
given  to  any  objection  taken  by  the  con- 
gregation, unless  it  was  the  result  of 
improper  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
congregation .  [  *  *  No,  no !  "  ]  The  hon . 
Member  for  Aberdeen  might  say  **  No ;" 
but  he  (the  Lord  Advocate)  was  stating 
his  views  of  the  case,  and  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  interrupt  him. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  that  was  the 
proper  construction  of  the  Act  of  1 690, 
and  they  were  now  coming  back,  by 
throwing  out  the  Act  of  Queen  Anne,  to 
the  original  Act. 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  the 
historical  statements  were  either  true  or 
not  true.  K  they  were  false,  it  was  not 
worthy  of  the  House  to  accept  them. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  nothing  to  answer  the  allega- 
tion that  the  statements  were  historically 
false.  He,  however,  had  said  the  Act 
of  1690  was  practically  the  same  as  this 
Act.  He  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  denied 
that  altogether  ;  that  Act  set  forth  that 
the  heritors  of  the  parish,  together  with 
the  elders,  were  to  name  a  person  to  be 
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approven  or  disapproven  by  the  congre-  Bill,  but  be  was  not  an  enemy  of 

gation.   Was  that  election  ?   That  settled  Bill.     lie  had  voted  for  it,  but  hes 

the  question,  and  there  was  no  occasion  remind  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Fn 

to  discuss  it  further.     The  Act  of  1690  that  to  declare  a  thing  in  ParUameBt 

was  a  totally  different  Act.     It  was  his-  not  alter  history  or  law.     In  maai 

torically  false  to  say  it  was  the  same  stances,  declarations  had  been  mu 

Act  as  they  were  now  passing.    It  was  Parliament  which  had  only  brought 

not  worthy  of  the  House  to  put  in  a  credit  on  those  who  made  them, 

declaration  which  was  historically  false.  Mr.  MACGHEOOR  said,  be  bad 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUE  much  surprised  at  the  observatioi 

said,  if  the  Lord  Advocate  could  restore  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirling.  He  h 

the  right  of  the  heritors,  elders,  and  con-  that  though  they  had  the  right  U 

gi'egations  to  elect  the  minister,  he  would  establish  and  disendow  the  Establ 

desoi-ve  the  support  of  the  House ;  but  Church  of  Scotland,  they  wonld  i 

it  appeared  to  him  that  this  Amendment  think  of  altering  her  form  of  wont 

went  no  further  than  one  of  his  own,  creed.  He  also  bad  to  complain  thf 

which  had  been  declared  to  be  wrong.  senior  Member  for  Edinburgh  had  c 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  inaccurately  the  number   of  comi 
said,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  cants  in  North  and  South  Leitb. 
said  it  was  desirable  to  make  the  Bill  Mr.  YEAMAN  said,  be  pledged 
as  palatable  as  possible  to  the  people  of  self  to  his  constituents  that  he  i 
Scotland  ;  but  it  ought  not  to  be  made  vote  in  favour  of  any  measure  to  r 
palatable  at  the  cost  of  historical  truth  the  law  of  patronage.    This  was  a  ] 
or  of  constitutional  principle.    He  main-  lar  Bill  in  Scotlcmd,  and  he  was  son 
tained  that  if  the  Amendment  were  ac-  the  'relieving  of  the  Established  CI 
cepted,  they  would  sacrifice  both.    Even  of  this  incubus  woidd  be  a  great  | 
if,  as  was  alleged,  but  as  was  not  the  He  hoped  that  the  House  would  i 
case,  by  the  Act  of  1690,  the  elections  to  the  Amendment, 
were  left    to    the    con^egations,   that  Question  put. 
was    qualified  in  this   Bill  by    the  re-  mi_     tt           ^.  .»  ,        *         «•     . 
gulations  to  be  laid  down  by  the  Gene-  ,/Hf^  House  ^*ri^^(?:— Ayes  31 ; 
ral  Assembly.    But  he  went  rather  on  ^^  '  Majority  60. 
the    question    of    constitutional    prin-  Words  tmerted. 
ciple.     The  Amendment  was  to  make  Mr.  M'LAEEN  moved,  as  an  An 
tlie  Bill  more  palatable  by  substituting  ment,  in  page  2,  line  4,  to  leave  out ' 
the  words**  is  declared  to  be  "instead  and  insert  **  one  or  more  candidat 
of  **  shall  bo.''     Why  should   they  be  fill  the  vacant    office  of."      Tlie 
so   squoiinush    about    using    the  word  Member  said  that  as  the  clause  st 
*  *  shall  ?  "     The  reason  was,  that  it  was  there  might  be  only  one  person  prese 
supposed  to  be  distasteful  to  some  people  to   the    congregation     by    a    K-hei 
in  Scotland  that  the  House  of  Commons  committee,  ^and  he  wished  to  give 
sliould  appear  to  dictate  to  them  as  to  congregation  a  choice.     The  propos 
liow  they  should  elect  their  minister,  seemed  so  reasonable  that  he  hopec 
But  he  maintained  that  that  was  a  right  Lord  Advocate  would  adopt  it  at  od 
which    Parliament    possessed.     Parlia- 
ment could  do  as  it  liked  with  regard  to  Amendment  proposed, 
the  Established  Church  ;    it  coidd  say  In  pago  2,  line  4,'to  leave  out  the  won! 
what  she  should  believe  and  what  she  aii<l  insert  the  words  "  one  or  more  i-aodi 
should  do.     Then,  if  that  were  the  state  *^  f ^^  ^^«  ^**^"^"^  o®^'®  of,"— (J/r.  JH^UreH 
of  things,  why  should  they  take  all  this  — instead  thereof, 
trouble  in  order  to  save  the  conscience  ^        TnTJi^     a -r^^r^r^  ^  rtr^ 
of  some  people  of  the  Free  Church  ?  ^?"f  A^"*^r   .A-D^^CATE    said, 

Sill  EDWAKD  COLEBROOKE  said,  f/'J^'^f.^,  ^  7,®  introduction  of  the  i 

the  question  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  candidates,      and  thought  the  d 

was  of  gi-eat  importance.     It  was  to  de-  ^""^c     *>?fT^I^S,iS*  '*  -T^" 

dare  that  that  was  the  law  which  never  ,   ^^^'  J,  t4^^2  ^^' ^®  was  wd 

was  the  law.   In  taking  that  course,  the  ^?  ^^^^^}^}^  ^^^  the  word  "  candidit 

Legislature  would  discredit  itself.     The  **^®  ^^^^     persons, 

right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  said  the  Question,  **That  the  word  'a'  i^ 

ox)position  came  from  the  enemies  of  the  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  a^nei  t$, 

Mr.  Lyon  Playfair 
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On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Laben,  Amend- 
meiit  made  in  page  2,  line  5,  after  ^'  com- 
mitteei"  by  inserting  the  words  ''  chosen 
Inr  the  congregation." 
:;,Mb.   FRA8ER- mackintosh,  in 
moying  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line 
19,  after  "thereof,"  to  insert  **  as  well 
as  upon  all  other  questions  with  which 
it    is   the  province   of  the    Church  to 
deal,"  said,  that  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  protect  the  spiritual  inde- 
pendence   of  the  Church  against    the 
eiTil  Courts. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  19,  after  the  word  *'  thereof," 
to  insert  the  words  **  as  well  as  upon  all  other 
oufistions  with  which  it  is  the  province  of  the 
Gburch  to  deal." — (Jfr.  Mackintosh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
liaving  fully  and  anxiously  considered 
the  Amendment,  and  consulted  with 
nersons  in  authority  on  the  subject, 
ne  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  within 
the  scope  of  tho  Bill,  aud  also  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  the  object  in 
▼iew. 

Amendment,  by  leave  wilhdratcn. 

Clause  5  (Procedure  before  sheriff). 

Mr.  M'LAREN,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  5,  to  leave 
out  **  not  exceed,"  and  insert  '*  be  equal 
to,"  said,  its  effect  would  be  that  a 
patron  would  receive  a  compensation 
which  would  amount  to  one  year's  sti- 
pend certain. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
would  agree  to  the  Amendment,  in  sub- 
stance, but  would  suggest  an  alteration 
to  make  it  applicable  to  more  than  one 
patron. 

Amendment  {Mr,  M*Zaren),  by  leave 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  (the  Lord  Advocate), 
iigreed  to. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE,  in 
moving  as  an  Amendment  in  page  3,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  "  that "  in  line 
7,  to  the  word  "  parish  "  in  line  8,  said, 
lie  considered  it  was  important  in  the 
interest  of  the  Church  that  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  inserted,  and,  moreover, 
it  would  dear  away  a  serious  blot  in  the 
Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''that,"  in 


line  7,  to  the  word  "parish,"  in  line  8. 
— {Sir  Edward  CoUhrooke,) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  ANDERSON  supported  tho 
Amendment. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  opposed 
the  alteration. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
regretted  the  course  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  had  considered  it  his  duty  to 
take. 

Mr.  cowan  trusted  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
wotdd  divide  the  House  upon  it. 

Mr.  ORR  EWING  thought  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  the  only  method 
in  which  a  guarantee  for  payment  could 
be  secured,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
accepted. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  looked  upon 
the  Amendment  as  a  ereat  improvement, 
but  considered  that  the  time  for  collect- 
ing the  money  should  be  three  years, 
instead  of  six  months. 

Question  put. 

Tlie  House  divided : — Ayes  65  ;  Noes 
28 :  Majority  37. 

Clause  8  (Repeal  of  inconsistent  sta- 
tutes). 

Mr.  WHITELAW  moved,  as  an 
Amendment  in  page  4,  line  13,  after 
**  with  "to  insert  "  the  appointment  of 
the  minister  first  appointed  as  the  minis- 
ter of  any  new  parish  quoad  sacra  or." 

Mr.  M*LAREN  thought  that  the  pro- 
posal was  inconsistent  with  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  9  (Interpretation  clause). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  lino  35,  after  the  word  "  include,'* 
to  insert  tho  words  "parishioners  who  are 
cither.' * — {Mr.  CampbcU-Bannerman.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  ORR  EWING  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  line  36,  to  change  the 
phrase  **  such  other  adherents  "  to  *'  any 
other  adherents." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  36,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  such," 
and  insert  the  word  **  any," — {Mr.  Orr 
Ewing,) — instead  thereof. 
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Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  such '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  objected,  on  the 
ground  that  it  might  have  the  effect  of 
enabling  kirk  sessions  to  exclude  ad- 
herents. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  bo  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

Houso  adjoumcd  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Saturday,  I  st  Any  test,  1874. 


MINTTTKS.]-rrKLic  Hit.Ls- /'/;•*/  Keadwg-^ 
Education  Dopartiiu'nt  Oidirs*  [2391. 

Conwu'tfce — Hrporf — Irisli  Kiprodurlivp  Jjoan 
Fund  [183]:  ('oinmissionn-a  of  WorkH  and 
l»iiblic  Jiuildinps*  [18S];  SUitutc  Law  Kcvi- 
Hion  (No.  2)  *  [237]. 

Third  Ri'ddiufj — ^Ijocal  Govrmment  Board  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  C'<mfimialion  *  [207]  ; 
Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  *  [21o], 
and  panned. 

Tlio  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the 
dock. 

lUISIl    KKPliODUCTIVK   LOAN    FUND 
iULL.— [Bill  183.] 

{Mr.  If'il/i'nin  ILnrij  Smithy  Sir  Mlchiul  Jlicls. 

licac/i.) 
COMMITTEE. 

I^ill  comidered  in  Committee, 
(lu  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  I  to  4  ayrecd  to. 

Clause  ;■)  (Kcgulations  as  to  loans  by 
Commissioners). 

Mr.  W.  iSIIAW  moved  the  omission 
of  a  sub-socti(m  under  wliich  the  ad- 
vances to  tlie  diflV'ront  counties  would  be 
restricted  to  certain  proportions.  If  the 
industries  of  uno  county  did  not  stand  in 
need  of  assistance,  the  monev  in  hand 
ought,  he  contended,  to  be  available  for 
the  purposes  of  a  neighbouring  count  v. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  von 
IRELAND  (Dr.  I^all)  said,  that  these 
restrictions  wore  proposed  to  meet  tlie 
equitable  rights  of  cei*tain  counties  in 
Ireland,  and  submitted  tliat  as  the  clause 
had  been  carofullv  considered  it  sliould 
not  be  disturbed. 


Mb.  butt  complained  of  the  nii. 
rowness  of  the  measure,  and  expresHd 
a  hope  that  the  restrictionB  which  nor 
existed  would  be  abolished. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING,  wb. 
had  intended  to  move  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  tlut 
the   House  resolve    itself  into  the  said 
Committee  that  day  three  months,  re- 
gretted that  he  had   found  it  impoasiUc 
to  arrive  in  the  House  soon  enough  to 
propose  his  Motion.      He  complained  d 
the  manner  in  which,  upon  succseaaTie 
stages,  he   had    been    prevented  bum 
stating  his  objections  to  the  Bill.    It  va» 
one  of  the  most  extraordinaxy  which  had 
ever  been  brought  before  the  House  d 
Commons.      A     Resolution    had   been 
passed  that  Session  on  the  Motion  of  hi> 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerid 
(Mr.  Synan)  stating  that  the  sea  fisheriff 
of  Ireland  wore  in  a  decaying  state  and 
ought  to  bo  aided  by  the  State.    Nijw. 
the  Government,  in   order  to  cany  out 
that  Resolution,  had  seized  a  fund  whici 
had  been  appropriated  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  other  purposes.     In   the  tmt 
1822,  when  there  was  a   famine  in  lie- 
land,  the  good  citizens  of  London  col- 
lected, under  the  King's  letter,  £.350,(K>» 
for  that  famine.     Of  that  sum  faOO-OO*' 
was  .spent  and  £50,000  remained.    Thf 
donors  of  the  gift  said  that  that  sum  of 
£50,000  should  be  divided  between  th* 
10    counties    in     Ireland    which    thfv 
thought  merited  it  most.     County  trus- 
tees were  appointed,  and  in  1827  a  coil- 
mittee  from  the  county   of    Cork  wa* 
named,   presided  over    jointly   by  th' 
Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  Bishoji?. 
The  sum  of  £5,000  was  devot*^  to  th' 
building  of  agricultural  schools  and  :  * 
instruct     the     people     in     agricultural 
science.     That  money  was  never  given  l» 
the  county  of  Cork.     The  committe*?  \z 
London,  finding  the  scheme  did  not  work 
well,  called  in  the  several  sums  whkh 
were  then  in  the  hands  of  trust ee^i,  and 
under  the  provisions  of  11   &  12  Vki.. 
that  money  was  voluntarily  placed  in  thi- 
hands  of  the  Ministry  of  the  day.  and 
vested  in  the  Crown  for  the  puipoM* 
specified  in  the  Act.     He  contended  that 
the  money  had  been  diverted   £rom  it- 
proper  channel,  by  the  Government  per- 
mitting loans  from  this  fund  to  be  nuuit 
in  aid  of  the  Irish  Fisheries.  The  rrim*- 
Minister  had  complained  once  this  Se^ 
sion  of  not  being  aole  to  understand  one 
of  his  own  Bills.  If  he  had  read  this  Bill 
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lie  must  have  come  to  a  similar  conclu- 
sion. The  draftsman  was  so  ignorant 
of  Ireland  that  in  one  of  the  sections 
lie  described  Limerick  as  a  maritime 
4X>unty.  Why,  there  never  had  been 
a  fisherman  there.  Another  section 
referred  to  a  second  Schedule,  yet  there 
was  no  second  Schedule  in  the  Bill  at 
all.  He  could  point  out  other  gross 
errors  in  the  Bill,  and  he  asked  the  Go- 
Temment  whether  they  were  really 
'serious  in  asking  the  House  to  pass  a 
measure  so  loosely  drawn,  and  to  seize  a 
fiind  which  had  been  appropriated  years 
ago  to  other  and  different  purposes.  If 
the  Government  were  indicted  before 
an  honest  jury  they  would  be  convicted 
of  obtaining  money  by  false  pretences. 
The  Bill  was  a  miserable  evasion  of 
getting  out  of  the  obligation  imposed 
upon  the  Government  by  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  to  which  he  had  referred. 
The  Government  wore  bound  to  carry 
out  that  Resolution,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  they  would  lose  a  single  shilling 
by  any  advance  tliat  might  be  made. 
Se  regretted  that  his  late  arrival  hin- 
dered him  from  attempting  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  macartney  said,  the  Irish 
people  had  nothing  to  thank  the  Govern- 
ment for  in  this  matter.  They  were 
simply  giving  them  money  which  already 
belonged  to  tiiem. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday. 

COUNTY  COURTS  BILIr— [Zorcf/r.] 
[bill    175.]      SECOND     READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Monday  next."  —  (^Mr,  Attorney 
General,) 

Mr.  M.  T.  bass  complained  of  the 
arrangement.  Last  night  the  Bill  was 
fixed  for  to-day,  and  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  interested  in  it  had  re- 
mained in  town  in  order  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion.  Now  they  were  told 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  deferred.  He 
thought  hon.  Members  had  been  hardly 
used,  and  he  complained  that  a  Bill  of 
such  importance  had  been  brought  for- 
ward at  so  late  a  period.  He  knew  the 
Gevermnent  had  a  majority  which  would 
enable  them  to  do  an^iihing — they  might 


put  the  Speaker  into  the  stocks  if  thoy 
thought  it  necessary.  He  spoke  to  the 
Home  Secretary  about  it,  and  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  nothing  of  the 
Bill.  He  then  went  to  the  Attorney 
General,  who  had  never  heard  of  it.  He 
had,  therefore,  a  suspicion  that  it  came 
from  a  Scotch  draper,  assisted  by  some 
over  busy  clerk  at  the  Treasury.  He 
had  been  told  that  Lord  Cairns  was  the 
author  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  so  distinguished  a  lawyer 
could  have  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 
He  moved  an  Amendment  that  the 
Order  be  discharged. 

Mr.  roebuck,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  was  somewhat  pleased 
when  he  found  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
discussed  to-day,  because  the  state  of  his 
health  would  not  permit  him  to  remain 
late  at  night.  Under  the  proposed 
arrangement,  however,  the  Bill  would 
not  come  on  until  midnight.  He  wanted 
to  know  from  the  Attorney  General  why 
the  Bill  was  to  be  postponed.  They 
had  assembled  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  Bill,  and  now  suddenly  they 
were  told  it  was  to  be  deferred.  He 
wanted  to  know  the  reason  why. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  words  ''  That  the  "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **said  Order  be  discharged," — 
{Mr,  £a88y) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  would 
explain  the  reason.  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral had  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  within 
the  last  few  minutes  he  had  received  a 
communication  from  him  stating  that  he 
must  unavoidably  be  absent.  Another 
reason  was  that  before  the  meeting  of 
the  House  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  took  the 
opportunity  of  saying  a  few  words  to 
him  upon  the  matter,  and  had  made  sug- 
gestions which  he  considered  to  be  very 
valuable,  and  such  as  might  lead  to  the 
removal  of  any  further  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  These  suggestions,  if  adopted, 
might  be  dealt  with  in  Conmiittee,  and 
as  it  was  probable  that  by  Monday  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  consider 
and  adopt  them,  it  was  not  unlikely  that 
a  saving  of  time  would  be  effected. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  glad  the 
Bill  was  put  off  till  Monday,  and  he 
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eliould  be  still  better  pleased  if  it  was 
put  off  till  next  Session.  There  were  a 
large  number  of  persons  interested  in 
the  question,  and  it  was  not  quite  fair  to 
bring  the  15ill  forward  at  a  time  when  a 
large  number  of  hon.  and  learned  ISIem- 
bers  were  absent,  who  really  were  tlie 
best  qualified  to  discuss  the  subject. 
He  asked  tlie  Gov(imment  to  consider 
this  point  before  the  Bill  came  on  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  this  was 
a  most  important  Bill ;  and  it  was  by  no 
means  understood,  either  by  the  House 
or  the  country,  how  immense  an  effect 
it  would  have  on  the  ]}oorer  classes.  If, 
however,  it  had  not  involved  matters  of 
imprisonment,  he  should  liave  said  less 
about  it ;  but,  as  it  greatly  added  to  the 
powers  of  County  Court  Judges  to  inflict 
imprisonment,  ho  pressed  the  Govern- 
ment to  postpone  tlio  Bill  to  next 
Session. 

Sir  HENEY  .TASTES  suggested  that 
the  Bill  should  be  taken  early  on  Thurs- 
day, and  remark(jd  that  it  had  already 
been  six  or  neven  times  on  the  Orders. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  as  there  had  been  a  Notice  of 
Amendment  to  the  Bill,  it  could  not  bo 
taken  after  half-past  12,  which  was  the 
reason  it  had  been  so  often  on  the 
Orders. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  he  hoi}ed 
the  hon.  Member  (^Er.  Bass)  would  go 
to  a  division,  and  consid(.»red  that  the 
(iovornmont  ought  not  to  attempt  to 
snniggl(»  ji  l)ill  of  tin's  kind  througli  the 
llouso  when  ii  large  number  of  the 
Members  had  left. 

Question  put. 

Tin;  House  divUhd: — Ayes  50;  Noes 
ai  :  Majority  19. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday. 

JKISII  CIirKCII  ACT    (C(OrMUTATIOX). 

MOTION  FOR  A  RKTURX. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  moved  for  a  Re- 
turn of  tlie  number,  names,  and  present 
residences  or  livings  of  Clergymen  and 
Ecilosiafiti(?s  of  whatever  grade  in  the 
Irish  Church  who  up  to  the  end  of  Julj', 
1874,  have,  under  the  Irish  Church  Act, 
commuted  and  compounded ;  stating  the 
annual  value  of  their  livings,  the  amount 
of  commutation  agreed  on,  and  the 
amoimt  of  composition  paid  in  each 
case.     The  hon.  Member  said,  that  as 

Mr,  JlenUy 


he  understood  the  Motion  was  to  be  op- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  L 
was  anxious  to   say  a  few  words  as  t.^ 
his  reasons  for  moving  for  these  Re- 
turns,    lie  understood  that   the  ligk 
hon.   and  learned  Qentleman    opposi> 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland';,  wLm 
was  a  member  of  the  Irish  Church  Ee 
presentative   Body,    objected    to  gn&i 
these  Returns  on  the  ground  that  the 
House  was  not  entitled  to  ask  for  them. 
lie  (Mr.  Jenkins)  was,  however,  of  opi- 
nion  that  not  only    had   the   House  a 
right  to  call  for  their  productiun,  bu: 
that  it  was  perfectly  legitimate  on  hit 
part  to  move  for   them.       The  reasoc 
why  lie  had  placed  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper  was  that   efforts   had  been  mad^ 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Synod  of  th« 
Irish  Church  to  got  tliese  Hetums  froia 
the  Irish  Church  Representative  Body— 
a  body  which  consisted  of  60  membm 
who  met  only  once   a   mouth,  and  not 
even     so    frequently    in    the     summer 
months,  and  which  had  paid  out  in  con- 
positions  and  advances  to  the  clergy  uf 
the    Irish  Church    the     large   sum  of 
nearly   £2,000,000.      He    thought    the 
House  of  Commons  had  a  right  to  know 
where  that  luouey  had  gone  to,  and  h^ 
had    received    several    c^mmunication» 
from  men  of  the  highest  position  in  th* 
CI  lurch,  who  spoke  in  the  highest  terms 
of  the  transactions  of  tho  Irish  Church 
Re2)resentative  33ody  with  reference  t«» 
these  compositions.    Remonstrances  hal 
been  of   no  avail,   and  in  a  panij^hlt: 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  it  was  stat*"! 
that  !Major  General  Young  had  moTiii 
for  a  Return,  and  was  Bup2>ortod  by  Mr. 
Ellison,  a  CathoUc,  who   stated  that  it 
was  difficult  oven  for  a  member  of  the 
Representative  Body  to  obtain   informa- 
tion as  to  the  computations  and  compo- 
sitions, but  particularly  with  regard  tn 
the    compositions.      Ho    (Mr.    Jenkins' 
was  of  opinion  that  the  country  was  en- 
titled to  know  how  the  scheme  of  PL- 
establishment  and   Discndowment  iru 
being  carried  out.     He  should  certainly 
press  for  the  production  of  the  Return^ 
on  the   ground  that  there  could  be  no 
object  in  keeping  back  an  account  of  the 
transactions  which  had   actually  taken 
place. 
Mil.  LOCKE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

''  lluit  there  be  laid  before  this  Honse  a  Bf- 
turn  of  tho  nninbcr,  names,  and  prpsmtme- 
dcncc8  or  livings  of  Qorg^ymen  and  KtT^f■■■t^^^* 
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ol  whatovor  p^rado  in  tho  Irish  Church  who  up 
to  tho  ond  of  July,  1874,  have,  under  the  Irish 
Church  Act,  commuted  and  compounded;  statinp: 
fho  annual  value  of  their  li\'ing8,  the  amount  of 
oammutation  aprrood  on,  and  the  amount  of 
oompoflition  paid  in  each  case." — {Mr.  Edicard 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
ZBELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  was  understood 
to  Bay  that  he  had  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Ketums  moved  for  so  far  as  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
do  80.  It  would  be  impossible,  however, 
to  comply  with  that  part  of  the  Motion 
which  required  the  production  of  He- 
turns  in  reference  to  the  compositions 
made  by  the  Irish  Churcli  Representative 
Body  with  the  clergy  who  had  commuted. 
The  position  of  matters  was  this — In  mak- 
ing a  composition  tho  sum  paid  was  the 
actual  market  value  of  each  life,  and  if 
there  was  the  slightest  error  in  calcu- 
lating the  duration  of  these  lives  there 
would  be  a  failure  of  the  fund  provided 
for  paying  the  annuities.  The  market 
value  was  regulated  by  the  tables  which 
were  founded  upon  an  average  of 
the  whole  lives  of  the  English  com- 
munity ;  but  as  they  did  not  represent 
the  real  duration  of  these  particular 
livee,  the  consequence  was  that  it  was 
absolutely  essential  for  the  safety  of  this 
gigantic  scheme  of  annuities  that  there 
should  be  a  large  margin  in  hand. 
The  Church  Body  had  the  power  of 
relieving  themselves  from  those  annuities 
by  a  process  of  composition,  and  he  con- 
tended that  this  had  been  done  in  the 
interest  of  the  Church  itself.  Tho  Repre- 
sentative Body  were  bound  to  account  to 
the  S}Tiod  by  the  Queen's  Charter  for  the 
sums  expended.  There  being  a  regular 
Parliament  of  the  Church  in  this  Synod, 
which  was  held  at  Dublin,  the  information 
.now  asked  for  should  be  obtained  through 
the  Synod ;  but  the  Gt)vemment  could  not 
embark  in  the  inquiry.  The  late  Church 
of  Ireland  was  in  no  respect  different 
from  a  Dissenting  body.  It  occupied 
the  same  position  as  the  Roman  Catholic 
or  the  Presbyterian,  or  numerous  other 
Dissenting  sects,  and  was  in  no  way 
connected  with  the  State,  or  under  its 
control. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  passed  by  the  real 

Suestion  involved  in  the  Motion  before 
ie  House.  It  did  not  deal  with  the 
clergy,  or  with  the  Synod,  or  with  the 
relaaons  between  the  dergy  and  the 
Synod,  but  it  dealt  with  that  for  which 


tho  Gbvemment  were  responsible— 
namely,  the  proceedings  of  the  Church 
Commissioners. 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  said,  he  had  al- 
ready stated  that  he  would  give  every 
information  as  to  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners. It  was  only  that  part  of  the 
Returns  which  related  to  the  Represen- 
tative Body  which  he  was  unable  to 
give. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  did  not  clearly 
understand  what  part  of  the  Returns  it 
was  that  the  Government  refused  to 
grant. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  :  I  object  to  tho 
word  **  compounded."  That  is  a  trans- 
action between  the  Church  and  the 
clergy,  and  is  not  a  transaction  of  tho 
Commissioners.  I  am  quite  willing  to 
give  the  names  of  all  the  clergymen  who 
have  commuted,  and  the  total  amount 
paid,  but  I  can  give  nothing  beyond 
that. 

Mr.  SYNAN :  You  have  the  indi- 
vidual amounts  of  the  computations  and 
the  bulk  sum. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  Ball)  :  I  agree  to  give 
that. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  It  would  be  im- 
possible strictly  to  comply  with  the  terms 
of  the  Motion.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  could 
not  tell  what  were  the  present  addresses 
of  tlie  clergymen  who  had  compounded. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Dr.  B.vll)  said,  he  would 
move  to  leave  out  the  words  **  and  com- 
pounded.*' 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  and  compounded." — {Mr, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Mr.  E.  JENEINS  regretted  that  he 
must  press  for  the  entire  Return.  The 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  simply  evaded  the  real  ques- 
tion— the  main  point  being  that  part  of 
the  Return  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  refused  to  give.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  the  Irish  Church 
Representative  Body  formed  a  large  part 
of  the  Synod,  and  that  when  they  voted  to- 
gether they  could  prevent  the  laity  from 
obtaining  these  Returns.  In  point  of 
fact,  the  laity  were  unable  to  ascertain 
how  far  their  rights  were  being  bartered 
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away.      Ho    considered  it  liis  dut}'  to 
press  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  words  *  and 
compounded '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  22  ;  Noes 
50  :  Majority  28. 

Another  Amendment  made,  by  leaving 
out  the  words  **  and  the  amount  of  com- 
position paid  in  eacli  case,"  and  after 
the  word  *' livings,"  inserting  the  word 
"  and." 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
(t J  reed  to, 

J  lot  I  mi  ordircf/^  "of  tln'  iiuiiiImt,  namoH,  and 
prrsnit  rosidcnrrs  or  livings  of  ( UiTjj^ymcjn  uiid 
Iv'clcsiastics  of  wliiit^^vj-r  p:r;id<»  in  th«;  Irish 
rhimh  who  up  lo  tlir  rnd  of  .hily,  1874,  hav«?, 
imdor  tho  Irisli  Clmnh  Act,  connniitt'il ;  stjitinp: 
tho  annual  vsiluo  of  tlu-ir  lidngs,  and  the  anioimt 
of  commutation  ajjivul  on." 

IIous(«  adjoumrd  at  Two 
o'clock,  till  Mondav. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Mondaj/,  Wrd  August j  1874. 

MINTTI-X]-  PiHUr  \\u.\.s-  First  Rradiuff— 
Koval  Irisli  C'onstalmlarv  and  Duljlin  M«»tro- 
politiin  I'olicr  *  (2'2n  ;  I'rivali;  Lunntic  Asv- 
lunis  ilivlaml)*  \'lU\)\  l^.^t  inWvv.  Saviuirs 
r.:nik  *  (211)}  ;  (Ini.t  S.''iil()m.-rs»^CJ17) :  Fines 
Act  (Ireland)  Aini'iidnu-nt  *  (21S) ;  Kxpirin^ 
Liws  ('..ntimiani'.'  ♦  .['J20). 

Srvonti  RiiiiVnin  -  K'-iristnition  of  liirths  an<l 
J)calhs  J'JOS);  Kiiduwi'd  Schools  A<ts  Aiuend- 
nicnt  (-10'  Consilidatt'd  Fund  (Appro])ria- 
tion)  *  :  Valu.itioii  (Inlaiid)  Act  Amendment* 
(2(W0:  Lou-h  (\)rril»  Xavi^^Mtion*  (207). 

Oiinniittrt  — Sanitarv  Laws  Amendment •  (ISl- 
2'.».)). 

('o.iinnttn — litj/iirt     IVince  Leopold's  Annuity* 

T/iu'if  /I'fit/ihi/  SlirniTioii  Xavii^.ilion  •  (ISO) : 
Puhlic  Health  (Ireland)*  (11>.-));  Uoyal  (lato 
Indian)  Or<hiance('orps(!onii)ens;iti<m*  (203) ; 
Kvidence  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  *  (108), 
and  passfd. 

J{K(;iSTKATI(>X  OF  mKTlIS  AND 

])EATIIS  niLL-  (No.  20S). 

(y/zt    I.ard   Will  fit  )nili  nut.) 

SECOXI)   KEADIXCS. 

Order  of  tlie  Day  for  tlie  Second  Read- 
ing:, read. 

LoKi)  WALSINGIIAM,  in  moving 
tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  it  might  be  considered  that 

J£r.  E.  Jmkim 


some  apology  was  needed  for  the  sp- 
pearanco  of  the  Bill  at  so  late  a  periol 
of  the  Session.     It  had  been,  perhaps, 
somewhat    delayed    to    make    war  fur 
other  measures  of  equal  or  greater  im- 
portance, because,  inasmuch  as  it  had 
twice  passed   tlxrough  their  Lordships' 
House  almost  exactly   in    the  preseni 
form,   it  was  not  anticipated  that  any 
serious  opposition  would  now  be  brought 
to  bear  against  it.     In  fact,  he  beUervd 
lie  might  say  for  it  that  it  had  the  sup- 
port of  all  parties.     After  the  expenenci* 
of  36  years — for   it  was   in   1837  thai 
civil  registration  of  births   and  deaths 
was  introduced  into    England — it  had 
only  been  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years  that   the  necessity    of  rendering 
such  registration  compulsory  appeared 
to   have  been  fully  reeof^zed.      Tto 
Select  Committees  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  reported  in  favoiir  of  compul- 
sory registration,  and  tlie  Ko^-al  Sani- 
tary Commission  had  also  recommended 
it.     A  Bill  was  introduced  with  this  ob- 
ject in  1871  by  Mr.  Lyon  Play  fair  i& 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  noUe 
Lford  who  was  then  at  the  head  of  thf> 
Department  on  which  such  a  duty  would 
devolve  promised,  on  behalf  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Government,    that    they   would 
propose  a  more  comprehensive  lueasun. 
and   that    Bill  was    accordingly  with- 
drawn.    Compulsory    registration    had 
been  in  force  in  Scotland  for  1 7  vear>, 
under  a  far  more  stringent  enuctmeL' 
than  that  which  was  now  proposed,  and 
in  Ireland  also  the  principle  was  adopted 
and  enforced.      The  object  of  the  Bill 
might  be  shortly  stated  to  be  "  to  mak*- 
complete  the  civil  registration  of  births 
and  deaths  in  England  and  Wales."    I: 
was  sought  to  etiiwt  that  object,  tirst. 
by    making  it  compulsory,    under  pe- 
nalty, for  relatives  and  others  to  regist»T 
every  birth  and  death,  at  the  same  timt- 
increasing  their  facilities  for  doing  so : 
secondly,   by  obliging    medical  practi- 
tioners to  give,  for  insertion  in  the  re- 
gister, written  certificates  of  the  causv 
of   death   of  their  deceased    patient?: 
thirdly,  by  making  a  statutory  declara- 
tion necessary  before  correcting  errors 
of    fact    or    substance    in    registers: 
fourthly,  by  giving  power  to  the  Regis- 
trar General  and  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board  to  alter  tlie  limits  of  registration 
districts  where    necessary;    fifthly,  by 
providing  for  the  recovery  of  fines  and 
forfeitures,  on  summary  conviction  be- 
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fore  two  jnstioeB,  and  authorizing  super- 
intendent Reg^istrars  to  prosecute ;  and, 
lastly,  by   providing  regulations  as  to 
the  burial  of  still-bom  children.     As 
compared  with  the  present  registration 
law,  there  were  many  beneficicd  changes 
introduced  in  this  Bill.    The  number  of 
legally   qualified    informants    was    in- 
oreased,  and  the  time  for  gratuitous  re- 
gistration enlarged.    In  other  cases  the 
lees  were  reduced ;  facilities  were  given 
for  registration  after  lapse  of  time  for 
recording  changes  of  name,  and  for  re- 
gistering deaths  after  instead  of  before 
ninerals.      In    extensive    sub-districts 
lipreat  convenience  would  be  afforded  to 
the  public  in  meeting  Registrars  on  fixed 
days  at  **  stations  "  distant  from  the  re- 
sidences of  the  Registrars,  but  near  to 
the    inhabitants,   and    from  Registrars 
being  accessible  at  their  offices  at  fixed 
hours  known  to  the  public.     Certificates 
of  registration  might  bo  demanded  at  a 
cheaper  rate  than  at  present,  and  greater 
Becurity  was  provided  against  the  im- 
proper alteration  of   registers.    More- 
over, the  proper  record  of  births  and 
deaths  occurring  on  board  merchant  ves- 
sels was  provided  for.    Although  the 
Bill,    from    its    compulsory    character, 
proposed    more     stringent    enactments 
them  the  public  had  hitherto  been  accus- 
tomed to,  much  consideration  had  been 
g^ven  to  protect  them  from  undue  con- 
straint ;  and  whereas  in  Scotland  since 
1854  the  law  had  been  most  stringent, 
requiring  relatives  within  a  prescribed 
number  of  days,  under  pains  and  penal- 
ties, to  proceed  personally  to  the  office 
of  the  Registrar,  however  distant,  and 
there  record   particulars  of   births   or 
deaths,  the  Registrar  being  prohibited 
from  taking  his  books  away  from  the 
office  to  the  residence  of  an  informant 
under  any  circumstances   whatever,  it 
would  be  found  that  no  such  arbitrary 
provisions  were  contained  in  this  Bill, 
which  really  only  secured  the  adoption 
of  what  might  be  called  a  mild  and  con- 
venient form  of  compulsory  registration. 
The  noble  Lord   concluded  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 


Movedy  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Lord  WaUingham.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 


:  ENDOWED  SCHOOLS   ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  214). 
{The  Lord  President.) 
SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The   Duke    of   RICHMOND :    My 
Lords,  in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  the  second  time,  I  trust  that 
nothing  will  fall  from  me  in  any  way 
calculated  to   provoke  that  amount  of 
excitement,    and  I  may  say  warmth  of 
feeling,  which  seemed  to  have  prevailed 
in  **  another  place  "  when  this  measure 
was   under   consideration    in  that  As- 
sembly.    It  will  be  my  endeavour,  in 
the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make,  not 
to  say  anything  personally  offensive  to 
my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Lord  who 
presided    over    the    Endowed    Schools 
Commission    (Lord  Lyttelton)   or  any- 
thing inconsistent  with    the  respect  I 
feel  for  him  both  in  his  public  and  pri- 
vate capacity.     I  am  quite  willing  to  ad- 
mit the  very   conscientious  manner  in 
which  he    and  his  Colleagues  applied 
themselves  to  a  task  which  was  by  no 
means  an  easy  one.     I  am  quite  willing 
to  admit  that  they  have  displayed  in 
the  business  before  them  for  the  last 
five  or  six  years  great  zeal,  great  energy, 
and  great  ability,  and  that  they  have  in 
some  instances,  at  all  events,  conferred 
benefits  on  the  institutions  with  which 
they  have  had  to  deal.    If,  therefore,  in 
the  course  of  my  observations,  I  should 
make  remarks  in  a  somewhat  different 
sense,  I  wish  to  guard  myself  in  every 
way  from  being  supposed  to  say  any- 
thing personally  offensive  to  the  noble 
Lord  or    his  Colleagues.     When  Her 
Majesty's  Government  took   office,   we 
found  it  to  be  necessary  for  us  to  deal 
with  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission. 
Your  Lordships  are  no  doubt  aware  that 
that  Commission  was  appointed  first  for 
three  years,  that  subsequently  the  powers 
of  the  Commission  were  extended  for  one 
year,  and  that  they  will  altogether  ex- 
pire at  the  end  of  the  present  year.  That 
being  so,  it  became  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Q-ovemment  to  consider  what  was 
the  proper  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
Commission.    Three  courses  suggested 
themselve  to  us,  and  the  reasons  which 
prevented  us  from  adopting  either  of 
two  of  them  it  will  be  for  me  now  to 
state    to    your   Lordships.     First,    we 
might  have  allowed  the  present  Com* 


1115        Endowed  Sehook  Acts  { LOEDS  j 


Amendment  BUI, 


\W 


mission  to  lapse  altogether.    In  the  next  [  working  of  the    Commimon.    At  t}kf 


place,  we  might  have  renewed  the  powers 
of  the  existing  Commission.  The  third 
alternative  was  to  transfer  the  powers 
vested  in  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sion to  some  other  body.  With  regard 
to  the  first  course,  after  duly  considering 
the  matter,  we  felt  that  it  would  be  in- 
expedient and  unwise  to  adopt  it,  be- 
cause its  effect  would  bo  to  put  an  end  to 
much  useful  legislation  in  respect  of  en- 
dowed schools.  The  number  of  grammar 
schools  for  which  schemes  had  to  be 
framed  was  800,  and  the  income  of  those 
schools  was  £336,000.  The  Commission 
had  dealt  with  something  like  74  of  these 
schools,  and  had  prepared  schemes  for 
Of)  more ;  lea-vdng  600  grammar  schools 
still  to  be  dealt  with.  In  additi<m  to 
tlioso  there  are  other  educational  endow- 
ments, 370  in  nmnbor,  of  which  89  have 
l)een  desalt  with  and  -12  are  in  course  of 
being  dealt  with,  leaving  239  of  these 
schools  still  to  be  doalt  witli  by  some  pro- 
vision or  other.  Putting  the  matter  in 
anothpr  way,  there  are  25  or  26  counties, 
or  certainly  one  half  of  the  counties,  yet 
untouclicd  bv  the  Commission.  That 
bL»iug  the  state  of  things,  we  thought  it 
would  bo  very  unadvisable  to  h»t  the 
]>(jwors  exorcised  bytlieKndowed  Schools 
(^ommissi(jn  lapse  altogether ;  and  then 
it  became  our  dutv  to  decide  wliether 
\\\oy  should  be  eoutinuod  in  the  hands 
of  that  Commission.  I  can  conseion- 
tiously  assure  the  no!  do  Lord  (Lord 
Lytteltou)  tliat  so  to  continue  I Iiem  would 
have  ])e('n  the  course  most  agreeable  to 
my  feelings,  hecausi^  if  it  had  been 
adojited,  1  should  not  liave  been  obliged 
to  sliow,  as  I  must  do  now,  why  it  is 
that  the  CJommission  lias  not  acted  in  a 
manner  wliicli  commends  itself  to  the 
satisfaction  of  tlie  countrv.  I  must  for  a 
moment  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  condition  of  matters  when  the 
Commission  was  apjmintod  in  1869,  and 
to  the  opinions  held  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  prosi<h's  over  that  Commission,  and 
to  whose  opinions  I  attribute  very  much 
tlie  feeling  of  distrust  in  the  C(mimission 
which  now  prevails  throughout  the 
country.  The  noble  Lord  having  before- 
hand enunciated  his  opinions,  and  hav- 
ing conscientiouslv  carried  them  out  to 
tin.'  best  of  his  ability  since  his  appoint- 
ment to  the  presidency  of  the  Commis- 
sif)n,  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
to  those  opinions  is  very  much  to  be  at- 
tributed the  i'vils  complained  of  in  the 
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time  the  Commission  was  first  appointed, 
on  the  occasion  of  a  meeting  in  the  hall 
of  the  Society  of  Arts,  when  Mr.  Hob- 
house  read  a  paper  **  On  the  limits  to  W 
placed  to  posthumous  dispositionB  to  pub- 
lic uses,"  the  noble  Lord  said,  he — 

''was  nnxioiui  to   oxproRS  his  prneral  acn^. 
ment  with  the  principles  and  doi'trim*^  l.iid  diiwn 
by  Air.  1Io1)}loiumn  thf  more  so  vn  :i<t'jux.t  >4  it 
po<'iiliar  jiosition  in  which  ho  and  that  itttti;* 
man  stiiod  with  rtspoot  to  ono  iniiK>rtarit  Iric-L 
of  thft  fluhjort  undtT  rp\-iow — iH-inir  tw.j  i.ut  ■( 
tlift  thmr'  Coniniissioncrs  ajijiointiHl  to  c:irTy  into 
rflW't  (should  it  ^iiirm  into  hiw)   th«'  Hnd-v*! 
Scliools  Bill,  under  which  thov  w*fiilil  luiv.-  v-rv 
kr^o  powcrn  indood  of  c-aiTvinpr  uut  th*  ;  rji- 
cijdos  now  afiinnod  l»y  51r.  lIoi»h''iUJk'.     rnl-r 
thcsn    cinMiinstancca    he*    f«'lt  it  iii«MxndKut  ..n 
him  to  aUito  chiixlv  and  imbliclv  thi*  ir.:inn'r  b 
which  lu;  should  feci  it  his  duty  to  us*-  th*  )!••«'•; 
committ«Kl  t(»  him,  wliih-,  at  the  sani-    tiin*.  b 
could  hut  ri'jM'at  a  doubt  whieli  he  liad  air  .liy 
express* -d,  whetlier  the  C»t»vcmTiniit   wnuld  a-t 
tinsely  in  cntmstinjf  such   larj^*  jKiwers  to  m*!! 
who  wen;  aln<ady   publicly  couiinittcd  t<>  the 
manner  in  which   thev    would    cxcrcis*.-    thun. 
J"\)r  that  very  reason,  ho  at   fir5*t    diHlimd  thr 
C'hi»»f  Commission* Tship  under  the  Act,  and  hr 
still  doubt«'d  wliether  the  nianair(*rs  of  t-ndow**] 
schools  had  not  souic  <'HU{k.'  of  coiii]>Iaint  in  mA 
bein^  PLiclhI   under   the  contrtd  nf  mm  vf  \cm 
])ronouuced  views  on  this  subject  than  himse;lf— 
who  had    takm   so  imnninent   :i  part  in  tlu. 
S<h«jols    Tnquir>'  (.'ommissinn — and    Mr.  H««K 
house.     He  that  as  it  mi^ht,   it   was  et-rtainly 
only  fair  that  mauaj^i-rs   antl  (Fovoniiny  li-Mli-s. 
and  thosi*  wlio  had  nirnf>  n.spi.-ct  for  l"Unik>" 
wills  than  either  himself  or  th«*  jjr^nth.nian  »L- 
ha<l  r«'ad  the  jwijier,  should  Tic  fully  a  wan-  th.iT. 
if  thev  w<-r«!  to  br  allowed  to  «b»  what  th»*v  n-r- 
t'linly  wt)uld   feel   it  their  duty  to  attt/nipt.  in 
vcrv  manv  ruses  the   *  piuus  fuundrr '  would  e* 
to  the  wail." 

Well,  my  Lords,  I  think  those  are  very 
stai-tliug  views  to  be  entertained  by  th** 
head  ol"  the  I'judowed  Schools  ( Vmimis- 
sion.  and  1  have  no  doubt  that  throagh- 
imt  the  c'ounti-y  they  were  felt  to  be  so. 
though  there  was  not  then  su  much 
alarm  as  was  subsequently  felt  iu  re- 
spect of  the  proceedings  of  tho  Commis- 
sion. The  f -ommissiou  was  appointed, 
tlie  noble  Ijord  and  Mr.  Hobhousc*  Wiiwr 
two  of  the  Commissioners,  and  tlu?  nohlf 
Lord  proceeded  to  carry  t)ut  tlie  views 
which  he  had  previously  stated  he  hhouIJ 
f(»el  it  his  duty  to  carry  out.  Clause  9 
of  the  Act  gives  tho  Conimissionfps 
f'uormous  powers.  I  am  far  from  saying 
that  the*  noble  Lord  excoe<led  tln»se 
powers — perhaps  he  acted  quite  within 
them — but  what  I  am  calling  attentinn 
to  is  that  it  seems  to  me  a  pity  that  the 
person  who  had  expressed  these  opi- 
nions had  those  powers  confided  to  him 
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in  bis  caraoity  as  a  CommiBmoner  of 
Endowed  Bchools.  The  CommiBsioners 
took  office  and  proceeded  to  work.  The 
mode  they  adopted  was  to  issue  Papers 
of  Instruction,  which  are  well  known  to 
those  who  take  an  interest  in  these  sub- 
jects. One  of  them,  Paper  '*  F,"  which 
gave  a  summary  of  the  principles  pro- 
posed to  be  acted  on  by  the  Commission, 
naased  extreme  alarm  to  the  Governing 
Bodies  and  trustees  of  schools ;  and  if  I 
am  not  mistaken,  on  objection  being  made 
by  one  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
an  to  its  use,  it  was  withdrawn  from 
circulation,  though  the  Commissioners 
acted  on  it  in  the  schemes  they  drew  up. 
There  was  another  Paper  which  also 
caused  considerable  alarm.  Noble  Tx)rds 
are  familiar  with  Paper  **  L,"  which  was 

\     intended  to  explain  Section  19  of  the 
Act.     That  section  probably  called  forth 

>      as  much  debate  as  any  other  in  the  Bill. 

'  Paper '*L"  set  forth  that  Section  19 
was  to  be  construed  in  as  strict  a  manner 
as  possible  —  so  strictly  as  to  dimi- 
nish very  much  the  Church  of  England 
Bchools.  Another  Paper,  **  S."  which 
was  afterwards  withdrawn,  made  known 
that  but  a  very  small  portion  of  the  en- 
dowments was  to  be  devoted  to  elemen- 
tary education.  As  in  almost  every 
parish  of  the  country  there  is  an  endow- 
ment, larger  or  smaller,  managed  by  the 
gfentry  and  the  clergy,  there  was  a  very 
wide-snread  apprehension  as  to  what 
might  be  the  fate  of  a  large  number  of 
schools.  Governing  Bodies  and  corpora- 
tions appeared  to  be  threatened  with 
alterations  and  with  dissolution,  whether 
there  was  any  reason  or  not  for  such 
proceedings ;  and  there  was  one  further 
principle  in  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
Bion  v^ioh  caused  great  alarm.  I  allude 
to  the  principle  of  degrading  the  schools. 
The  noble  Lord,  who  is  himself  such  a 
master  of  the  Greek  language,  decided 
— and  it  is  a  matter  of  surprise  to  me 
\rhy  he  did  so — that  there  should  be  no 
Greek  taught  in  the  Bradford  School ; 
but  that  ruling  excited  such  opposition, 
that  he  and  his  Colleagues  were  after- 
wards obliged  to  allow  Greek  to  be 
taught  in  that  school.  Again,  the  Com- 
missioners drew  a  hard-and-fast  line 
with  respect  to  the  age  to  which  any  boy 
might  remain  at  school.  They  decided 
that  no  boy  was  to  remain  at  school  after 
a  particular  age,  and  allowed  no  power 
to  the  Gt)vemors  or  trustees  to  relax  the 
rule  in  that  respect.    All  these  different 


reg^ations  made  by  the  Commissioners 
gave  dissatisfaction  to  the  great  bulk  of 
the  Governors  and  trustees  of  the  schools, 
and  created  such  an  alarm  throughout 
the  country  that  no  later  than  last  Ses- 
sion a  Committee  was  moved  for  and 
granted  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. And  here  a  singular  coincidence 
appears,  for  it  would  seem,  my  Lords, 
from  the  evidence  of  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  that  at  the  time  of  hia  appoint- 
ment, he  said  to  Mr.  Forster,  then  Vice 
President  of  the  Council — *'  You  do  not 
imagine  that  this  work  can  be  finished 
in  five  years  ?  "  To  which  Mr.  Forster 
replied — **No;  there  is  no  chance  of 
that;  but  at  about  the  end  of  tliree 
years  the  country  will  be  able  to  say  how 
it  likes  the  way  in  which  the  work  is 
being  carried  out."  That  was  a  pro- 
phecy of  Mr.  Forster ;  for  three  years 
from  the  appointment  of  the  Commis- 
sion was  about  the  time  when  the  coun- 
try began  to  very  strongly  manifest  its 
discontent,  and  the  consequence  was, 
the  House  of  Commons  agreed  to  ap- 
point the  Committee  of  last  Session, 
presided  over  by  Mr.  Forster  himself. 
The  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  were 
examined  before  that  Committee,  and 
from  the  evidence  given  before  it  by 
the  noble  Lord,  it  would  appear  that 
ho  had  not  at  all  changed  his  opinion. 
On  the  contrary,  if  I  may  say  so,  he  en- 
tertained it  in  a  still  more  extravagant 
form  than  at  the  time  of  his  appoint- 
ment. On  the  4th  of  March,  1873,  the 
noble  Lord  gave  this  evidence — 

"  I  hold  in  goiioral  .icconlancti  with  tho  opi- 
nion often  made  puhlic  by  our  late  Colleague, 
]Mr.  HobhouBe,  *  that  no  man  ought  to  have  tho 
right  to  direct  for  moi-e  than  a  limited  period 
after  hia  death,  the  devotion  of  his  property  to 
public  any  more  than  we  have  by  the  actual 
law  to  private  uses.  I  do  not  press  this  view  to 
any  logical  or  theoretic^il  extreme.  I  am  rolling 
that  for,  say,  60  years  after  tho  death  of  a  testa- 
tor his  dispositions  should  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  such  Acts  as  ours:  and  I  am  willing 
tliat  all  i)roi)erty  that  was  left  for  educationjil 
uses  should  still  l>e  so  applied.  It  is  impossible 
to  anticij)ate  a  time  in  which  such  application 
<*an  bo  otherwise,  if  duly  reguLited,  than  bene- 
ficial to  tho  country ;  but  all  further  details,  in 
my  judgment,  should  be  left  to  the  control  of 
the  carefully  apj)ointed  public  bodies,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  exigencies  of  the  commonwealth 
from  time  to  time.'  It  will  bo  seen  from  this 
that,  as  an  abstract  opinion,  I  think  that  such 
restrictions  as  are  in  Section  19  cannot  be  de- 
fended. It  is  not  a  pleasant  thing  to  have  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  which  in  the  judgment  of  tho 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  is  not 
only  wrong,  but  impious  and  sacrilegious.*' 
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After  taking  a  vast  amount  of  evidonce 

the  Committee  drew  up  a  Eeport,  and  I 

wish  to  read  one  short  paragraph  from 

that  Report,  expressive  of  the  feelings  of 

the  Committee  as  to  the  confidence  felt 

in  this  Commission : — 

**  Th<)  published  opinions  of  some  of  tho  Com- 
iiiissioncrs  on  the  subject  of  endowments  have 
f 'auscd  iilnnn,  and  hav<^  in  some  cases,  seriously 
iniX^ededthe  harmonious  action  which  mijjht  have 
ntherwis*?  l)ecn  secured  between  tliem  and  the 
(loveminjr  Jiodies  of  the  charities  with  which 
they  have  had  to  deal.  Tlieir  own  exjierience, 
as  they  stite,  in  attemptinjj:  to  work  the  Act, 
has  eon\'iuccd  th«;ni  that  the  country'  was  hai-dly 
prepared  for  its  n-ception  :  and  it  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  some  of  the  changes  proposinl  by 
them,  especially  in  the  i-ases  of  certain  p^ood 
seliools,  should  have  been  such  as  to  hinder  the 
bi'arty  co-opeiiition  «)f  those  wlu»  liad  hen^tofore 
Worked  to  render  th<'m  etticient." 

That  paragraph  was  carried  in  the  Com- 
mittee by  something  liko  two  to  one.     I 
nicmtion  this,  because  opinions  wore  so 
nicely  bala^iced  in  the  Committee  that 
many  Eosolutious  of    great  importance 
were  canied  by  only  tho  casting  voice  of 
the  Cliairman.      In  the  face  of  all  this 
evidonce  which  I  have  alluded  to,  in  the 
face  of  tho  distrust  of  tho  Commission 
felt  by  the  trustees  and  throughout  the 
country  generally  as  a  consequence  of 
tlie  manner  in  which  thoy  had  carried 
out  tho  A(^t,  in  tho  face  of  such  a  stato- 
niunt  by  the  Committee,  and   of  public 
opinion,    oxprHssod  in  many  ways,  what 
were  wo  to  do  ?     As  I  havo  already  said, 
it  would  have  been  a  much  more  agree- 
able and   easy  task  to  renew  tho  powers 
of  (ho  ("'omniission  ;   but  I  think  it  must 
be  clear  to  all  impartial  persons  that  such 
a  course  would  not  have  been  an  advisa- 
ble one  to  adopt.       We  therefore  had  to 
inquiro  what  line  of  action   it  would  be 
best  to  adopt,  and  it  ai)pearod  to  us  that 
Ihc   Charity   C-ommissi oners    were    the 
body  who  might  be  most  aptly  charged 
with  sucdi  duties  as  thft  Endowed  Schools 
(\)mmissioners  were   appointed  to  per- 
form.   In   the  first   Bill  relsiting  to  the 
subject  of  the  (^'harity  Commission  it  was 
propf)sed  to  appoint  it   undor  a  Depart- 
ment of  tlie   Privy  Council,   but  subse- 
quently the  Cliarity  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed in  its  present  form.     We  there- 
fore thought  the   (.Commission  was  one 
which  miglit  be  safely  entrusted  with 
such  duties.      The  mode  in  which  it  has 
carried  out  the  powers  already  entrusted 
to  it  with  regard  to  Nonctonformists  is 
most  promising.     I  lind  that  in  Ihe  10 
years  ending  March,   1873,  the  Charity 
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Commissioners  dealt  satisfactorily  vi& 
no  fewer  than  854  Nonconfonak 
schemes,  showing  that  they  hare  ^ 
confidence  of  the  Nonconformist  Bodies. 
I  think  there  is  good  reason  to  hope  thi: 
they  will  give  equal  satisfaction  to  other 
bodies  having  the  management  of  edaa- 
tional  institutions;  and  therefore  my 
Lords,  I  venture  to  hope  that  by  thu 
Bill,  which  will  transfer  to  them  tbt 
power  of  dealing  with  the  Endowed 
Schools,  a  great  benefit  will  be  confem^ 
upon  the  country.  I  am  quite  willinelB 
admit  that  tho  Bill  as  now  prepented  to 
your  Lordships  is  not  the  Bill  introdaecd 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  The  BiUti 
so  introduced  was  ono  of  a  much  largs 
character,  and  embraced  other  maiun 
than  those  I  have  mentioned.  It  mast 
be  admitted  by  every  one  who  has  ptid 
any  attention  to  tho  subject  that  une  of 
the  difficulties  of  tho  Act  ofl869aPWf 
from  the  obscurity  of  certain  of  the  8«^ 
tions.  Mr.  Robv,  one  of  tlio  (.^omiiiii- 
sioners,  said  that  he  thought  there  ww 
more  obscurity  in  tho  1 9th  and  '24tk 
clauses  of  that  Act  than  in  any  tro 
clauses  he  Imd  ever  seen.  We  had  tha 
before  us  that  Clause  19  which  is  m  ob- 
scure, and  wo  endeavoured  to  remow 
the  obscurity.  I  think  the  noble  Loid 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  will  admit  that  it  wa«  i 
difficult  section  on  wliii-h  to  have  ti) 
touch.  Having  had  a  good  deal  ti>do 
with  this  Bill  I  am  bound  to  say  so— I 
must  say  that  previously  I  had  fomwl 
no  idea  of  the  difficulty  of  dealing  vitb 
that  clause  in  a  satisfactory'  manner,  and 
I  am  further  bound  to  say  that  I  receive 
the  gi"eat(>st  assistanc*'  from  the  drafts- 
man. I  attribute  no  fault  to  him.  Tbr 
inherent  difficultv  of  the  matter  U  ?=af- 
ilrient  to  free  him  fi-om  any  fault  in  re- 
spect of  that  obscurity  which,  no  doubt, 
tho  discussion  in  the  other  House  of  Tar- 
liament  made  apparent  in  the  elaus-. 
That  discussion  sliowed  that  it  would  b* 
useless  at  this  advanced  period  ofihf 
Session  to  trj-  to  go  on  with  that  par!  d 
the  Bill,  and  as  wlmt  we  thought  chieflT 
necessary  was  tho  transfer  of  the  powers 
of  the  Commission,  which  we  have  se- 
cured, we  did  not  deem  it  advisable  or 
necessary  to  proceed  with  the  oth^ 
clauses,  which  had  provoked  so  muih 
opposition  in  tho  House  of  Commons. 
Tlio  fact  that  in  that  House  the  trans- 
fer was  agreed  to  by  a  majority  of  89. 
sufficiently  justified  us  in  the  views 
which  wo  entertain.      My  Lords.  I  havt' 
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,(pcme  very  nearly  throufj^b.  the  yarious 

Klnts  of  the  Bill  as  laid  before  your 
rdships ;  but  before  I  conclude  I 
should  like  to  mention  two  or  three 
Amendments  which,  I  think,  it  will  be 
Becessary  to  make  in  Committee.  In 
the  first  place,  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
it  ifi  provided  that  the  Secretary  shall  be 
appomted  by  the  Commissioners.  The 
noble  Lord^will  quite  understand  what 
I  mean,  when  I  say  that  such  a  proposal 
does  not  put  the  Secretary  in  the  position 
lie  has  a  right  to  expect,  because  under 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  the  Secretary, 
like  the  Commissioners,  was  appointed  by 
Ser  Majesty.  To  enact  that  he  should  bo 
appointed  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Commis- 
noners  would  put  him  in  a  lower  rank. 
I,  therefore,  propose  to  put  him  in  the 
position  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Com- 
mission now  occupies.  I  also  propose  to 
insert  an  Amendment  providing  that  the 
Slst  of  December  shall  be  the  day  on 
which  the  Charity  Commissioners  shall 
assume  their  new  functions,  that  being 
the  day  on  which  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  expires.  On  consideration, 
ire  have  thought  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment will  be  better  than  two  concurrent 
jurisdictions.  There  is  another  point  of 
amendment,  though  it  is  one  which 
probably  will  be  better  discussed  in 
Committee.  We  have  had  to  consider 
what  is  to  be  done  with  those  schemes 
which  have  come  from  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Colleagues,  but  are  still  in  the 
Privy  Council  Office.  There  are  32  of 
them,  and  some  of  them  involve  matters 
of  considerable  interest.  Unless  some 
clause  be  introduced,  all  these  schemes 
will  lapse  with  the  Act  of  1873,  and  all 
the  proceedings  connected  with  them 
will  nave  to  be  begun  over  again. 
Among  them  is  the  Dulwich  scheme. 
Snormous  expense  and  great  delay 
would  be  the  result  of  allowing  them  to 
lapse.  I  therefore  propose  to  insert  a 
dause  to  keep  alive,  if  I  may  use  the 
expression,  all  schemes  framed  by  the 
Undowed  School  Commissioners,  but 
which  have  not  yet  been  approved,  in 
the  Privy  Council  Office,  giving  to  the 
parties  concerned  a  month  to  send  in  any 
objections  that  may  be  entertained 
against  those  schemes  being  taken  up 
and  dealt  with  by  the  Privy  Council. 
"With  those  observations,  my  Lords,  I 
ehoidd  have  been  willing  to  sit  down 
after  moving  the  second  reading  were  it 
not  for  a  matter  of  a  somewhat  personal 
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nature  as  to  my  conduct  respecting  the 
Bill,  both  before  it  was  brought  into  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  since 
that  time.  I  allude  to  a  statement  which 
has  been  made  in  a  most  public  manner 
respecting  my  want  of  courtesy  to  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues,  tiie  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission.  If  it  had. re- 
ference to  myself  alone,  I  should  be  dis- 
posed to  pass  it  by  ;  but  as  it  reflects  on 
the  office  I  have  the  honour  to  hold  I 
think  I  am  boimd  to  repudiate  it.  In 
other  respects,  in  all  probability,  I 
should  have  treated  it  with  that  con- 
tempt which  I  venture  to  think  it  de- 
serves. This  is  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  makes  the  statement  says — 

**  He  did  think  it  monstrous  tliat  tho  Duke  of 
Kichmond,  who  calhrd  himself  the  IVlinister  of 
Education  and  tho  Vice  l^sident  of  tho  Council, 
should  bring  in  tliis  Bill  without  any  personal  or 
private  communication  with  these  Commis- 
sioners. They  were  doomed  to  destruction,  and 
these  l^Iinisters,  ha\nng  made  up  their  minds,  no 
doubt  thought  it  better  to  keep  out  of  tho  way. 
If  it  had  been  a  case  of  cattle  disease  or  South- 
dowTi  sheep  or  any  question  affecting  landlords 
and  tenants  tho  Duke  of  Richmond  would  have 
spared  no  pains  to  communicate  with  tho  parties, 
to  get  all  tho  information  in  his  power,  and  to 
produce  an  impression  on  the  minds  of  thoso 
with  whom  he  had  to  act  that  he  had  not  been 
behind  in  courtesy." 

Now,  in  the  strongest  language  which  the 
usages  of  your  Lordships'  House  permit, 
I  repudiate  the  conduct  attributed  to  me 
in  that  language,  and  deny  that  I  showed 
any  want  of  courtesy  towards  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  on  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission,  or  that  I  acted  in 
this  matter  differently  from  what  I  woidd 
have  done  in  matters  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  makes  the  charge,  and 
who  is  somewhat  obscure  in  his  lan- 
guage, assumes  me  to  be  so  much  in- 
terested. I  find  also  that  I  am  accused 
by  high  authority  (Mr.  Forster)  of  want 
of  courtesy  in  not  sending  for  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  and  consulting 
with  them.  Mr.  Forster  is  reported  to 
have  said — 

"  lie  was  surprised  to  find  that  although  tho 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  had  been  work- 
ing imder  the  Education  Department  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  office,  no  intima- 
tion had  been  made  to  the  House  that  there  was 
any  intention  to  get  rid  of  them.  There  had 
b«H»n  no  communication  on  the  subject  beween 
the  Lord  President  or  the  Vice  President  and 
any  one  of  the  Commissioners.  Consequently, 
the  noble  Viscoimt  had  had  no  means  of  ascer- 
taining whether  the  impression  he  had  formed 
of  their  general  unpopularity  was  well-founded 
or  not." 
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My  Tx)rdR,  T  fihould  like  to  know  what 
those  persons  would  have  had  me  do. 
Had  I  invited  the  noble  Ijord  and  his 
Colleagues  to  come  to  the  Privy  Council 
to  communicate  with  them  on  the  sub- 
ject, the  first  thing  I  must  have  said 
was — '*We  have  determined  on  the 
abolition  of  you  and  your  Colleagues  ; " 
and  after  that  all  I  could  have  added 
by  way  of  courtesy  would  have  been, 
**  In  what  manner  will  it  be  most  agree- 
able to  you  to  accept  it  ?  "  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  been  rather 
astonished  if  I  had  sent  for  him  and  his 
Colleagues  to  ask  them  whether  it  was 
untrue  that  they  were  unpopular  in  the 
country  ;  and  I  think  he  will  agree  with 
nio  that  I  showed  him  and  them  much 
more  courtosj'  by  not  inviting  them  to 
tliu  Privy  Council  OlHce  with  any  such 
object.  But  for  what  other  purpose  was 
1  to  have  acted  as  tlioso  Gentlemen  sug- 
gested? AVas  I  to  say  to  the  noble 
Lord — **  AVo  have  determined  to  abolish 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission.  "Wliat 
sort  of  Commission  do  vou  think  we 
ought  to  set  up  in  its  stead  ?  "  I  think 
it  probable  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  replied — **  Don't  ask  me.  "When 
-wo  are  dead  and  gone  settle  it  your- 
si'lvis."  My  Lords,  what  we  did  was 
tliis — and  the  noble  Lord  will  bear  me 
out  in  it — tliat  the  moment  Her  Ma- 
if'stv's  (lovernnient  cani(!  to  a  decision  as 
to  wliat  they  proposed  to  do,  and  before 
tlie  J^ill  was  drafted,  I  sent  a  confidential 
letter  to  liini,  and  the  moment  the  Bill 
was  drafted  the  noble  Lord  had  a  copy. 
J  tliink  your  Jjordships  will  think  from 
lliat  fxpljination  that  as  regards  intima- 
tion to  thr  noble  Lord  and  his  Col- 
leagues,  I  did  all  Ihat  could  liavn  been 
("Xpe(t<Ml.  1  have  been  a  long  time  be- 
fore the  public,  and  J  tliink  I  may  safely 
say  that  I  jini  not  o])en  to  the  charge  of 
want  of  couitesy  towards  those  with 
whom  r  come  in  contact;  wliih^  as  re- 
gards my  political  opponents,  the  last 
thing  1  should  tliink  of  would  be  to  ex- 
hibit any  want  of  courtcv^y  towards  them. 
I'irst.  it  is  contrary  to  my  feelings;  and, 
secondly,  I  think  it  is  not  tlH»  best  mode 
by  which  to  carry  on  Public  Business.  I 
shall  not  trouble  y(mr  Lordships  further, 
but  will  cfuiclude  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

mrefl,  ''  'Hiat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {27te  Lord  Freaideni .) 

The  Dule  of  Bichnond 


T^RP  LYTTELTON :  *  My  Lordu,  we* 
few  of  the  few  of  yourIjOrd8hip8pre*«i 
may  remember  the  end  of  July  last  yen. 
when  this  subject  was  before  the  House. 
The  noble  Duke  oppoBito  (the  Dnke  o( 
Richmond)  being  then  better  oocapkd 
at  Goodwood  than   in  attending  to  crnr 
affairs,  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mn- 
quess  of  Salisbury),  who,  I  presume,  ii 
now  better  occupied  elsewhere,  had  to 
speak  for  both.     AVo   were  of  conzse 
then,  as  wo  are  now,   wholly  at  th«r 
mercy ;  and  he  told  us  how  they  had, 
for  a  time,  as  it  were,  held  the  Commif- 
sion  between  their  finger  and  thumb, 
hesitating  whether    or    not.    then  and 
there,   to    i)inch   us   out    of    existpnii*. 
They  resolved,  however,   not  to  do  so, 
but  to  leave  us — as  I  believe  it  was  ex- 
pressed by  one  of  the  riglit  rev.  Bench— 
* '  tt)  live  for  a  j-ear  witli  a  halter  round  on 
necks,  and  be  hanged  at  the  end  of  il" 
— precisely  what  has  happened.    I  be- 
lieve the  noble  Marquess  has  since  thn. 
and  especially  since  the  change  of  Go- 
vernment, raUier  repented  that  decisioi 
on  the  ground  of  humanity.     No  ow 
doubts  the  benevolence  of  the  noble  Pub 
and  his  Colleague,  Ix)rd  Sandon  ;  though 
I  caimot  say  that  I^rd  8andon  shoved 
much  of  it  in  his  speech  the  other  daj. 
But  so  it  is,  and  nothing  is  more  painfiil 
tlmn  a  lingering  death  iufiieted  by  bene- 
volent men.     Morihundttft  rot  Mlnfo;  bul 
I  am  cei*tainly  not  about  to  make  aoj 
Jeremiad  on  the  subjtfct.     I  like  i'l.oW 
a-year  as  well  as  anyone  else :  I  hate 
more  cause  to  like  it  than  most  people. 
13ut  the  official  work  I  do  not  like  at  all 
nor  this  particular  work.      As  Falstaf 
says,  Ilebellion  lay  in  liis  way,  and  he 
took  it :  so  1  suppose  1  must  say,  Coiitis- 
caticm  lav  in  mv  wav,  and  I  took  it — but 
not  from  any  particular  pleasure  1  hare 
in  it.     I  do  not  dwell  upon  that ;  nor  on 
any  of  those  personal  matters  on  which 
so  much  was  said  in  the  Hou.so  of  Com- 
mons.    Yet,  speaking  in  the  purely  offi- 
cial view,  which  is  the  only  one  I  irish 
to  take,  I  cannot  but  say  I  was  surprised 
at  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Ihike  and 
Lord    Sandon    in   one   respect.     Never 
once,  from  the  day  they  took  offioe  to 
the  time  when  I  had  a  private  note  from 
the  noble  Duke,  informing  me  that  the 
Commission  was  to   be  abolished,  vas 
there  any  direct  communication  from  the 
lieads  of  the  Education  Department  to 
the  heads  of  tlie  Commission.     Some- 
times, when  from  want  of  xnfonnatxon 
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my  could  not  help  themselves,  they 
t  their  Secretary  to  see  ours,  or  in- 
;j0tracted  him  to  write  a  note ;  but  that 
fls  all.  I  doubt  whether  at  this  moment 
lAe  noble  Duke  knows  by  sight  either 
[4Bf  my  Colleagues.  And  yet  we  are  not 
LoBly  their  Colleagues  in  office,  but  our 
l^Mce  is  actually  a  part  of  theirs.  This 
!.fs  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Forster,  when 
introducing  the  Bill  in  1869,  described 
itte  position — 

•*  The  procedure  is  this.  It  is  the  Govem- 
'vent  of  the  day  working  by  special  help.  The 
'  CoDUnisnoners  are  merely  officers  assisting  the 
'  Qtnremment  '* 

I  agree  with  the  noble  Duke  that  no 
'  QOmmunication  could  have  been  expected 
about  our  own  supersession,  nor  about 
.  framing  the  present  Bill :  but  that  there 
.  should  not  have  been  the  slightest  inter- 
eouTse,   not    even   an    interview,   is,   I 
admit,  not  according   to  my  notion   of 
official  usage  and   propriety.     Neither 
do  I  dwell  on  this ;  and  I  pass  on  to  the 
Sill  itself.     My  object    is  not,   except 
mrtially  and  incidentally,  to  defend  the 
Commission.     For  that  I  am  content  to 
xefer  to  the  evidence  before  the  House 
of   Commons'   Committee,   and   to  our 
Seport  of  1872.     But,  as  it  is  my  d3ring 
Speech  and  confession,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  dwell  a  little  on  some  important  points 
in  the  general  subject,  and  with  a  view 
to  the  future.     The  Bill,   in   itself,  is 
simply  a  transfer  of  fimctions.     And,  on 
the  assumption  that  Parliament  saw  fit 
not  to  renew  the  present  Commission, 
nor  to  appoint  another  separate  one,  I 
mnko  no  objection  to  that  transfer.     It 
•is  quite  true  it  has  the  sanction  of  the 
School  Inquiry  Report;  not,  however, 
its  full  sanction,  for  that  Report  accom- 
panied it  with  other  recommendations, 
to  which  eflPect  has  not  yet  been  given. 
But  the  Charity  Commission,  which  has 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  framing  school 
schemes,  though,  perhaps,  on  a  some- 
what narrow  basis,  and  too  much  on  the 
old  Chancery  model,  can  undoubtedly 
discharge  this  function,  when  re-inforced 
as  proposed:  and  of  the  new  appoint- 
ments, I  may  be  allowed  to  express  my 
gpreat  satisfaction  at  the  re- appointment 
of  my  Colleague,  Mr.  Kobinson,  while 
the  selections  of  Lord  Clinton  and  Mr. 
Xiangley  are  quite  unexceptionable.     I 
doubt,  however,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  quite  aware  of  what  they  are 
doing  in  throwing,  as  is  expressly  done 
by  the  Bill,  the  charge  of  personal  cog- 


nizance of  all  new  schemes  on  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  Sir  James  Hill,  in  addi- 
tion to  his  existing  duties :  and  I  am 
sure  they  are  aiming  at  what  is  impos- 
sible if,  as  I  heard  Lord  Sandon  an- 
nounce, they  mean  to  take  the  whole  of 
England    simultaneously,    and    to    get 
through  the  whole  work  in  five  years. 
They  do  not    consider    the    time    and 
trouble  involved  in  the  preparation  of 
even  a  single  scheme  ;  nor  do  I  believe, 
with  reference    to    the   imputations  of 
delay  made  against  us,  that  much  more 
could  have  been  done.  The  noble  Duke's 
statement  that  half  the  counties  of  Eng- 
land have  been  untouched  by  us,  is  sin- 
gularly incorrect  in  that  form.     I  do  not 
believe — without  reckoning  Wales — that 
there   is  a   single  county  actually  im- 
tou(fhed.     But  it  is  not  more  than   a 
formal  error,  for  certainly  not  more  than 
half  the  work   has   been  done,  nor,  I 
believe,    could    have    been    done.     No 
doubt,  if  you  appoint  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of   Assistant  Commissioners,   they 
will  in  no  long  time  send  in  full  reports 
on  any  number  of  schools ;  but  what  is 
to  be  done  with  them  ?    They  will  pro- 
duce a  mere  block  in  the  head  office, 
unless  half-a-dozen  central  Commissions 
are  appointed.     And  it  will  be  observed 
that    the    present    Bill,    so    far    from 
strengthening  the  executive  power  of  the 
Commission,  actually  weakens  it.     The 
existing  Charity  Commission  originally 
consisted  of  three  Members,  nor  did  I 
ever    hear    that    that    was  too  many. 
Since  Mr.  Ilobhouse's  appointment  to 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  that 
number  has  been  short  by  one,  for  the 
vacancy  thus  made  was  never  filled  up  ; 
and  I  have  heard  complaints  of  the  in- 
convenience   thus    caused.      Now    Mr. 
Langloy  is   appointed    to    that  vacant 
office ;  and  I  presume  some,  at  least,  of 
his  time  will  be  given  to  the  ordinary 
duties  of  the  Charity  Commission.     The 
proper    work,    then,    of   the    endowed 
schools   administration  will  be  left  to 
two  Commissioners  only  without  other 
duties,  Mr.  Eobinson  and  Lord  Clinton, 
instead  of  three.     However,  all  this  may, 
no  doubt,  be  adjusted ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible to  look  at  the  Bill  simply  in  itself. 
It  leaves  the  law,  except  as  to  the  ma- 
chinery for  its   execution,   wholly  un- 
altered ;  and  that  law  has  always  been 
very  elastic,  and  depending  greatly  for 
its  real  effect  on  the  manner  in  which  it 
has  been  applied.    For  that  we  must  at 
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present  look  at  the  declarations  made  by 
Ministers  on  its  introduction.  The  law, 
I  repeat,  is  unaltered.  The  Bill  has 
not,  thouffh  it  had,  even  a  new  Pre- 
amble. Now  the  main  substance  of  the 
enacting  part  of  the  statute  is  in  its  9th 
and  10th  sections,  and  I  desire  to  dwell 
on  them  especially  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much— that  of  the  '*  Will  of  the  Foun- 
der." Those  sections  direct  that  educa- 
tional endowments  shall  bo  applied  with 
one  single  object,  the  advancement  of 
education ;  the  direction  is  not  qualified 
in  any  way  whatever,  by  reference  to 
the  will  of  the  foimder  or  to  anything 
else.  Nor  is  there  any  such  quali- 
fication in  the  whole  remaining  por- 
ti<ma  of  the  enacting  provisions  of  the 
Act,  Gxcoj)t  as  to  one  or  two  specified 
exceptions,  chiefly  concerning  religion, 
on  which  I  shall  not  now  dwell.  The 
Preamble,  however,  does  contain  words 
about  founders,  which  have  been  per- 
petually quoted — and,  no  wonder,  mis- 
(luoted — against  us.  In  the  first  place, 
they  do  not,  as  is  often  asserted,  lay  down 
for  our  observance  the  old  legal  rule  of 
adherence  to  the  will  of  a  founder.  If 
they  had,  I  would  have  had  nothing  to 
do  with  administering  the  Act.  That 
rule  is,  that  in  each  case  of  an  endow- 
ment the  particular  will  of  the  founder 
of  that  endowment,  in  respect  of  its  des- 
tination, is  to  bo  ascertained  and  fol- 
lowed for  ever,  except  in  the  extreme 
cases  of  impossibility,  or  a  flagrant  ab- 
surdity, of  repugnance  to  public  policy ; 
and  oven  then  his  will  is  to  be  departed 
from  as  little  as  possible,  and  on  the 
principle  of  cy-prh.  Now,  that  is  not 
what  this  Preamble  does.  It  speaks 
generally  of  "the  main  designs  of  the 
founders"  of  tliese  old  endowments; 
and  even  if  it  had  stopped  there,  I  should 
have  cont<»nded  that  it  meant  something 
different  from  the  old  Chancery  rule. 
But  it  docs  not  stop  tliero,  though  our 
opponents  continually  quote  it  as  if  it 
did.  If  it  had,  wo  should  have  been 
just  remitted  to  the  old  state  of  things, 
in  so  far  that  we  should  have  had  to  find 
out  for  ourselves,  in  tlie  best  way  we 
could,  what  the  said  designs  were.  But 
now  the  Act  does  this  for  us,  in  the  all- 
important  words  following  those  I  have 
quoted.  It  looks  on  the  whole  of 
tlie  founders  as  one  body,  and  directs 
us,  not  to  the  several  intentions  of 
each  of  them,    but  to   one  broad   ob- 
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ject  which  it  recites  as  their  **b 
design  "  —  namely,  the  '^  pLadng  < 
liberal  education  within  me  ned 
children  of  all  classes."  That,  vi 
told,  is  a  ''strained  oonstructioiL*^ 
far  from  that,  it  is  not  only  the  ni 
one,  but  the  only  one  which  eoa 
adopted  to  be  in  harmony  in& 
Schools  Inquiry  Report,  also  refer 
in  the  Preamble.  That  Bepoil 
eluded,  as  the  residt  of  a  wide  exi 
tion  of  the  ancient  decils,  that  it  d 
fairly  stated  for  present  practica 
poses,  and  as  the  basis  of  lem 
that  the  object  which  I  have  dei 
was  on  the  whole  the  predomina 
to  be  gathered  from  them.  My 
is  not  to  vindicate  that  statement, 
point  it  out  as  that  which  Parii 
adopted,  and  that  it  is  obviously 
sistent  with  tlie  established,  na 
principle  of  adherence  to  the  will  < 
particular  founder.  Particular  foi 
often  enough  do  not  provide  for  a, 
education,  but  for  another,  as  an  el 
tary  one;  and  constantly  they  i 
extend  their  benefaction  to  '*  idl  < 
of  children,"  but  only  to  children 
class,  of  one  place,  of  one  family, 
practical  difference  is  plain.  By  t 
rule  we  should  have  had,  in  Sch 
to  follow  the  will  of  its  foundt 
School  B  of  its  founder,  and 
through  the  whole  alphabet.  N< 
each  case  we  have  to  apply  one  gt 
principle.  I  contend,  then,  tha 
Preamble  in  no  degree  limits  the  hi 
of  the  9th  and  10th  sections.  It  a 
it ;  for  a  liberal  education  is  a  gooc 
cation ;  and,  if  an^hing,  it  even  en! 
it  in  scope,  for  it  expressly  inelud 
classes  within  it.  And  I  infer  thi 
Government  in  the  execution  of  tl 
will  not  be  able  to  lay  down  the  r« 
doctrine  of  the  will  of  the  founder 
first  principle.  If  they  can  satisfy 
selves  and  Parliament  that  the  bes 
to  promote  education  generally 
adhere  in  each  case  to  the  will  < 
founder,  in  that  case,  no  doubt,  the 
bo  at  hberty  to  do  so.  And  I  c 
but  presume  from  the  speeches  < 
noble  Duke,  of  Lord  Sandon,  o 
Home  Secretary,  and  others,  that 
do  intend  to  follow  the  old  rule  i 
respect.  I  could  not  have  hoped  to 
been  able  to  continue  lon^  in  co-c 
tion,  if  that  were  their  principle;  tl 
I  should  have  been  bound  to  mak 
attempt,  the  law  being  unaltered 


129      JEndowed  Schools  Acts      (August  3,  1874)  Amendment  Bill,         1130 


Education    Department  liable    to 

from  time  to  time.     The  noble 

:e  has  fairly  quoted  what  I  said  on 

Bubjecty  wheliier  at  the  Society  of 

or  in  this  House ;   and   after  all 

invectives  against    us,   I    may  bo 

red  to  dwell  for  a  time  on  the  prin- 

le  in  question,  that  of  the  supposed 

ictity  of  a  founder's  will.     The  prin- 

]e  is,  that  a  man  has  a  natural  right 

ought  to  have  a  legal  right  if  he 

)8  to  leave  property  to  what  are 

Sablic  uses,  to  secure  that  it  shall 
ed  to  the  uses  which  he  specifies, 
ever.     But  first  let  me  say  a  word  on 
phrase,  "public  uses."     I  was  once 
iderstood  on  this  subject — no  doubt 
my  own  fault — by  the  noble  and 
led  Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  as 
I  had  said  that  all  charitable  property 
-in  the  popular  sense  of  property  given 
eleemosynary,  benevolent,  purposes 
-was  public  property.     I  meant  the 
iTerse,  and  in  a  narrower  and  more 
^technical  sense  :  that  all  '^  public  uses  " 
^VOre  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  of  the  Cha- 
r^eitable  Trusts  Act,  charitable  uses,  or 
"tfiarities.     This  being  a  question  of  law, 
I  did  not  state  it  on  my  own  authority ; 
I  took  it  from  a  pamphlet  of  my  late 
Oolleague  Mr.   Hobhouse,  who  quotes 
^l3ie  words  of  the  statute  of  Elizabeth, 
;i0  showing  that  all  sums  left  for  such 
^•^pnrposes  as  the  following?  come  under 
the  nead  of  **  public  uses  " — 

*•  Somo  for  rt'lir-f  of  agud  impotent  and  poor 
people,  somr  for  maintenance  of  sick  and 
WiAUned  soldicrn  and  mariners,  Hchools  of  Icarn- 
iB{C«  frco  schoolH,  and  Hcliolai-s  in  iinivcrsities, 
■omo  for  rtipair  of  bridges,  polls,  havens,  wiuse- 
ways,  churches,  8ea-l:)anks  and  highways,  some 
for  education  and  preferment  of  orjihans,  some 
for  or  towards  relief,  stock  or  maintenance  for 
houBCS  of  correction,  somo  for  marriages  of 
poor  maids,  some  for  supportiition,  aid  and 
Belp  of  young  tradesmen,  handicraftsmen, 
and  persons  decayed,  and  othiTs  for  relief  or 
redemption  of  prisoners  or  captives,  and  for  aid 
or  eaae  of  any  poor  inhabitants  concerning  i^ay- 
ments  of  fiftocns,  sotting  out  of  soldiers,  and 
olher  taxes."— [43  2,7/-.  c.  4.] 

And  it  is  to  such  uses  as  these  that  it  is 
held  that  a  man  has  a  right  to  dedicate 
bis  property  for  ever — for  that  is  the 
point.  I  have  been  supposed  to  mean 
all  aorta  of  follies :  that  a  trust  should 
be  respected  as  long  as  given  trustees 
are  alive ;  that  it  is  right  to  respect  it 
for  exactly  50  years,  &c. ;  whereas  all  I 
have  ever  said  is  to  deny  the  perpetual 
rifi^ht,  or  what  would  be  equivalent  to  it. 
"Whether  50  years,  or  more  or  less,  be 


the  right  limit,  is  a  question  of  detail. 
My  Lords,  people  may  call  me  what  they 
like,  as  they  have  done — revolutionary, 
impious,  sacrilegious,  I  know  not  what 
— I  cannot  depart  from  what  I  have 
maintained — that  this  supposed  right  of 
perpetual  bequest  has  no  foundation  in 
right  reason,  in  the  principles  of  law, 
or  in  any  other  sound  ground.  But  I 
will  venture  again  to  quote — though  it 
is  not  in  this  House  that  I  have  referred 
to  it  before — as  what  at  least  ought  to 
teach  moderation  of  language  to  those 
who  uphold  the  received  doctrine,  the 
authority  of  one,  venerable  alike  as  a 
lawyer  and  a  man — I  mean  Lord  Hather- 
ley.  In  his  evidence  before  the  Public 
Schools  Commissioners  he  speaks  as 
follows : — 

"  12,855.  {Lord  Ly Helton.)  On  the  general 
question  of  the  founder's  intentions  there  has 
been  an  analog}*,  pressed  of  late  years  by  the 
late  Mr.  Senior  among  others,  between  the 
power  of  8i)ocific  endo^Tnent,  as  of  schools  for 
teaching  certain  things,  for  ever,  and  the  power 
of  the  disposition  of  property.  It  has  been  said 
that  as  no  one  can  tie  up  property  beyond  a 
certain  number  of  years,  say  60  years,  it  would 
be  only  reasonable  that  the  same  principle  should 
bo  applied  to  charitable  endowments  by  will  or 
detnl ;  that  after  a  certain  time  the  intention  of 
the  foimder  might  be  wholly  disregarded  by 
competent  authority  r — I  have  written  a  pajK-T 
on  that  subject,  which  was  published  somo  time 
ago.  I  entertiiin  very  strong  opinions  about 
lK)«thumou8  charities  especially,  and  in  truth 
about  the  disiMJsitiuus  jMjople  are  allowed  gene- 
rally to  make  of  th(»ir  property  by  way  of  cha- 
rity. I  think  thcTe  ought  to  be  a  power  of 
revision  after  the  time  which  has  betm  specified, 
a  i)ower  of  rt^vision  of  any  di8|K»Hition  a  person 
may  choose  to  nuiko  of  his  property,  because  you 
do  not  allow  a  man  to  dispose  of  his  property  in 
favour  of  his  great  grandchildren ;  he  cannot  do 
it  for  more  than  a  life  in  being  and  21  years 
after  that.  That  reasonable  limit  he  ought  to 
be  allowed,  of  course,  for  any  fancy  or  whim  he 
may  have,  but  to  tillow  a  man  to  dispose  for 
ever  of  a  mass  of  property,  according  to  his 
crude  notions  of  what  he  thinks  best,  by  way  of 
charity  for  all  time,  seems  to  me  most  unreason- 
able. I  think,  with  regard  to  all  such  whims 
and  fancies  as  that,  and  to  others  which  are 
more  sensible  (and  if  ho  were  a  sensible  founder, 
I  am  siu^e,  if  he  were  alive,  he  would  desire*  it,) 
there  ought  to  be  the  power  of  absolute  gift  for 
the  limited  time,  but  after  a  limited  time — the 
life  in  being  and  21  years  afterwards — there 
should  be  a  power  of  re\'ising  every  charity 
whatever. 

"  12,856.  You  tliink  the  analogy  is  sound 
and  mav  be  carried  through  't — I  think  so. 

"12,857.  (Lord  Stanley)  May  I  ask  you 
how  far  you  would  carry  that  power  of  revision  ? 
Would  you  carry  it  so  far  as  to  allow  the  Courts 
to  make  a  totally  ditl'erent  provision  from  that 
which  the  founder  intended,  or  would  you  only 
extend  th(?  doctrine  of  cy-prh  ? — I  confess  I  go 
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Uiv  whole  li;nglh  of  Hayinp^  that  th(»y  slioiild 
liavo  that  power;  it  should  be;  a  jmhlic  diarity.** 

That  goes  to  the  full  as  far  as  I  have 
gout'.  Tlio  analogy  of  private  property 
seems  to  mo  complete,  as  stated  by  Tx)rd 
Ilatherley ;  and  even  in  Scotland,  where 
it  used  to  bo  said  that  entails  should 
hold  good  as  long  as  trees  gi'ow  and 
waters  flow,  we  have  now  put  an  end  to 
that  principle.  No  doubt  a  man  may 
feel  sure  that  lie  is  virtually  securing 
liis  property  in  a  i)eri)otual  descent ;  but 
that  is  because  he  is  conlidont  that  suc- 
cessive generations  will  maintain  tlie 
desire  that  it  should  be  so,  which  is  just 
what  I  would  act  upon  in  the  other  case. 
I  liavo  not  said,  as  I  have  been  supposed 
to  say,  that,  after  a  given  time,  the  State 
should,  as  a  matter  of  course,  step  in, 
take  possession  of  the  endowment,  and 
vary  its  use  :  but  only  that  the  mere  will 
of  the  founder  should  bo  no  bar,  after  a 
time,  to  its  doing  so.  As  a  practical 
question,  and  on  grounds  of  high  expe- 
diency, I  adopt  tiio  last  words  I  have 
quoted  of  Lord  Hatherley's,  and  would 
allow  lu'operty  bequeathed  to  public 
uses,  to  remain  for  ever  dedicated  to 
public  uses,  subject  only  to  the  inter- 
vention of  Parliament.  It  is  not  that  I 
conceive  it  is  really  always  right  that  it 
should  bo  so,  any  more  than  all  sucli 
foundations  always,  deserve  tlie  title  of 
"noble,"  whicli  seems  always  given  to 
foundations  which  are  very  big  ones, 
often  by  mere  efHux  of  time  and  without 
any  cn^dit  to  anyone.  Similarly,  it 
seems,  tliat  all  such  foimders  must  neces- 
sarily 1)0  "  ])i()us  founders."  Pious 
lounders  I  AVell,  surctly  the  notion  of 
pi(>ty  involves  something  of  self-denial 
and  self-saenlice ;  and  what  denial  or 
saeritice  is  there,  or  any  other  virtue,  in 
a  man  who  lives  all  liis  life  on  the  fat 
of  the  land,  never  touching  the  corjntH 
of  his  estate,  or  doing  the  least  good 
with  it,  and  then  on  liis  death-bed,  from 
spite  to  his  relations,  as  is  known  and 
can  be  traced  in  several  cases,  leaves  it 
away  from  tho.so  wlio  have  a  natural 
(Jaini  on  him,  to  what  he  calls,  forsootli, 
a  charitable  use — often  a  very  pernicious 
use?  ^fv  Lords,  if  we  could  find  out 
ail  thes(^  cases,  we  might  be  disposed  to 
dr-al  with  tlie  matter  in  a  dillerent  way. 
]*ut  as  we  cannot — as  in  an  indcteniiinate 
number  of  iii^taiiees  there  may  liave 
been,  as  certainly  tliere  has  been  in 
many,  real  merit  in  the  founders,  who 
laid  by  during  their  lives  and  left  tlie 

Lord  Lijtielton 


bequest  witliout  injustice  to  anyone—; 
we  do  not  wish  to  discourage  exkdv 
ments,  as  I  do  not  believe  thev  In 
been  discouraged — and  as  undouUci 
these  gifts  to  public  uses,  under  i 
regulation,  may  bo  of  great  public  i 
vantage — I,  for  one,  am  content  i 
the  present  law  should  remain,  in 
sense  above  indicated.  I  would  gu  I 
thor  yet.  I  would  allow  a  testatoi 
secure  for  over  the  application  of 
bequest  to  certaiu  large  specilied  ] 
vinces,  so  to  say,  of  public  use — as, 
the  good  of  agriculture,  of  science, 
trade,  and  so  forth ;  not  on  any  giv 
of  individual  right,  but  because  it  i« 
possible  to  conceive  tliat  there  ever 
bo  a  time  when  such  bequests  mav 
bo  usefully  employed  in  those  vi 
And  hero  I  may  advert  to  the  ca» 
bequests  for  religious  purposes.  S 
gion  should  be  one  of  tlio  provinc 
have  suggested.  But,  just  as  the  del 
of  the  continual  niiplicatiou  of  a  gift 
the  good  of  trade,  &c.,  should  belef 
be  fixed  according  to  the  needs  and  f 
ings  of  the  district  benefited,  so  it  she 
bo  in  the  case  of  a  religious  bequ 
So  we  have  done  in  our  schemes,  sul 
to  the  specific  excerptions  under  the . 
Wlien  we  could  not,  as  in  the  cae 
those  exceptions,  refer  to  the  standi 
of  certain  religious  bodies,  we  1 
simply  directed  religion  to  be  tau^ 
not  only  because  we  could  not  iindert 
to  lay  down  details  of  such  teach 
but  because  those  are,  as  I  hold,  for 
people  themselves  to  fix.  And  thi 
conceive,  is  illustrated  bv  what  mi 
at  iirst  sight  seem  to  contravene  it 
mean  the  case  of  an  Establi?ihedChu 
It  may  be  said,  if  the  i)eoplo  of  a  disi 
are  to  settle  the  religion  to  be  taugh 
their  endowed  schools,  why  are  they 
to  settle  what  shall  bo  taug-ht  in 
parish  church?  The  answer  sceme 
me  complete.  In  the  case  of  an  Esl 
lished  Church,  the  unit — tlio  one  b 
to  bo  dealt  with — is,  the  pe<»ple  of 
whole  country-.  You  cannot  have 
Established  Chui*ch  in  one  part  of  it  i 
not  in  another.  But  an  endowment  i 
special  and  exceptional  benefit  for  a  c 
tain  district,  and  it  is  for  the  pefjplc 
that  district,  within  reasonable  Uni 
to  regulate  its  application.  The  a\n 
analogy  will  be  admitted  by  those  wl 
like  myself,  voted  for  the  disestablii 
ment  of  the  Irish  Cliurcli.  To  one  ft 
ther  view  of  the  doctrine  of  fuundei 
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wills  I  will  advert,  which  is  a  modifica- 
tion  of  the  ordinary  one.     It  seems  to 
me  open  to  all  the  objections  which  lie 
•gainst  the  ordinary  view,  and   to  an 
additional  one  of  its  own.     It  is  this — 
that  we  should  bo  guided  by  what  a 
founder  would  wish,  if  now  living.     The 
special  objection  to  that  is  the  obvious 
cme,  that  it  is  mere  guesswork  :  we  can- 
not possibly  tell  what  the  founder  would 
think.     And  what  it  really  means  is, 
that  we  should,  from  among  the  objects 
deeired  by  the  founder,  select  that  or 
those    to    which   we    should    ourselves 
attach  most  importance.     For  instance, 
a     man    expressly    prescribes   Church 
teaching,  among  other  things  :  a  strong 
Churchman  of  these  days  forthwith  con- 
dudes  that  that  would  be  his  paramount 
object  still.     But  how  can  we  tell  ?    He 
may  have  had  other  objects  consistent 
with  that  in  his  time,  but  now  no  longer 
aOy  as,  that  all  the  children  of  a  district 
should  be  admitted  into  the  school  on 
equal  terms.     How  do  we  know  in  what 
way  he  would  have  been  affected  by  the 
oourse  of  intervening  events  ?     1  now 
turn  to  the  only  other  leading  part  of 
the  question  to  which  I  wish  to  refer. 
As  I  could  not  work  on  the  principle  of 
absolute  deference  to  the  will  of  dead 
founders,  so  I  could  not  on  that  of  abso- 
lute deference  to  the  wish    of   living 
trustees.     My  Lords,  here,  too,  I  must 
speak    plainly.     The    Schools    Inquiry 
Seport  says  there  is  now  no  sign  of  mal- 
ircrsation  on  the  part  of  trustees.    But 
too  often   trustees  of   schools  are   the 
enemies — the  natural   enemies — to   tlie 
reform    of   those    schools.      The    most 
common  form  of  their  appointment  is 
that  of  self-election — the  worst  of  all ; 
and  it  is  notorious  that  such  bodies  are 
the  most  averse  to  any  intervention  from 
without.     We  are  told  that  it  ought  to 
have  been  our  first  object  to  conciliate, 
and  to  work  with,  existing  Governing 
Bodies.     Of  course,  as  far  as  possible, 
it  is  our  duty,  as  it  is  to  our  obvious 
interest  and  convenience,  to  do  so.    But 
no  such  principle  of  action  is  laid  down 
in  the  Act,  or  in  the  Report.     The  Report 
expressly  suggests,  and  without  limita- 
tion, the  reform  of  Governing  Bodies  on 
a  three-fold  system,  which,  with  some 
variation  of  form,  we  have  adopted.  Then 
it  is  asked,  why  meddle  with  Governing 
Bodies  which  are  working  well?    My 
Lords,  as  I  conceive,  the  question  is  not 
whether  a  given  system  is  at  a  particular 


time  working  well,  but  how  best  to  in 
sure  that  it  shall  continue  to  do  so* 
Similar  to  that  is  the  complaint  so  con- 
stantly made,  founded  on  a  supposed 
saying  of  Mr.  Forster's,  that  **good 
schools  would  not  be  interfered  with." 
In  the  first  place,  what  Mr.  Forster  said 
was  not  that,  but  that  such  schools  had 
nothing  to  fear ;  and  of  course  we  do 
not  admit  that  we  have  done  them  any 
harm.  Will  anyone  say,  for  instance, 
that  the  great  school  of  Sherborne,  which 
we  dealt  with  years  ago,  and  which  has 
had  a  new  scheme,  including  a  new  Go- 
verning Body  and  curriculum  of  studies, 
has  in  any  degree  sufiered  ?  But,  fur- 
ther, interfering  with  a  Governing  Body 
is  not  the  same  thing  as  interfering  with 
the  school.  And  when,  as  in  the  other 
case,  it  is  said  that  we  should  not  touch 
a  school  that  is  doing  well,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  there  will  almost 
always  be  a  good  scliool  where  there  is 
a  good  master ;  and  the  general  answer 
is  the  same — that  our  object  is  to  insure, 
as  far  as  possible,  that  the  schools  shall 
be  permanently  good.  My  Lords,  the 
two  points  on  which  I  have  mainly  dwelt 
are,  in  my  judgment,  vital.  And,  to 
judge  from  the  expressed  sentiments  of 
Ministers  on  both  of  them,  I  freely 
admit  that  they  are  so  different  from 
mine,  that  I  do  not  believe  we  could 
have  gone  on  together.  On  the  whole, 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned — and  I  would 
have  said  the  same  of  my  late  Col- 
league, Mr.  Hobhouse — I  do  not  think 
a  Conservative  Government  could  have 
been  expected  to  do  otherwise  than  they 
have  done ;  and  I  have  no  complaint  to 
make.  My  Lords,  I  had  not  intended 
to  say  anything  more  in  defence  of  the 
Commission ;  but  I  may  be  allowed  to 
advert  to  some  points  raised  by  the 
noble  l)uke.  He  has  mentioned  certain 
Papers  which  we  issued  at  an  early 
period.  With  regard  to  Paper  F,  I  do 
not  recollect — though  it  may  be  so— that 
an  Assistant  Commissioner  declined,  as 
the  noble  Duke  says,  to  use  it,  as  he 
found  it  inclined  men's  minds  against 
our  principles.  It  is  true  that  we  have 
long  ceased  to  issue  it,  but  we  have  in 
no  way  departed  from  its  substance .  It 
was  framed  as  an  exposition,  to  be  com- 
municated to  local  parties,  of  some  main 
principles,  and  for  the  guidance  of  our 
Assistants ;  but  they  have  long  been  bo 
entirely  in  our  confidence,  and  so  familiar 
with  the  course  of  proceeding,  that  we 
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hare  found  this  particular  document 
superfluous.  Instead  of  sending  it  to 
trustees,  wo  prefer  to  leave  the  substance 
of  it  to  be  discussed  in  conversation  be- 
tween them  and  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. I  am  disappointed  at  what  the 
noble  Duke  said  of  Paper  L.  That 
Paper  was  framed  by  Mr.  Robinson, 
and  its  object  was  rather  to  define  the 
bounds  within  wliich  the  operation  of 
the  19th  section  of  the  Act  would  be 
confined,  and  to  point  out  that  it  did  not 
necessarily  restrain  Church  teaching  so 
much  as  it  is  often  suj^posed  it  must. 
Paper  S  refers  to  the  most  diificult  of 
all  the  subjects  we  have  had  to  deal 
with — the  adjustment  of  endowments 
with  the  system  of  elementary  education 
in  the  country.  I  cannot  go  into  it  fur- 
ther than  to  say,  that  the  general  way 
in  wliich  wo  have  attempted  it  would 
illustrate  our  construction  of  the  impor- 
tant words  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Act, 
to  which  I  above  referred — the  words 
directing  us  to  have  in  view  the  liberal 
educatioif  of  children  of  all  classes.  It 
follows  from  tliese  words,  as  I  conceive, 
that  we  should  take  into  account  all  other 
existing  resoui*ces  and  facilities  for  educa- 
tion for  all  classes,  besides  endowments, 
so  as  to  promote  equality  of  advantage  in 
this  respect  without  distinction.  About 
"grading"  schools  I  have  little  to  say. 
It  is  a  principle  most  conspicuously  in- 
sisted on  in  tlio  Schools  Inquiry  lieport ; 
nor  can  I  admit  tliat  it  1ms  on  the  whole 
met  with  much  opposition  in  the  coun- 
try. It  is  true  that  we  have  advo- 
I'ated  the  oxclusion  of  Greek  from  schools 
bolow  the  first  grade — that  is,  for  boys 
who  leave  school  at  about  16  or  under. 
I  am  miuh  obliged  to  the  noble  Duke  for 
the  compliment  ho  has  paid  me  as  not 
having  forgotten  the  Greek  I  leanit  at 
school  and  college.  It  is  because  I 
know  Greek — because  I  know  something 
of  its  beauty,  its  value,  its  difficulty — and 
I  appeal  to  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  who  has  also 
kept  up  his  Greek — that  T  protest  against 
the  degradation  of  the  most  illustrious 
langiia,u:e  t'V(*r  s^Mikt^n  on  earth,  by  a 
wrot(;li(.'d  siiiatteriiig  of  it  being  pre- 
londL'd  to  hv  learnt  by  boys  who  have 
to  leave  s(rliool  at  that  early  agt\  They 
have  in  tlu^sn  days  many  otlu.T  things 
which  tlu'v  nnist  learn,  more  than  tliry 
used  to  have  ;  and  they  have  not  linn? 
for  it.  In  ahuost  every  ease,  L  believe, 
in  \\\i}  years  aft<T  leavinjj:  ijtiiool  thev 
kixovr  no  niorr;  of  Greek  lli'dii  oi  tkvi  Ivxvi- 
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guage  spoken  in    the  planet  Neptrmf. 
For  most  boys  tlio  main  advantage  <vf 
classical  learning  is  that  it  is  tbeVtr^ 
way  of  learning  grammar ;  and  that  tLtr 
get  by  learning  Latin,  which  I  shoold 
like  to  see  taught  in  every  sclio(»l  in  vi* 
countrj".     It  is  true  we  have  been  parii 
bullied  out  of  our  position.     At  Bruc- 
ford,  where  wo   held  a  public  inquiry 
imder  tlie  Act,  and  in  many  other  pLut9. 
we  were  assured  by  all  sorts  of  peoijle^ 
I    believe  it  might   have    included  tb-* 
whole  population — that  the  prospects  d 
their  sous  in  life  depended  on  thismistr- 
ablo  pretence  of  learning   Greek.    All 
wo  can  do  is  to  weight  it  to  some  e3[teu 
by  the  inqxisition  of  au  extra  fee.   I 
agree  to  all  the  Amendments  suggested 
by  the  noble  Duke,  especially  that  re- 
specting our  Secretary*,   Mr.  Richmoni 
of  whom  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  spetk 
too  liighly.     My  Lords,  I  am  willing  to 
hope  the  best  from  the  new  administra- 
tion of  tho  law.     The  law,  I  repeat,  is 
unaltered;  and,  I  believe,  after  the  a- 
perionce  the  Gt)vcmment  have  had,  ther 
will  leavo  it  unaltered.     And  if  so,  I  du 
not  believe  they,  or  any  future  Gorerc- 
ment,  will  find  it  possible  vexr  mate- 
rially to  depart  from  the  lines  on  whi^h 
we  have  proceeded.     I  have  been  won- 
dered at  for  calling  it  a  **  drastic"  .V:. 
and  tliat  with  the  9th  and  1 0th  section* 
remaining  in  it.      I  am  told  we  havr 
neglected  tho  great  principle  of  coxnpp*- 
mise.     Compromise .     AVhcre,  I  shooll 
like  to  know,  in  the  Act  of  1 869,  is  ther*- 
any  indication  of  compromise  ?     What ! 
fmd  there  is  not  compromise,  but  th'»- 
roughness.     No  doubt,  we  mn3-  be  dnT* -n 
to  it,  as  wo  have  been  partly  driven  to  i: 
during  the  last  two  years,  our  e.xistenw 
being  precarious  and  i)rovisional.    Bu: 
I  deny  that  such  was  the  duty  of  tbo««* 
who  had  to  initiate  the  administrati-^L 
of  the  Act.     They  had  definite  objVt- 
before  them,  and  it  was  their  duty  :o 
tr}'  if  they  could  attain  tliom ;  if  th«  j 
(jould  look  in  doing  so  for  tho  supi^fJit  •»: 
l*arliament  and  of  public  feeling,  tvtn. 
if  needful,  against  that  of  trustees  aij'i 
of  those  on  the   spot.     And   if,    in  m) 
doing — as  we  fully  expt^cted — we  haT** 
been    as    a    forlorn    hope,    and    fall-a 
victims  to  our  own  exertions,  I  am  n-r,- 
tent  that  it  should  be  sf).     For  otu'?<lvi-* 
and  our  reputation,  if  I  eared  for  that. 
1    might   venture  to   indulge    in  BOii:e 
hopofidness.     However  ill  a  savour  uur 
doinp^s  may  have  in  tho  nostril.*?  of  sj^floi* 
oi!  ILcr  Majesty's  Ministers,  of  many 
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newspaper  writers,  and  of  many  Go- 
Teming  Bodies  in  the  country,  I  venture 
to  believe  that  there  will  be  hereafter  a 
ehange  in  this  respect ;  and  that  we  may 
Qfven  be  reckoned  among  those  just  per- 
sons, I  do  not  say  who  need  no  repent- 
ance, but  of  whom  it  is  said  that — 

"  the  actions  of  the  just 
8moll  sweet,  and  blossom  in  tho  dust.'* 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  opposing — 
opposition,  he  know,  would  be  unavail* 
ing — what  he  might  call  this  unfortunate 
measure,  but  of  saying  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  President.  His 
noble  Friend  who  had  just  spoken  (Lord 
liyttelton)  had  touched  with  dignity  and 
effect  upon  what  might  bo  called  the 
personal  aspect  of  the  question,  and  to 
that  part  of  the  subject  he  would  not 
farther  allude.  He  would  not  inquire 
whether  the  old  Commissioners  were  un- 
popular, or,  if  they  were  more  or  less 
unpopular,  whether  the  fact  did  not 
necessarily  arise  from  the  due  discharge 
of  their  duties.  He  thought  it  was  the 
worst  possible  example  that  could  be  set, 
to  transfer  from  men  whose  character  and 
eminence  were  beyond  question,  the  duty 
of  improving  the  endowed  schools  of  the 
ooontry  simply  for  the  reasons  which  had 
been  alleged.  It  could  not  be  for  one  of 
those  reasons — religious  teaching,  for 
his  noble  Friend  was  one  of  the  soundest 
Churchmen  that  he  (Earl  Granville)  knew . 
He  therefore  wished  to  enter  his  protest 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
as  he  considered  tho  measure  totally  un- 
called for,  and  admittedly  unintelligible. 
As  to  those  clauses  of  it,  which  had  been 
abandoned,  he  supposed  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  had  said  all  that  could  be  said 
on  their  behalf.  He  had  told  the  House 
that  the  subject  was  a  very  difficult  one 
to  deal  with,  and  that  he  agreed  with  the 
Prime  Minister  in  the  opinion,  that  when 
the  clauses  came  to  be  examined  they 
wore  perfectly  unintelligible.  Well,  if 
the  Bill  was  unfortimato  as  regarded 
those  clauses,  ho  was  quite  sure  it  was 
still  more  unfortunate  in  causing  the  loss 
to  the  country  of  such  a  man  as  his 
noble  Friend  who  had  just  spoken.  But 
perhaps  tho  person  connected  with  it 
who,  of  aU  others,  was  most  unfortunate 
was  his  noble  Friend  and  Belative  in 
"another  place,"  to  whom  was  com- 
mitted the  introduction  of  a  measure 
which  was  declared  to  be  of  a  warlike 
character  as  against  the  Nonconformists 


of  the  country,  and  who  was  charged 
with  the  duty  of  explaining  its  provi- 
sions, because  the  Prime  Minister  was 
anxious  to  afford  the  younger  Members  of 
the  Ministry  an  opportunity  of  distin- 
guishing themselves.  Now,  he  coidd  state 
that  no  one  was  ever  more  encouraged 
by  his  chiefs  than  he  (Earl  GranvUle) 
was,  in  having  business  given  to  him  to 
transact  in  that  House  which  might, 
perhaps,  have  been  better  performed  by 
another  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House ;  indeed,  he  might  say  that  Lord 
Aberdeen,  Lord  Palmerston,  Lord 
Eussell,  and  Mr.  Gladstone  were  always 
most  desirous  to  give  similar  opportuni- 
ties of  distinction,  but  then  it  was  not 
their  custom  to  entrust  to  him  or  to 
others,  with  that  view,  measures  which, 
after  the  most  anxious  reflection,  they 
themselves  found  to  be  perfectly  unin- 
telligible. He  should  like,  he  might 
add,  to  know  whether  the  draftsman 
by  whom  the  Bill  was  drawn  was  the 
same  who  usually  discharged  the  duty 
for  the  Government.  He  asked  that 
question,  because  his  experience  was, 
that  when  the  Cabinet  had  determined 
on  a  measure.  Sir  Henry  Thring  was 
always  ready  to  say  that,  if  its  meaning 
was  distinctly  explained  to  him,  he  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  putting  it  into  clear 
legal  phraseology.  There  was  a  singular 
coincidence  between  the  clauses  to  which 
he  was  particidarly  referring  and  a 
speech  made  by  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  he  was,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  more  disposed  to  think 
that  the  unintelligible  character  of  the 
Bill  was  scarcely  to  be  attributed  to  their 
professional  adviser.  The  fact  was,  that 
the  Government  themselves  had  no  clear 
idea  of  what  they  intended,  and  were 
forced  under  pressure  to  abandon  those 
clauses.  The  noble  Duke,  he  might 
further  observe,  had  entirely  omitted  to 
make  the  pledge  wliich  he  understood 
had  been  given  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
for  the  reproduction  of  the  clauses  in 
question  next  year;  but  it  was,  at  all 
events,  quite  evident  that  the  new  Com-* 
missioners  could  not  depart  much  from 
the  line  and  the  principles  which  had 
been  adopted  by  their  predecessors. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  that  as 
one  connected  with  the  Governing  Bodies 
of  several  endowed  schools,  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  great  accessibility 
of  the  present  Commissioners  and  the 
great  readiness  which  they  had  always 
manifested  to  discuss  in  tho  fairest  man- 
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iicr  any  objections  wliich  niif^Iit  bo  raised 
on  the  part  of  Governing  Bodies,  and  to 
enter  as  far  as  possible  into  any  com- 
promise, with  the  view  of  meeting  the 
legitimate  wishes  of  tiiistees.  The  sys- 
tem of  graded  schools  was  one  of  the 
most  important,  in  his  opinion,  which 
had  been  introduced  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  was  w(!ll  calculated  to  pro- 
mote the  cause  of  education.  As  to  the 
system  of  election  in  the  case  of  tlie 
Governing  Bodies,  he  must  also  say  that 
ho  looked  upon  it  as  a  very  material  im- 
provement, and  as  one  which  was  likely 
to  work  satisfactorily  for  tln^  future  well- 
being  of  the  schools.  Without  con- 
curring in  everything  that  had  been 
done  by  thi^  Commissioners,  and  not, 
certainly,  agreeing  with  all  that  liad 
been  said,  he  felt  bound  to  bear  tliis 
testimony.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
however,  he  did  not  think  that  there  was 
any  ojition  left  to  the  Government  with 
respect  to  making  th<'  proposed  change, 
which  had,  ho  belii'ved,  been  made  in 
the  wisest  and  mo^t  simple  manner.  Ho 
knew  two  of  the  gentlemen  who  were 
to  bo  appointed  under  the  1^11,  and 
there  could,  in  his  opinion,  be  no  more 
judicious  selertion. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  had  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  oonsti-urtion  of  the  Act  of 
1809,  and  the  general  doctrine  of  cliarit- 
able  uses.  It  was  quite  natural  that  the 
nobh'  Lord  should  roler  to  these  topics  ; 
Init  at  the  same  lime,  they  did  not  ap- 
pear to  liini  .the  Lord  < 'lianccllor)  to  bo 
relevant  to  the  subject  now  before  the 
J  Louse.  However,  he  rose  rather  to 
make  a  lew  remarks  on  what  liad 
fallen  from  the  nobh'  Lord  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
with  respect  to  the  drafting  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  he,  for  (Uie,  was  quite  ready 
to  bear  his  testimonv  to  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  the  duties  of  the 
draftsman  of  the  Govtjrnment  liad  for 
years  been  performed,  especially  when 
the  great  pressure  which  was  put  upon 
him  towards  the  ch)se  of  the  Session 
was  taken  into  account.  Nothing  should 
he  d(?preeate  so  nmch,  and  of  nothing 
shouhl  he  be  mc)r(^  ashamed,  than  that 
tlie  Govenimtnt,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member  shouhl  attempt  to  throw  upon 
the  draftsmen  the  responsibility  which 
rested  upon  themselves,  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  his  right  lion.  Friend  the 
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Prime  Minister,  in  any  observadonil* 
might  liavo  niudo  in  reference  to  d.- 
liill,  had  attempted  to  shelter  '1* 
Government  at  the  expense  of  the  drafc- 
men  who  drew  it.  The  responsibility  U 
the  Bill  in  its  present  and  ahui  in  :*j 
original  shape  rested  upon  the  GoT..n.- 
ment,  and  upon  the  Govc^mment  al'»!i». 
and  ho  protested  against  the  niim(->  «i 
gentlemen  who  were  not  there  t'»  pr- 
tect  themselves  being  introduieJ  ii*.' 
the  discussion. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  said,  h-  lA 
always  regarded  the  Act  of  18(1'.*  as  4 
very  crude  measure,  and  that  nianv.i 
its  clauses  had  been  acce[»tt^  in  iia: 
House  merely  because  they  were  n : 
understood.  As  regarded  the  Cuiimii- 
sioners,  he  thought  they  had  broufrlit 
their  fate  on  themselves  by  foi^ttiii 
tlio  pn)verb  about  giving  a  judgmtc: 
witlnmt  giving  reasons,  for  their  at:* 
Iiad  given  less  ofTunee  than  the  priudiiit^ 
on  which  they  rested  them,  lie  wi.*L-i 
to  see  the  notion  whicli  tlio  ( ^ouimiskMun- 
ers  had  adopted,  that  tlieso  endowtufnii 
were  national  x)roperty,  entirely  rtpu- 
diated,  because  in  the  woixls  of  a  '^tvjX 
authority,  the  State  was  tlie  supren.- 
guardian  but  not  tlie  pro2)rietor  of  thtL*. 
It  was  neither  good  policy,  nor  gonerviL- 
nor  creditable  for  a  great  nati^u  :■> 
seize  on  endowments  of  this  eharattvr 
to  which  the  national  funds  had  n-it 
contributed  a  single  farthing,  lit*  dli 
not  doubt  that  tlio  State  liad  it>  luc  - 
tions  in  reference  to  these  dcho<jls.  ar.d 
his  vote  should  always  bo  given  in  lu:- 
therance  of  arrangements  calculated  :  > 
promote  puiposes  of  public  utility  ai-l 
advantage  in  their  uiuaagciuont.  }U 
hoped  something  would  be  done  nti: 
►Session  to  modify  the  operation  of  tip- 
Act  of  1869,  and  particularly  of  it«  Vx'n 
clause,  which  the  Commissioners  th'.*;-- 
selves  admitted  to  have  acted  very  ui- 
equally. 

Loud  STANLEY  c»f  ALDERLtY. 
said,  that  the  noble  Duke  the  Lonl  I'n- 
sident  of  the  Council,  had  not  oxagp- 
rated  the  unpopularity  attending  ilif 
Endowed  ISchools  Conmiission.  but  he 
thought  he  was  wrong  in  attributing  ii 
to  the  Commissi^mers  and  not  to  tL-- 
Act.  Having  voted  against  every  8chtm»- 
the  rejection  of  which  had  been  moved 
in  that  House,  ho  had  always  heard  iii? 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Lyttelton)  say,  an'I 
he  believed  quite  correctly,  that  thf 
faidt  was  the  fault  of  the  Act,  and  &oi 
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was  ap- 
viir  IS05,  anil  wnfl  re- 
.  itiM.  During  tho  time 
-  vlapisi'd  they  have  pre- 
■  ■iiiiiiip  nnd  vnluablo 
■'-'Clh  Hnil  tinnl  Uoport  in, 
'  [iriiit.  and  will  nhortlj 
Miiiuwhiio,  proposals 
'til  iliu  Hiilijwt  wi>n>  Biib- 
IImiim'  <if  CominnDs  in 
'iilnnvii;  nuil  u  Uill  was 
'  :li>'  Wonw  of  Lords  lat^t 
■..:i  Si'lirt Committee,  and 
iidniwn.  80  soon  as  the 
~  ill  my  hands,  I  proposo 
)'"i'i>iiniiondationa  of  the 
■  "luhiidiiKl  in  a  shape  tit 
I.  r' I)  that  the  Qoveriinuint 
.1  ili'luriuination  during  the 
>'r  or  not  it  shall  lie  Hub- 
liiiniont  next  Session. 


■    THE  COXCOllDATUM  FrXIl. 
QUESTION. 

i:i!RINGTON  asked  the  Chief 

liy  for  Ireland,  AVliothor  it  is  in- 

1  that  the  pensionH  charged  on  the 

rilntiim  Fund  nhnll    in  future  hv 

■  I'lir  the  lives  of  thu  recipients,  as 

ilin  custom  until  last    year;  and. 

.■■ilieritis  the  iutontion  of  tho  Lonl 

^'UtenaIlt  to  continue  ttic  nysti'm  of  in- 

■•tigating  the  claims  of  applicants  fur 

nsions  diarged  on  this  Fund,  which 

ka  Mtablishcd  by  Lonl  Spi'iicor,  and 

.Te  mcb  general  satisfaction  ? 

EhB  MICIIAEL  HICKS -BEAOII: 

r,    in    Derember    last    tlie    Treasiirj- 

tified  to  the  Irish  GoTenmient  that  it 

U  Hbxax  intention   that  in   future  no 

Mih  pensions  should   bo  erouted,  and 

\  latw  recipients  of   donations   nomi- 

itid  in  conaection  witli  the-  Coucurda- 


tum  Fund ;  and  that,  ns  pensions  ceased, 
the  ^Vimual  Vote  shoidd  lie  gradually 
redutyd  and  linally  extiuguished.  It  iw, 
thcivforo,  not  in  the  piiwcr  of  the  Lord 
Ijleutonant  to  graut  uny  more  pensions 
from  the  Coueordatuiu  l-'und. 

Pl^liLTC  HEALTH  A<T  ^FEVRH  AT 
CLAYTON  WEST.  -(JI'ESTIONV 

Mu.  ALFUKD  M.VRTEN'  uske.l  the 
Pi'Csiilout  of  the  LiM'jil  Govern mi-i it 
lioard,  Wluithoi-  his  utteiition  has  boi-u 
called  to  a  ri'ci-nt  outbreak  of  typhoid 
fever  at  Olavtuu  West,  near  Iluddei-s- 
field;  and.  whether  he  is  awai-e  what 
ineasureK  have  been  taken  hy  the  I/>eal 
Sunitorj-  Itoiiid  of  that  plai'e  to  astiTf  aiii 
the  cause  of  the  outbreafc,  and  jirevent 
tlie  spread  of  the  disease? 

Mk.  SCIATElt-BlMITTl :  Sir,  so  long 
ago  as  the  earh-  part  of  July  the  atten- 
tion of  the  lj>c-al  (Juvenininnf  Hoard  was 
called  to  thin  outbreak  of  entoric  fever 
at  Clayton  West,  and  they  imini-diately 
inquired  of  the  enuitarv  uutborilv  about 
it.  They  were  iiifi.nned  that  fluMlisease 
was  attributable  to  the  stiite  i.f  the  drains, 
that  disinfect  ants  were  bi'ing  applied, 
thnt  tlio  siek  wen>  lieiiig  isolated,  and 
that  steps  were  being  taken  to  iiupnive 
the  water  supply.  So  matters  stood  till 
lust  Friday,  when,  in  eolise(|ueuef,  1  f>;iir, 
of  the  exti.'usion  of  the  eiiideiuic,  appli- 
cation was  mailf  tliat  .in  Inspector 
should  be  sent  down.  This  application 
will  be  attended  to  a-s  soon  as  possible. 

JIETllOrOIJS- THE   KECENTS  LAXAI,. 

(JUESTIOX. 

Mil.  rOliSYTII  asked  tlio  President 
of  th<>  Local  (ioremmeiit  Doard,  AVhe- 
ther  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
polluted  state  of  thi^  water  in  the  Ke- 
jjent'a  Cuiial,  esiKiially  that  portion  of 
It  in  c-Ione  proximitv  in  the  /oological 
Gai-dens ;  and,  if  it  'is  llie  fact  that  the 
refuse  of  the  animals  in  these  gardens 
is  emptied  in  the  canal ;  and,  if  so. 
whether  any  action  will  be  taken  to  pre- 

Mr.  SCLATER-lWOXn:  Sir.  mv 
atteution  lias  not  been  called  officially 
to  the  matter;  and,  indeed,  us  inyhon. 
Friend  is  aware,  the  Ijiical  Government 
Office  lias  little  to  du  witli  the  sanitary 
afl'airs  of  the  metropolis ;  but  I  linvo 
liad  the  oiipiirtunity  of  making  jirivnte 
inquiries,  and  I  have  been  informed  that 


1143 


MetropolU — 


{COMMONS]         PluniBiead  Common.        IIU 


Another  Amendinont  made,  in  line  24, 
by  leaving  out  the  word  **  throe,"  and 
inserting  the  word  **  six,"  instead 
thereof. 

Another  Amendment  made,  in  line  27, 
by  omitting  the  words  **  at  least  two- 
thirds,"  and  inserting  the  words  '*  a 
majority,"  instead  thereof. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  27,  after 
the  word  *'  authority,"  to  insert  the 
words  ^*  and  of  at  least  two- thirds  of 
the  members  of  the  board  of  guardians, 
and."— (Ji^^  0' Conor  Don,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  iiegatived. 

Another  Amendment  made,  in  line  29, 
by  inserting  after  the  word  "  submitted," 
the  words  *'  tlien  present  and  voting 
thereon." 

Another  Amendment  made,  in  lines  30 
and  31,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
**  signed  by  all  such  members  of  each  of 
such  bodies  as  shall  have  approved  the 
same  and  shall  be." 

Ordcnd^  Thitt  whrn  in  any  llailway  IJill  a 
lJi't>\-ision  is  insn-tcd  Ly  whicli  tht*  juiyment  of 
any  nioncys  is  ilincily  or  continjifpntly  I'liarf^ful 
iilK)n  »i:i-;in<l  Jury  crss,  or  any  otln-r  local  rate  in 
Ir«'lan(l  Ijy  nirans  ot'  a  «^uariintt'c  or  othrrwist*, 
such  Hill  shall,  aftrr  the  lii"Ht  n.'ailinjjf  thereof, 
he  ri'feiTcd  to  the  Kxaniiners,  who  shall  repoil 
as  to  conii)liance  or  non-compliance  with  the 
following'  Ordi-r :- - 

A  copy  ot*  the  Iiill,  as  deiK»sited  in  the  1*11- 
vate  I)ill  Olhce,  sli.iU  he  Mihiuitti'd  to  the  ^rand 
jury  <ir  rtthrr  authority  t'iu]>owered  to  present 
such  ^-.md  jury  cess,  t>r  to  luak*'  such  local  i*ate, 
an<l  aiMMtrdintr  as  t]'*-  luviuent  of  ;inv  nion»"V8  is 
hy  the  said  IHll  ])Vopos<'«l  to  he  chai'«;:ed  u])(»n  a 
county  at  Iriri^*-.  or  u}ion  oiu-  or  more  haroniesin 
any  eounty,  or  upon  any  part  or  parts  of  any 
harony  «»r  ]»aroTn»'s,  such  l*ill  shall  also  he  suh- 
mittrd  to  jiresmtuH-nt  sessions  for  such  county 
at  larijrr,  or  for  sueh  haronv  or  haronii's,  as  the 
case  may  he,  and  also  to  lh«'  jxior  law  jifuardians 
of  I'Vcry  union  in  whirli  any  lands  proi»oscd  to 
he  thari::r<l  with  the  paynunt  of  any  momys 
are  situate 

Niiti«i!  of  ;in  intention  to  suhmit  a  copy  of 
su«h  IJill  to  such  yfrand  iurv  or  other  authority, 
and  to  sufh  pn-smtnu-nt  sesMoiis  and  Ixiard  of 
Pfuardians,  sliall  In-  iriven  jirrviously  to  suh- 
mittiuLC  till-  same  to  the  sccii'tarv  or  ch-rk  <if 
such  irraml  iurv  or  autlioritv  and  hoard  of 
iruardians,  and  hv  a<lv(iliscmcnt  in^eili'd  once 
in  cacli  of  two  consecutive  weeks  in  Mime  oni; 
and  the  same  ncwsi)apir iiuhlished  in  tlie  county 
Ujion  whicli,  or  uimui  any  harony  or  hai'<»nies  iti 
whicli,  it  is  iiriijiosi'd  hy  tin;  IJill  to  impose.-  any 
local  rati'  t»r  <har:,a',  or  if  in  such  county  no 
ncwspapi'r  is  puMishcd,  then  in  some  oin'  and 
the  sjinu'  newsjiapi-r  puhlished  in  any  adjoinini^ 
county  and  also  in  some  one  mominj^  news- 
jiaper  puhlished  in  Duhlin. 


A  copy  of  such  Bill  shall  he  Bubmittt-d  n't 
earlior  than  six  months  Ix'foro  the  time  fixt^  {.» 
the  dciK)Hit  of  Huch  Bill,  and  not  earlior  than  ::l' 
i»cvcnth  day  after  the  last  insertion  of  exX  ui- 
vcrtiscmcnt :  and  shall  ho  approvfd  hy  a  ej- 
Jority  of  the  members   of  the   errand  'm   t 
authority,  pmsentment  Kession^s  and  hard    i 
g'mirdians  respectively  to  which  the  sani'  *ul 
have  l»ecn  sul»mitt<'d  then  present  and  v.:;ar 
then'on,  and  the  i>re8entment   or  n>i>luti'n  i 
each  of  the  said  hodios  appronng  the  sam*'  ihiil 
he  deposited  at  the  l*rivate  Bill  Office,  tt-j*!!-: 
with  a  utatement  under  the  hand  of  the  f  orrns::, 
chairman,  or  other  p<.'r8on  pn-fiidinp  i^h»'a  »i>i 
preseutnuTit  was  made,  or  sut-h  rt*duiivin  tm 
])assed,  of  the  numher   of   thi*   mtciK^rs  lias 
pri'sent. 

To  follow  Standing  Order  171  :— 

(As  to  hills  relating  to  local  provenunent  ii 
lr<;land.) 

Onhred^  That  whenever  bv  any  Bill  ap^ili:a- 
tion  is  made  by  or  on  iM'hnl^  of  any  niunuifc 
corporation,  municipal  connniiwioners,  or  t  vn 
or  other  (M^nimissioners  in  Indand  for  any  vt^ 
IKtwers  or  f or  any  incrt*ai$ed  or  additional  pov{ii 
the  promoters  shall  he  n.-qiiired  to  oliuin  i 
ceiliiicate  under  the  seal  of  th»j  Local  Govr-n- 
mi^t  Bosird  of  Ireland,  setting  forth  wbttb« 
siurli  ap]dicati<m  is  made  vnih.  or  withoat  thf 
sanction  and  api)roval  of  the  wtid  Local  Govrd- 
ment  Board,  which  certificato  shall  \h'  prodn>^^ 
licfore  th(^  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  i»  p* 
femKl,  and  shiiU  be  re|)ortcd  upon  by  the  Mid 
CommittfM'. 

Ortfnrff,  Tluit  tho  said  Orders  be  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House. 

METlt(  )P(  )L1S  —  TLUMSTEAD    COMM<  »X. 

QUESTION. 

«iu  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  ask^ 
tlio  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  WhetL-r 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  Artillery  station*  d 
at  Woolwich  habitually  leave  W<x)lwii  h 
Common  and  exercise  over  Plumstt;ii 
Common,  thorehy  destroy  in  j?  the  surta'e 
and  seriously  interfering  with  its  usel^r 
purposes  of  recreation  ;  and,  if  so.  wh*  - 
thor  lie  "^ill  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
continuance  of  the  injury ;  and,  whctht  r 
the  opinion  of  the  legal  advisers  of  ih? 
War  Office  has  been  taken  on  the  pi»ii:t 
of  whether  such  use  of  the  Common  i* 
legal,  or  whether  it  is  included  in  th* 
lease  of  manorial  rights  to  the  War 
Office? 

Mr.  GATHOENE  hardy,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Artillery  stationed  at 
Woolwich  did  leave  there  and  exercirt 
over  Flumstcad  Common,  inasmuch  as 
they  were  compelled  to  do  so  in  conH"- 
quenco  of  not  having  sufficient  space  on 
AVoolwich  Common.  As  to  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question, 
his  answer  was,  that  the  legal  advisers 
I  of  the  War  Office  were  considted  in  1862 
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aa  to  that  oourse  being  legal,  and  their 
answer  was,  that  the  Artulery  enjoyed 
the  same  right  to  practice  on  Plumstead 
Common  wmch  was  enjoyed  since  1745. 

RIVERS  rOLLUTION  COMMISSION. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIR  asked  the 
IVesident  of  the  Local  Government 
Soard,  Whether  he  intends,  next  Ses- 
sion, to  deal  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission  and  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  re- 
^rd  to  the  pollution  of  rivers  ? 

Mr.  SCJLATER. BOOTH:  Sir,  the 
fivers  Pollution  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed in  the  year  1865,  and  was  re- 
constituted in  1868.  During  the  time 
that  has  thus  elapsed  they  have  pre- 
sented five  interesting  and  valuable 
Keports.  A  sixth  and  final  Report  is, 
I  am  told,  in  print,  and  will  shortly 
be  presented.  Meanwhile,  proposals 
for  legislation  on  the  subject  were  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
ld72,  and  withdrawn;  and  a  Bill  was 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords  last 
year,  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
afterwards  withdrawn.  So  soon  as  the 
final  Report  is  in  my  hands,  I  propose 
to  have  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  embodied  in  a  shape  fit 
for  legislation,  so  that  the  Government 
may  come  to  a  determination  during  the 
Secess  whether  or  not  it  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  next  Session. 


IBELAND— THE  CONCORDATUM  FUND. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  the  pensions  charged  on  the 
Concord  atum  Fund  shall  in  future  be 
given  for  the  lives  of  the  recipients,  as 
was  the  custom  until  last  year;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  continue  the  system  of  in- 
vestigating the  claims  of  applicants  for 
pensions  charged  on  this  Fund,  which 
was  established  by  Lord  Spencer,  and 
gave  such  general  satisfaction  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  in  December  last  the  Treasury 
notified  to  the  Irish  Government  that  it 
was  their  intention  that  in  future  no 
fresh  pensions  should  be  created,  and 
no  new  recipients  of  donations  nomi- 
nated in  connection  with  the  Concorda- 


turn  Fund ;  and  that,  as  pensions  ceased, 
the  Annual  Vote  should  be  gradually 
reduced  and  finally  extinguished.  It  is, 
therefore,  not  in  the  power  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  grant  any  more  pensions 
from  the  Concordatum  Fimd. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT— FEVER  AT 
CLAYTON  WEST.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ALFRED  MARTEN  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  recent  outbreak  of  typhoid 
fever  at  Clayton  West,  near  Hudders- 
field;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  what 
measures  have  been  taken  by  the  Local 
Sanitary  Board  of  that  place  to  ascertain 
the  cause  of  the  outbreak,  and  prevent 
the  spread  of  the  disease  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  Sir,  so  long 
ago  as  the  early  part  of  July  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
called  to  this  outbreak  of  enteric  fever 
at  Clayton  West,  and  they  immediately 
inquired  of  the  sanitary  authority  about 
it.  They  were  informed  that  the  disease 
was  attributable  to  the  state  of  the  drains, 
that  disinfectants  were  bein^  applied, 
that  the  sick  were  being  isolated,  and 
that  steps  were  being  taken  to  improve 
the  water  supply.  So  matters  stood  till 
last  Friday,  when,  in  consequence,  I  fear, 
of  the  extension  of  the  epidemic,  appli- 
cation was  made  that  an  Inspector 
should  be  sent  down.  This  application 
will  be  attended  to  as  soon  as  possible. 

METROPOLIS— THE  REGENTS  CANAL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
polluted  state  of  the  water  in  the  Re- 
gent's Canal,  especially  that  portion  of 
it  in  close  proximity  to  the  Zoological 
Gardens ;  and,  if  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
refuse  of  the  animals  in  these  gardens 
is  emptied  in  the  canal;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  action  will  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  same  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH:  Sir,  my 
attention  has  not  been  called  officially 
to  the  matter ;  and,  indeed,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  is  aware,  the  Local  Government 
Office  has  little  to  do  with  the  sanitary 
affairs  of  the  metropolis ;  but  I  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  making  private 
inquiries,  and  I  have  been  informed  that 
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little  more  tlian  surface  water  passes  from 
the  Zoological  Society's  Gardens  into  tlie 
Regent's  Canal,  the  whole  refuse  of  the 
animals  being  removed  by  a  contractor ; 
and  that  when  the  water  draining  from 
the  gardens  into  the  canal  was  examined 
some  time  back  by  the  medical  officer  of 
health  of  St,  Pancras,  it  was  pronounced 
to  be  free  from  deleterious  matter,  and 
far  purer  than  the  water  of  the  Canal 
itself. 


^[KTKOPOLIS— HYDE-PAKK   CORNEK. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  AV.  GOEDON  (for  Sir  Cilvrles 
Rt'ssell)  askod  the  First  Commissioner 
(»r  AVorks,  \\Tiothor  lio  is  in  a  position 
to  state  the  nature  of  the  Government 
pro2)osals  to  relievo  the  pressure  of  traffic 
between  Hamilton  Place  and  Grosvenor 
Place;  and,  if  the  plans  for  carrying 
out  this  object  can  be  shown  before  the 
close  of  the  Session  ? 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX:  Sir,  I 
liave  decided  what  I  think  will  be  the 
best  moans  of  relieving  the  traffic.  The 
])lnn,  which  it  will  bo  my  duty  to  sub- 
mit, and  which  I  liope  may  meet  with 
tho  api^roval  of  Parliament,  is  designed 
to  divert  a  lai-go  part  of  the  traffic  by 
making  a  road  across  the  Park  from 
Hiunilton  Place  to  (Jrosvcnor  Place. 
Til  is  road  will  bo  700  foot  long,  and 
()0  foot  wide,  and  will  bo  made  with  the 
easy  gradient  of  1  in  (50,  passing  under 
(V institution  TTill  by  moans  of  a  bridge  ; 
tliat  bridge  will  bo  10  f(.M>t  high  over  the 
])rop<)s«Ml  road,  that  being  the  height 
jn-escribod  for  railways  when  passing 
uvi^r  a  r(.iad.  Th<^  alt^n'ation  in  the  gra- 
dient of  the  proposed  bridge,  as  regards 
C/'onstilution  Hill,  will  be  scarcely  per- 
ooptiblo.  By  pt.-rniission  of  the  Soijoant- 
at-Anns,  the  model  will  be  placed  in 
one  of  the  romiuittoo  Eooms  to-mon'ow  ; 
and  as  many  hon.  Members  may  bo 
leaving  liondon,  I  have  placed  in  the 
Library  to-day  the  plan  from  which  the 
model  was  made. 

Sir  JAMES  HOGG  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord 
whether  it  was  likely  the  work  would 
commence  oarlv  in  the  Autumn,  so  as 
to  remove  the  inconvenience  as  soon  as 
possible  ? 

Lord  TIENEY  LENNOX  said,  that 
as  the  Question  involved  an  expenditure 
of  jiublic  money,  he  could  not  give  tlie 
hon.  Gentleman  any  promise,   without 

Mr,  Srliilir-Booth 


the  concurrence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  H* 
could,  however,  assure  him  tliat  tW 
would  be  commonccd  as  soon  as  |«>^ 
sible. 


IRISH   FISHERTES   DEPARTMEXT- 
GUXBOATS.— QI.T-:STI(  >N. 

Mr.  O'CLERY  asked  the  Chiof  Se,Tw 
tary  for  L:eland,  Wliether  it  is  the  inttrn- 
tion  of  the  Government  to  carrv  out  tha 
portion  of  the  Keport  of  the  lnspect^»^ 
of  Irish  Fisheries,  with  regard  to  harjig 
a  cutter  or  gunboat  placed  permau'^ntW 
under  their  control  for  tlie  protrttion  uf 
the  fisheries,  and  to  enable  tlie  Dtpart- 
ment  to  carry  out  dosirahlc  experim»-nL* : 
and,  wliether  it  is  the  fact  that,  although 
the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  has  for  ihif 
purpose  a  vessel  of  100  to  1.30  tons, 
with  a  crew  of  22  men  ;  and,  when  re- 
quired, the  aid  of  as  many  gunboati^  u 
may  be  necessary,  the  Irish  Fisheiy 
Department  has  not  under  its  contp'j 
even  one  such  vessel  ? 

Sir  MICIL\EL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  the  recommendation  to  which  th« 
hon.  Member  alludes  is  contained  in  tk 
Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fish*^ 
ries,  which  has  been  roeontly  is>utd. 
and  the  Government  have  not  vt-t  had 
time  fully  to  ascertain  wliether  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Fishorj-  I)upartmeni 
demand  the  exclusive  use  of  a  cutter  or 
gunboat.  I  may  say,  however,  HiaX 
whenever  the  Inspector.s  have  ask»:-J  f"r 
the  use  of  a  (rovemment  vessel  to  «'n- 
force  the  fishery  laws  or  preserve  order, 
their  ret^uest  has  been  invariably  turn- 
plied  with,  as  far  as  practical )k»  with 
other  dt^mands  on  the  Koyal  ^FariLr. 
For  example,  they  have  ha«l  th*-  use  of 
gunboats  on  the  l^ast  Coast  of  In*land, 
where  the  lu^rring  fisheries  are  carried 
on  ;  on  the  South  Coast,  at  Kin;^!*',  fur 
the  preservation  of  or<l(?r  during  tLf 
mackerel  fishery;  and  for  the  .salmon 
fi-shing  at  the  mouth  of  the  Blackwatc-r. 
near  Youghal.  The  Scotch  Fisiu-ries  arv 
nmcli  more  extensive,  and  are  resuried 
to  by  more  fishermen  of  foreign  nation- 
alities ;  and  it  cannot  but  be  a  siitisfar- 
tion  to  any  one  connected  witli  In-lanJ 
that  it  should  be  more  easy  to  presfTVf 
order  among  her  fishermen,  and  to  se- 
cure the  due  execution  of  the  llsLeiy 
laws  in  her  waters,  than  is  the  case  in 
S<'otland. 
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■  THE   MAGISTRACY— ROCHESTER  CITY 
BENCIL— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  asked  the  Secretary 
of   State   for    the  Home  Department, 
'  Whether  it  is  not  the  case  that  it  has 
f  been  for  some  years  the  constant  prac- 
I  tice  of  Lord  Chancellors  to  communicate 
with  the  corporations  of  boroughs  be- 
fore new  magistrates  are  appointed ;  why 
this  practice  was  not  observed  in  the 
fiase    of    the    recent    appointments    at 
Sochester ;  and,  whether,  with  reference 
-to  the  Home  Secretary's  statement  as  to 
the  political  opinions  of  the  Justices  of 
Itochester,  any  record  exists  of  the  poli- 
tical opinions  of  justices;  and,  if  so,  on 
'what  authority  he  made  that  statement  ? 
Mb.   ASSHETON  CEOSS:   I  have, 
Sir,  communicated  since  the  Question 
"was  put  on  the  Paper  with  my  noble 
IViend  the  Lord  Chancellor.      He    is 
most  ready  at  any  time  to  receive  and 
l^ve  the  fullest  consideration  to  any  re- 
presentations which  municipal  corpora- 
tions may  desire  to  make  to  him  as  to 
the  necessity  for  any  addition  to  the 
Bench,  and  as  to  the  names  of  persons 
which  they  may  desire  to  submit  to  his 
consideration  with  a  view  to  their  ap- 
pointment.    At  the  same  time,  he  con- 
siders that  the  responsibility  of  selecting 
.    and  appointing  proper  persons  for  the 
Bench  belongs  to  him,  and  not  to  the 
'    municipal  corporation  or  any  other  per- 
son or  persons;  nor  can  ho  admit  the 
right  of  any  corporation  or  persons  to 
require  him  to  make  a  communication 
to  them  previous  to  appointing  magis- 
trates.    Of  course,  he  cannot  undertake 
to  say  what  has   been   the  practice  of 
previous  Tjord  Chancellors.     The  magis- 
trates of  Rochester  must  be  very  extra- 
ordinary persons  indeed,  if  they  think 
their  political  opinions  are  not  known. 
It  is  very  well  known  what  are  the  poli- 
tical   opinions   of   magistrates    in    the 
county  with  which  I  am  connected. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  should  re- 
peat the  Question  as  to  the  authority  on 
which  the  Home  Secretary  made  a  state-? 
ment  respecting  the  political  opinions  of 
the  justices  of  Eochester. 

IRELAND— OYSTER   BEDS    OFF   WEX- 
FORD AND  WICKLOW.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'CLERY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish 
Fisheries  Department  has  received  any 


information  with  regard  to  the  existence 
of  large  unworked  oyster  beds  off  the 
coasts  of  Wexford  and  Wicklow ;  and, 
whether  the  Inspectors  have  taken,  or 
propose  to  take,  any  steps  to  ascertain 
if  such  oyster  beds  exist  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  some  Arklow  fishermen  reported  to 
the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  over  a  year 
ago  that  they  believed,  owing  to  having 
taken  up  some  oysters  when  engaged  in 
fishing  operations  outside  the  Kish  Bank, 
that  an  oyster  bed  existed  there.  The 
place  the  fishermen  indicated  is  nearly 
14  miles  from  the  shore,  and  dredging 
operations  can  only  be  carried  on  during 
fine  weather.  The  Inspectors  of  Fishe- 
ries contemplated  making  some  investi- 
gations last  year,  to  ascertain  whether 
the  supposition  of  their  informants  was 
correct,  but  other  engagements  prevented 
them  until  the  season  became  too  ad- 
vanced. Before  this  summer  is  over 
they  propose  doing  so,  and  intend  forth- 
with applying  for  a  Government  vessel 
for  the  purpose,  which  will  probably  be 
granted .  The  place  where  the  fishermen 
got  the  oysters  lies  off  the  Wicklow 
coast,  more  towards  Dublin  than  Wex- 
ford. 

IRELAND— IRISH  FINES  FUND. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  K  he  proposes  to 
take  any  step  to  put  an  end  to  the  pay- 
ment of  fiYQ  hundred  pounds  annually  out 
of  the  Irish  Fines  Fund  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  the  office  on  account  of  which 
such  payment  was  formerly  made  having 
been  abolished  so  long  since  as  the  year 
1 850  ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
no  provision  exists  for  superannuation 
or  retiring  allowance  for  the  Begii^trar 
of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  in  Ireland  and 
the  officers  in  his  department ;  and,  if  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
make  any  provision  for  that  object  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  made  it  his  duty  to 
make  a  communication  to  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject,  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
they  had  not  consented  to  give  up  the 
annual  payment.  He  hoped,  however, 
to  prevail  on  them  to  do  so,  and  should 
be  glad  if  he  succeeded.  With  regard 
to  retiring  allowances  for  the  officers  in 
the  department,  the  Treasury  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  provide  them,  as 
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the  lion.  GenUeman  must  be  aweire  tliat  Nortli  Atlantic  Steam  Traffic  Confera 

the  department  was  sustained  entirely  by  last  March  deprecated  any  comnak 

the  Fees  Fund,  not  by  payments  from  rule.    The  late  Admiral  Fitzroy  taoai 

the  Exchequer.  it  impossible  for  sailing  vessels.    A  J 

has  been  introduced  on  the  subject 

:mETROP()LIS— BOW  street  police  Congress,  not  by  the  Oovemment— 

COURT.— QUESTION.  nothing  has  been  enacted.  Inquiries 

Mr.    EUSSELL    GUENET    asked  Jfif,  "^.t! ''^i^'T,?^^*?'!!  ' 

XI     f^'    i.  n         •    •           jf^xT    -L.    ixn.  passed    with    otiier    countries    on 

Tiie  First  Commissioner  01  Avorks,  \Vne-  gl,u:g«f 

tlier  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  •' 

utterly  insufficient  accommodation  at  the 

Bow  Street  Police  Court,  and,  when  a  JUDICATURE  ACT— BII-L.«^  OF  Si 

now  Coui-t  is  likely  to  be  provided,  for  AMENDMENT  BILL.— urESllnN! 

which  £10  000  was  voted  by  ParHament  j^       j    ^^  gj^  13.^^jly  James  and 

111  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  r  RoEBrcK 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX,  in  r«ply,  Tiie  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ! 

said,  the  attention  of  the  Office  of  Works  tj^^t  when  the  Supreme  Court  of  JuJ 

hiid  for  two  .years  been  constantly  cOled  ^uro  Act  ( 1873)  Suspension  BUI  got 

to  the  insufficient  aocoinmodation  at  Bow  Committoo,  ho  wouft  explain  the  co 

btreet  Pohce  Court     It  was  true  that  a  ^j^j^^  ^^^  Government  intended  to 

sum  of  money  had  been  expended  last  ^^y^  ^  ^^  ^^  it     ^yjtl^  refer.^nc«  tt 

year  under  the  sanction  of  Parliament  jj^j^  ^^^^^  Amentlmont  Bill  and 

towards  the  purchase  of  a  new  site  in  County  Courts  BUI,  which  stood  x 

Castle  btreet  Leicester  Square  ;  but  the  ^^^  p^       ^^  ^  ^^^^  reading,  he  n 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart-  explain  that  those  were  mea«ires  * 

luent  had  requested  him  to  cease  look-  ^^  ^^^^  introduced  by  the  Lord  C 

lUR  to  that  site,  as  another  part  of  Lon-  ^^jj^     j^  consequence  of  numerous 

d(,n  would  be  more  convenient  for  carry-  presentations  mRde  to  him  from  diif< 

lug  on  the  Police  duties  of  the  Metro-  J,art8  of  the  country.  They  had,  how. 

1'"  arrived  at  a  period  of  the  Session  t 

it  would  be  impossible  to  proceed 

MKUCANTILE  MAKIXE-OCEAN  ROADS,  them,  the  more  especially  as  thev  c 

QUESTION.  not  bo  taken  after  half-pnst   12. 'in 

Mr.  ANDEllSON  asked  the  President  sequence  of  Notices   for  their  rejw 

of  the    Board  of  Trade,  If,  since  the  leaving  been  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

question  was  last  asked,  ho  has  given  should  m  consoquenco,  when  these 

any  attention  to  the  subject  of  Ocean  ^o'®  reached,  move  that  the  Ordei 

Eoads,  or  if  lio  will  do  so  during  the  discharged,  and  that  the  Bills  be  i 

Ht'cess,  with  the  view  of  endeavouring,  drawn, 
in  concert  witli  otlier  Governments,  to 
establish  certain  sailiucr  tracks  to  reduce 

tlio  risk  of  collision  at  sea  ?  VVmAO  WOllsniP  RKGULATTOX  B 

8lU    Cn.lELES    ADDERLEY:     Sir,  {Mr.  Rn.»rit  GnrHei,.) 

tho  subject  of  ocean  roads  has  long  been  [bill  236.]     third  itiLvDnro. 

iinder  the  careful  consideration  of  the  Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

]>oard  of  Trade;  but  it  is  found  very        ■»,-  4.- ^^^   ^   ^  ^-v        .. 

Trt*     li.       1       i.   1    •    1 1    i.    r  Motion  made,  and  duestion  propo 

difficult  and  not  desirable  to  nx  a  com-  <<mi  ^x  4.1  ^  ii-n  1^                     j  ii.  '*i 

y              IT            4.   *     1             1   •  JLhat  the  iJill  be  now  read  the  ll 

pulsory  rule.     In  most  trades,  and  m  .-^^  »     /  ^^^    ©.,«    it  r^            \ 

fi       wi     X-           i.-     1     1      i.1.           i.     •  time.  — {Mr.  Russell  nurneu,^ 

tlio  Atlantic   particularly,  the   route  is  ^                                 ^  ' 

necessarily  allocted  by  the  season.  Ocean  Mil.    DISRAELI:    Sir,     I    thint 

roads  are  not  so  important  as  roads  in  will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  Ho 

more   confined   waters,   as  the  English  if  I  read  a  letter  which  I  have  just 

and  Irish  Channels ;  and  the  ocean  route  ceived  with  reference   to    the   office 

adopted  by  the  Cunard  Company  ceases  Judge  under  the  Bill.     It  is  as  follow: 

lo  bo  of  use   at   the ^  two   extremeties,  "  lloiw;  of  Lonls,  S.W.,  Aupust  3, 1S7^ 

where  most  needed.     Tlie  subject  is  sur-  "  Sir,— We  h.ive  the  honour  to  infr-nn  ; 

rounded  with  difficulties,  and  the  Board  ^^^^  ^j*'  ^"^^'"^  ^^^^^i^  ^'^  ^*'''  ^^  ^J^' 

,.  .n      1      T           ^             ^          ii     •              J.  voii,  th«!  namo  rif  Lc»i"d  Pi^nzanco  for  theoffir 

oi  Trade  do  not  as  yet  see  their  way  to  j^a-.'  undor  the  '  PuhUc  Worship  Rmlii 

recommending   legislation   on   it.     The  P>ill,'  in  cast-  that  measimj  ahall  bccomieUv. 

Sir  jJdivhatl  Ilicha-lkacli 
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'^  Lord  Pensanoe  lias  consented  to  undertake 
fhe  office,  subject  to  the  proviaionB  as  to  salary 

>  .  and  emoluments  which  are  embodied  in  the 
i  Bill,  and  which  may  hereafter  be  made  by 
r    Parliament. 

"  We  think  that  it  may  be  convenient  to  the 
i  Government  to  bo  made  aware  of  this,  even 
i  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  we  feel  con- 
t     fident  that  the  name  of  Lord  Penzance  will  have 

>  fhe  approval  of  the  Oown. 

"  We  believe  that  we  shall  be  able  to  submit 
to  the  Government  a  plan  by  which  a  salary 
might  be  proWded  for  the  Judge  by  a  re- 
amingemcnt  of  ecclesiastical  fees. — We  are, 
Sir,  your  faithful  scr\'ants, 

"  A.  C.  Cantuab. 

« "^^  £bor 

"  Right  Hon.  Benjamin  DisraeH,  M.P." 

The  House  will  observo  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  conditions  under  which  Lord 
f  enzance  has  agreed  to  accept  the  office 
vary  from  the  explanation  I  made  on  a 
previous  occasion  with  reference  to  the 
oiaposition  of  the  Judge  in  regard  to  it, 
and  Lord  Penzance  has  very  properly 
oalled  my  attention  to  the  apparent  in- 
oonaistency  between  the  views  which  he 
lias  always  held  and  the  statement  I 
made  in  the  House  two  or  three  days 
ago.     The  fact  is,  the  misconception  that 
has  arisen  has  been  occasioned  by  a  pe- 
culiar, but  a  very  simple  cause.     When 
I  referred  to  a  Judge,  and  the  condition 
on  which  I  had  reason  to  hope  he  would 
accept  the  office,  I  really  did  not  refer 
to  Lord  Penzance,  but  to  another  emi- 
nent and  distinguished  Judge.     There- 
fore, Lord  Penzance  is  under  an  erro- 
neous impression   in    supposing  that  I 
made,  on  his  part,  a  statement  to  the 
House  to  which  he  had  not  given  his 
adhesion.      I,  therefore,   wish  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  explaining  the  appa- 
rent inconsistency,  and  to  express  my 
conviction    that    the    conditions    under 
which  Lord  Penzance  has   stated   his 
readiness  to  take  this  office  are  not  only 
just,  but  reasonable  and  liberal. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  wish  also 
to  say  a  wprd  to  remove  a  misapprehen- 
sion. I  should  be  very  sorry  that  there 
should  be  any  misconception  about  the 
expectations  of  the  Archbishops  in  re- 

fard  to  the  pajTnent  of  the  salary  of  the 
udgo  out  of  ecclesiastical  fees.  I  think 
it  may  be  perfectly  possible  that  these 
fees  may  be  available  and  entirely  suf- 
ficient for  the  purpose,  but  in  speaking 
of  fees  in  the  recent  debate  as  being  en- 
tirely unreal,  it  was  my  intention  to 
signify  a  different  opinion,  and  to  state 
that  if  the  salary  had  been  fixed  upon 
the  Common  Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
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Commission,  all  prospect  of  the  re-ad- 
justment of  the  fees  for  the  purpose  of 
recouping  the  money  would  be  quite  out 
of  the  question.  I  shall  be  very  happy, 
however,  if  the  expectations  formed  by 
their  Graces  the  Archbishops  are  realized 
by  the  result. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  : 
Sir,  before  this  Bill  is  read  a  third  time, 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it,  the 
more  especially  since  I  have  taken  no 
part  in  the  discussion  during  its  pro- 
gress through  Committee.     Perhaps,  in 
so  doing,  I  may  be  permitted  to  sot  my- 
self right  with  the  House  with  respect  to 
certain  words  of  mine  upon  a  previous 
stage  of  the  Bill.    I  am  told  that  I  am 
supposed  to  have  threatened    what  is 
callod  "  factious  opposition  "  to  tho  Bill, 
and  it  is  possible  that    words  hastily 
spoken  may  have  borne  tliat  construc- 
tion.     Nothing,   however,   could  have 
been  further  from  my  intention.     That 
which  I  intended  to  convey  was  this — 
that  if  the  Bill  was  to  pass  during  tho 
present  Session,  the  House  must  bo  pre- 
pared to  sit  for  a  longer  period  than  was 
at  that  time  contemplated,  inasmuch  as 
every  detail  of  the  Bill  would  have  to  be 
closely  scrutinized  before   such  a   Bill 
could  become  law.     Well,  Sir,  I  think 
that  has  been  done,   and,  moreover,  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  has  been  purchased 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  by  the 
sacrifice  of  more  than  one  of  the  most 
valuable  and  generally  popular  measures 
upon  which  they  had  staked  their  legis- 
lative credit  for  the  Session.     The  alte- 
rations which  have  been  made  in  the 
Bill  are  considerable,  and  I  propose  to 
enumerate  three  of  them.      First,   the 
delay  for  which  I  earnestly  pleaded  upon 
the   second   reading,    has  been  so   far 
granted,  that  the  Bill  is  not  to  come  into 
operation    until     July     in   next  year; 
Secondly,  the  Judge  is  no  longer  to  be 
paid  out  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated 
to  the  augmentation  of  poor  benefices, 
against  which  I  was  the  first  to  protest 
upon  the  second  reading ;  and  thirdly, 
sins  of  omission,  as  well  as  commission, 
are  to  be  included  within  the  offences 
with  which  the  Bill  is  to  deal.   However, 
speaking  only  of  details,   there  are  at 
least  two  great  blots  left  in  the  Bill.     Li 
the  first  place  the  Bishops  themselves 
are  not  to  be  amenable  to  the  law  which 
is  to   govern  their  clergy,  so  that  the 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Army  are  *'^ 
be  subject  to  different  rules  of  discij 
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I  doubt  whether  this  will  promote  the 
efficiency  of  the  service.  But  the  second 
is,  in  my  opinion,  a  still  greater  blot. 
AVhen  it  was  proposed  to  make  the 
Bishops  amenable  to  this  law,  we  were 
told  that  it  would  be  an  insult  to  them, 
and  that  their  discretion  might  be 
trusted  to  keep  them  within  the  law. 
And,  in  the  matter  of  initiating  pro- 
ceedings under  this  Bill,  a  discretion 
was  in  the  first  instance  given  to  the 
Bishops.  But,  as  the  Bill  advanced,  the 
opinion  of  its  authors  as  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Bishops  sooms  to  have  changed, 
and  this  discretion  has  been  taken  away, 
or,  at  least,  left  only  one-sided.  It  has 
been  said  that  a  Bishop  is  in  this  in- 
stance to  discharge  the  functions  of  a 
grand  jur}'.  Well,  if  a  grand  J1117  finds 
*'  a  true  Bill,"  the  prisoner  is  tried  ;  if  a 
grand  jury  finds  **not  a  true  Bill,"  the 
prisoner  goes  free  witliout  an  appeal. 
But  here  you  ontiroly  reverse  the  pro- 
ci*ss.  The  clergyman  complained  of  is 
indeed  to  bo  tried,  if  the  Bishop  finds 
"  a  true  Bill,"  and  no  appeal  is  given 
to  him ;  but  if  the  Bishop  finds  "  not  a 
inio  Bill,"  the  prosecution  has  an  appeal 
which  is  denied  to  the  clergyman  ;  and 
tliis  you  call  fair  play !  Surely,  there 
ought  cither  to  bo  no  appeal,  or  an  ap- 
peal for  both  sides.  I  can  only  hope — 
and  I  confidently  expect — that  tliis  un- 
fairness will  even  yet  be  remedied  in 
•'anotluT  place,"  before  this  Bill  be- 
comes law,  and  that  the  maturer  consi-. 
deration  of  tliis  House  will  contirm  the 
alteration.  But,  vSir,  whatever  improve- 
ments have  been,  or  may  be  made,  T 
caTinot  pretend  to  regard  the  Bill  witli 
satislaftion.  In  the  debate  upon  the 
second  reading,  I  ventured  to  make  a 
prophecy,  which  was  received,  as  pro- 
l)hecies  usually  are  received  in  this 
House,  with  some  laughter  and  more 
incredulity.  The  Bill  had  been  described 
as  a  simphi  Bill,  dealing  only  with  forms 
and  excesses  in  liitual  observance.  I 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  a  power 
behind,  urging  forward  tliis  Bill,  which 
would  not  allow  its  promoters  to  stop  at 
the  point  at  whi(;li  they  professed  to  wish 
to  stop.  I  humbly  submitted  that  from 
deoling  with  symbols  of  doctrine,  the 
step  was  veiy  sliort  to  dealing  with  doc- 
trine itself.  a7id  tliat  this  would  infallibly 
follow.  AVell,  iSir,  what  has  happened? 
Even  before  this  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee, an  Instruction  was  moved,  "with 
a  view  to  bring  within  its  scope  ofl'ences 
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of  substance  as  well  ae  form.    Thii  lo- 
stniction  was  only  withdrawn  upon  tltt 
promise  of  the  rieht  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder — somewhat  hastily  given— to 
introduce  some  such  measure  next  Se^ 
sion ;  and  the  House  will,  perhaps,  now 
perceive  that  in  passing   this  Bill,  ve 
have  only  entered  upon  a  course  of  ecde- 
siastical  legislation  of  which  the  end  if 
not  yet  apparent.     Sir,  I  am  not  goinfr 
to  enter  into  any  lengthened  criticism  d 
the  Bill.    The   House    has   determined 
that  it  shall  pass,   and  no  doubt  it  will 
pass.     But  I  would  call  attention  to  th« 
different  aspects  under  which  it  has  ap- 
peared beforo  us.     At  first  it  was  calkd 
a  small  Bill,  a  little  Bill,  a  mere  Bill  cf 
procedure,  which    would    not  alter  the 
law.     Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  gave  it  a  new  title. 
The  right  hon.  Ociitlcnian  said  nothing 
upon  the  Bill  for  some  time.     His  Secre- 
tary of  War  had    spoken   against  tiie 
second  reading,  and  his  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  Postmaster  Geneial 
had  given  votes  indicative  of  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill.     But  when  the  feeling 
of  the  House  had  been  declared  unmi«- 
takeably  in  its  favour,   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  only  rose  and  supportt>d 
it  in  this  House,  but,  speaking  at  a  eivi* 
festival,  he  actually  took  credit  to  his 
Government  for  having,   as    a   Goveni- 
ment,    supported  the   lUil ;   and — as  he 
called   it — ''grappled    with  the  myste- 
riouH  disturbance "    which    hail  arisen 
among  us.     Tlie  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   oppears  to   mo   to   merit  a 
somewhat   dili'erent  desfrription  :  it  ha* 
been  rather  that  of  a  man  watcliinjr  twg 
others  fighting,  without  intc»rft'ring  with 
them,  and  thou,  when  one  has  kmx-kt^ 
the  other  over,  jumping  upon  the  man 
that  is  down.     But,  Sir,  I  said  that  ihr 
Prime   ^Minister  gave  this  Bill   a  new 
title;  he  called  it  a  **  Bill   to  put  down 
Kitualism."     I  wiU  venture  to  give  it  a 
title  which  I  believe  the  re.sult  will  show 
to  be   still  more  appropriate.      I  will 
term  it  "  a  Bill  to  expedite  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church   of  England." 
Sir,  for  op])osing  this  Bill   I  have  been 
called  a  ^*Bitualist."  I  do  not  mudi  care 
what  I   am   called,   but   no   accusation 
could  be  more  untrue.  It  is  not  because  it 
ottacks  **Eituali8ts"  that  I  have  opposed 
this  Bill ;  but  because  1  beUeve  it  tend* 
directly  to  the  disestabli.*<hment  of  the 
Chun^li  of  England,  and  that  disestab- 
lishment I  do  not  desire.      Why,  Sir, 
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irliatiBthe  Church  of  England?  Myhon. 
•ad  learned  Friend  near  me  (Sir  Wil- 
'TSmecl  Harcourt)  says  it  is  a  Protestant 
Ohtiich.     Well,  Sir,  I  am  not  going  to 
qiiarrel    with    my    hon.    and     learned 
niend  over  that  designation.     My  hon. 
aad  learned  Friend  is  a  formidable  per- 
son to  contend  with  ;  he  argues  against 
jou  at  night,  and  writes  against  you  in 
tlie  morning.     But  here,  at  least,  I  am 
liappy  to  be  able  to  agree  with  him.  We 
»  a  Protestant  Church,  in  that  we  pro- 
test against  what  wo  believe  to  be  the 
■errors  of  the  Church  of  Home.    But  the 
'  Church  of  England  has  not  only  a  reli- 

E'on  of  negation.     We  have  a  positive 
itholic  faith  as  well  as  a  negative  Pro- 
testant disbelief ;  and  if  we  had  not,  we 
ahould    be    unworthy  of  the  name  of 
Cliiiroh.    But  we  call  ourselves  a  Na- 
tional Church.     What  does  that  mean  ? 
It  means  that  we  desire  to  represent  the 
nation,  and  we  take  nationality  as  our 
1x>nd  of  imion.     To  maintain  that  bond, 
it  is  necessary  to  keep  the  basis  of  the 
CThurch  as  broad  and  comprehensive  as 
possible,   and  to  tolerate  within  it  as 
iride  a  divergence  of  opinion  upon  points 
of  doctrine,  as  is  compatible  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  fundamental  truths 
of  Christianity.     The  moment  you  en- 
oourage  one  party  in  the  Church  to  war 
ajndnst  the  other — the  moment  you  fa- 
cmtate  and  stimulate  attacks,  first  upon 
the  symbols  of  doctrine,  and  then  upon 
doctrine  itself,  that  moment  you  strike  a 
blow  at  the  comprehensiveness,  and  so 
at  the  nationality,  of  the  Church,  and 
you  enter  upon  a  course  which  can  only 
end  in  its  disestablishment  as  a  national 
institution.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  says  tliis  is  a  Bill 
to    put   down    Eitualism.      Put    down 
Bitualism?      Why,   you  could  not  do 
more  to  encourage  Bitualism  than  by 
making    martyrs   of   Eitualists.      And 
what  are  you  going  to  do  ?  You  are  not 
only  going  into  country  parishes,  to  libe- 
rate congregations  upon  whom  innova- 
tions have  been  thrust  by  their  clergymen 
against  their  will,  and  in  opposition  to 
their  feelings.     You  are  going  to  deal 
with    churches    in   London    and  other 
towns  where  the  clergymen  who  delight 
in  Bitualistic  practices  are  supported  by 
laree  and    enthusiastic    congregations, 
and  you  will  put  it  into  the  power  of  a 
few  individuals  who  never  attend  the 
church,  and  who  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  congregation,  to  stir  up  strife 


and  create  schism  and  dissension.  Why, 
Sir,  no  Church  can  stand  the  perpetual 
blister  which  this  Bill  will  impose  upon 
it;  it  can  result  in  nothing  else  than 
disestablishment.  The  one  hope  we 
may  have,  is  that  the  Bill  will  be  so  little 
acted  upon  as  to  become  a  dead  letter ; 
but  if  the  contrary  be  the  case,  and  if, 
as  I  fear,  disestablishment  follow,  the 
persons  responsible  will  be  first,  in 
the  Upper  House,  the  two  Archbishops 
of  the  Church;  and  secondly,  in  the 
Lower  House,  the  Conservative  Prime 
Minister.  Sir,  I  have  made  these  ob- 
servations with  the  greatest  res2)ect  for 
the  majority  of  the  House,  who  are  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  But,  with  equal 
respect,  I  would  remind  them  that  majo- 
rities are  not  always  right.  Little  more 
than  20  years  ago,  an  enormous  majority 
passed  the  ^Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill. 
And  yet  that  Bill  has  remained  a  dead 
letter  ever  since,  and  has  only  recently 
been     repealed    by    common    coi^ent. 

t**  No,  no!"]  At  least,  then,  it  has 
een  repealed,  and  I  believe  that, 
with  perhaps  one  or  two  exceptions,  Eng- 
lish statesmen  of  the  present  day  think 
the  less  said  about  the  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  Bill  the  better.  Sir,  I  hope  the 
Bill  now  before  us  may  work  no  greater 
evil.  I  object  as  much  as  any  one  to  the 
fantastic  excrescences  of  Ritualism,  and 
if  I  thought  this  Bill  would  only  deal 
with  such  cases,  I  would  have  readily 
supported  it.  My  fear  is  that  instead  of 
merely  cutting  off  a  diseased  limb,  this 
measure  will  inflict  mortal  wounds  upon 
the  whole  body.  I  fear  that  it  will  be 
used  against  a  valuable  body  of  clergy 
who  have  done,  and  are  doing,  good 
work  which  ought  not  to  be  interfered 
with.  Since,  however,  the  wiU  of  the 
House  has  been  emphatically  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  the  Bill,  I  have 
been  unwilling  to  delay  it  by  moving 
small  Amendments  in  opposition  to  the 
general  feeling,  and  I  have  thought  that 
such  abstinence  was  at  once  wiser  and 
more  respectful  to  the  House  than  taking 
part  in  any  factious  opposition  to  the 
measure  which  the  majority  has  re- 
solved to  pass. 

Mr.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  :  Mr. 
Speaker — I,  like  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  endeavoured  to  facilitate  and 
not  to  oppose  the  passing  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee,  as  soon  as  I  realized  that  it 
was  the  wish  of  the  House,  mistaken  as 
I  own  I  think  that  wish  to  have  been. 
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T   felt  it    my  duty  not  to  attempt  to 
defeat  it  by  delay ;  while,  in  Committee, 
I  took  my  part  in  mitigating  its  unfair 
and  oppressive  character  with  respect  to 
one   section  of  the   Church.     It  is  on 
Lehalf  of  that  section  of  the  Church  that 
I  now  desire  to  address  a  few  words  to 
this  House,  and  they  shall  be  plain  and 
lionost  words.     I  am  not  speaking  as  a 
Eitualist.     I  am  not  a  Eitualist,  but  an 
old-fashioned  and     a    moderate    High 
Churchman  ;  a  High  Churchman  of  that 
school  which  has  come  into  active  pro- 
minence within  the  last  40  years ;  and 
my  opinions  on  Ritual  and  Ceremonial 
wore  foimod  before  the  modern  school 
of  so-calh»d  Ritualists  came  into  exist- 
ence.    I    hold    them  independently  of 
that   school ;  and  whatever  may  bn  its 
late,  1  shall  continue  to  hold  them  still. 
On  behalf,  then,  of  the  great  body  of 
High  diurchmeii,  I  protested  and  still 
jH'otost   against   the   unfair  manner  in 
which  the  word  ''liitualism  "  has  been 
handled   in    these    debates,    so  far   as 
that  word  has  lieen  used  to  define  what 
may  be  against  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of 
«»ui*  Reformation,  and  the  letter  and  the 
s]>irit  of  the  Prayer  Rook  in  which  that 
lieformation   is    enshrined.      I    protest 
ji gainst  it.     I  am  a  Churchman  of  the 
( 'liurch  of  England.     I  am  a  Reformer, 
just  so  far  as  the  Cliurch  of  England  is  re- 
formed.   T  am  a  Protestant,  just  so  far  as 
tlu»  l*raver  Rook  makes  me  a  Protestant. 
1    am  an   ant i -Rom an,  thoroughly  and 
entirely.      Against   evei'jthing   that    is 
adverse  to  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the 
Prayer  Rook,  whether  smelling  of  Rome 
or  of  Geneva,  I  protest ;   and  anything 
which,  without  being  strictly  illegal,  is 
unwist)  or  extravagant,  and  forced  upon 
ignorant  or  unwilling  congregations  by 
the  fancy,  the  caprice,  or  the  ill-guided 
zeal  of  hot  young  men,  I  stigmatize  as 
folly.     AVhy  then,  you  may  say,  do  I 
oppose  this  Bill  V      The  Rill   was  first 
iiitroduced  in  "  another  place"  by  those 
who.  I   contend,    ought   to  have    been 
at  once  more  guarded  and  more  sym- 
pathetic   in    their    words  —  being    the 
])astors   and    the   rulers    of  the   entire 
Church,  of  the  Ritualist  as  nmch  as  of 
the  Evangelical  or  the  Broad  Church- 
man — wo7-ds    which   t(.*nded    rather  to 
proniot(^  than  to  allay  popular  discon- 
tent  by  inflating  vague  suspicions  and 
yet  refusing  to  point  them  to  any  defi- 
nite object.     And  when  it  was  bmuglit 
in  hert',  as  we  know,  it  was  recommended 
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by  an  authority,  to  whicli  we  lookfj 
for  guidance  and  moderation,  u  aU 
to  '*  put  down  Ritualism."  Again  1 1^ 
what  is  Ritualism  ?  Say  it  is  to  {« 
down  unlawful  practices  in  the  Chori. 
that  it  is  to  regulate  the  relitJoH 
between  Bishops,  parish  piiesta.  ai 
congregations  ;  do  that,  and  ionk 
us  to  consider  it  on  its  merits,  ud  n 
its  merits  we  should  consider  h: 
but  begin  by  giving  a  bad  name  % 
a  set  of  men  in  the  Church,  dm 
a  tyrannical  and  one  sided  nst  % 
put  your  Bill  to,  and  of  coune  m 
raise  suspicious  opposition,  and  tbenfr 
mon  feeling  of  fair  play  begets  a  tjA 
of  the  strongest  antagonism.  Sobii) 
been  since  that  unlucky  day  in  MnA. 
when,  for  the  first  time,  all  the  dStn 
clergy  and  laity,  and  some  Gvtnofii 
Bishops,  saw  the  draft  of  a  scheme,  K 
brought  out  in  a  formal  shape,  not  »■ 
duced  to  heads,  but  in  a  jaunty,  m 
way  played  over  in  a  leading  axtideil 
a  leading  newspaper.  In  short,  4i 
thing  was  ill-started,  ill-launched,  i&> 
contrived  from  tlie  beginning ;  and  k 
is  only  through  the  exerciso  of  n- 
relaxing  moderation,  and  the  detenmnri 
efibrt  of  self-abnegation  on  the  part  d 
its  opponents,  who  have  shown  them- 
selves more  ready  to  mend  thebtflr 
constructed  scheme,  than  to  tr\'  conrb- 
sions  with  its  authors,  that  the  mea.«aR 
has  reached  its  present  stage.  I  m 
thankful  to  say  that  the  Bill  cant 
down  to  us  from  the  House  of  Lords  ii 
a  better  and  more  satisfactory  ship* 
than  that  in  which  it  was  brought  ii 
there,  though,  still,  as  I  think,  it  is  ia 
a  very  unsatisfactorj-  condition.  In  this 
House  ithascertainly  beenimj»royed:  tai 
while  all  along  opposing  the  6ill  and  fro- 
testing  against  the  lieat  and  vehemeiK* 
of  those  who  forced  it  on.  we  have  readil; 
acknowledged  thoso  improvements.  Tb 
first  is  the  postjwnement  of  the  date  t 
which  tlie  Bill  is  to  come  into  operatiac 
whereby  time  will  be  given  for  mattHi 
to  settle  down,  feelings  to  become  cool 
and  the  voice  of  tho  Cliurch  to  be  heart. 
The  next  improvement  carried,  let  » 
note,  by  a  narrow  majority,  was  the  ok 
moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Memhfl 
for  the  City  of  Tx>ndon  (Mr.  Hubbari 
to  make  the  defect  of  ornament  or  yestw 
as  cognizable  as  its  excess.  That  hft 
made  it  a  fair  Bill  in  tho  sense  of  ceo 
verting  it  into  a  two-edged  sword  inste* 
of  a  one-edged  knife,  sent  into  the  fie^ 
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gpff  tibe  Church  to  cut  down  the  too  ob- 
jkoinTe  poppy-heads  on  the  left  hand  not 
Kas  than  the  right.  Now,  I  thank  the 
pBCoiise  for  these  two  concessions,  and  for 
iirst,  the  promoters  likewise.  But 
brings  me  to  that  which  I  think, 
I  liave  always  thought,  and  never 
itated  to  say,  was  the  great  danger  of 
Sill.  I  claim  for  the  High  Church 
in  England  for  the  last  40  years 
"tliey  have  done,  and  are  doing,  a 
►t  and  good  work  in  the  Church  of 
:lcuid.  1  claim  for  the  High  Church 
in  England  that  they,  above  all 
^9  have  placed  the  Church  in  that 
iidon  of  moral,  of  spiritual,  and  of 
fe^^erial  strength  which  she  now  holds. 


different,  indeed,  is  that  position 
^U  the  one  she  £dled  in  the  reign,  for 
iple,  of  George  IV.     During  that 
^%erval  churches  have  been   built    in 
ery  quarter  of  the  country ;  thouRands 
\  md    churches    have  been   restored ; 
ledrals    have    been    raised    to    the 
>1  of  their  high  functions ;  the  House 
Ood  has  been  open  on  week  days 
id  holy  days,  as'  well  as  on  Sundays, 
^'^^tommunions  have  been  multiplied,  con- 
.^Qnnations  brought  home  to  the  rural 
^^^axishes ;  sermons  are  now  preached  in 
jyie  naves  of  Westminster  Abbey  and 
St.  Paul's  Cathedral ;  and  of  our  pro- 
^^finoial  minsters,  works  like  that  con- 
ducted by   a   Hook  at  Leeds,  a  Goul- 
)>am  in  Paddingtou,    and    a   Wilkin- 
aon  in  Belgravia,  have  testified  to  the 
latent  strength  of  the  Church  organiza- 
tion.     The    missionary    at    home    and 
f"  abroad  has  been  carrying  his  life  in  his 
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)iand ;  delicately  nurtured  women  have 
made  self-sacrifice  for  their  suffering 
£b11ow  creatures  \  hospitals  and  schools 
liAve  multiplied  in  direct  subordination 
to  the  Church's  laws  of  charity  and 
order;  and  in  particular  the  develop- 
ment of  our  national  school  system, 
has  revealed  a  wide  appreciation  of  the 
Church's  method  of  education,  and 
thereby  fostered  that  opposition  of  other 
organizations  to  the  25th  clause  of  the 
Elementary  Education  Act,  which  other- 
wise would  be  so  unaccountable  a  caprice. 
All  these  things  I  unhesitatingly  claim 
as  visible  results  of  the  High  Church 
movement  of  the  last  40  years.  I  do 
Bot  say  that  they  are  the  work  of  the 
High  Church  party  exclusively.  I  am 
ever  ready  and  anxious  to  do  aJl  honour 
to  the  earlier  movements  of  the  Evan- 
gelicals—  to  the  self-denial   of  those 


great  men  of  70  or  80  years  ago,  who 
developed  and  gave  an  impulse  to  the 
feeling  of  personal  religion  in  a  sceptical 
and  material  age.     That  was  the  foun- 
dation   on    which     the    superstructure 
of   corporate   church    life    had    to    be 
raised,  and  this  was  done  by  the  High 
Church   party,   while  pari  passu  other 
parties  in  the  Church  went  on  in  the 
path  of  material  improvement.     I  give 
them  all  credit  for  the  work  they  have 
done  and  are  doing;    but   the  motive 
power  which  has  impelled  them  to  con- 
tend in  a  noble  rivalry  was  tlio  High 
Church  movement.     Having  said  that — 
and  I  should  be  a  coward  if  I  said  less — 
let  me  add  that  none  of  us  who  have 
studied  the  literature  of  the  day,  and  es- 
pecially that  most  waspish  literature,  thv 
complaints  of  the  religious  press,  could 
fail  to  see  that  alongside  of  this  Church 
movement  there  has  been  the  growth  of 
a  bitter  spirit,  of  what  I  must  call,  not 
offensively,  but  as  the  only  term  which 
can  embody  my  meaning,  Puritanism. 
This  spirit  has  been  as  unfair  as  bitter, 
ever  refusing  to  acknowledge  the  good 
done,  and  indefatigable  in  dogging  the 
mistakes  whether  in  word  or  deed  of 
over  zeal.     There  have  been  plenty  of 
these,  no  doubt,  for  no  great  movement 
has  ever  gone  on  in  this  world  without 
much  to  blame  in  it,  much  to  regret,  and 
much  which  had  better  never  have  been 
done  ;  and  the  High  Church  movement 
is  no  exception  to  this  general  rule.     It 
has  accordingly  been  systematically  mis- 
represented,   and    above  •  all   things  it 
has    been  taunted    with    that    hateful 
word  which  always  makes  the  British 
public  oblivious  of  logic  and  blind  to 
fact — the  word  Popery.  I  saw,  and  others 
saw  too,  that  this  Bill,  used  as  it  might 
be,   and  in   the   way  in  which    many 

Eersons  designed  to  employ  it,  would  not 
e  one  to  regidate  and  prevent  excesses 
and  extravagances  in  public  worship, 
still  less  one  that  would  provide  against 
deficiencies.  Indeed,  it  was  not  until 
the  division  took  place  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
that  these  deficiencies  had  any  recognized 
place  within  it.  It  was  a  weapon  ready 
to  hand  for  that  antagonistic  party  to 
put  down  that  healthy  development  of 
corporate  worship  in  the  Church  of 
England,  of  which  I  believe  the  great 
majority  of  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
would  be  very  sorry  to  see  the  overthrow. 
I  trust  that  may  not  now  be  its  effect  \ 
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but  it  would  liave  been  such  an  instru- 
ment, had  it  not  been  shai-ply  criticized 
and  opposed  very  strongly,  although,  I 
contend,  in  a  legitimate  and  reasonable 
manner.     Another  reason  wliich  led  me 
to  look  on  the  Bill  as  inopportune  was 
the  period  which  was  selected  for  its  in- 
troduction— namely,  tlie  very  time  when 
the  Church  itself,  by  the  invitation  of  the 
Government,  was  engaged  in  reconsider- 
ing its  ritual  and  rubrical   law.      The 
liitual  Commission  was  the  offspring  of 
the  Consei'vative  Government  which  was 
in  olfice  before  the  late  one.     It  exa- 
mined and  considered  the  matters  which 
were  submitted  to  it  with  the  greatest 
care  ;  some  of  its  recommendations  have 
been  embodied  in  two  Acts  of  Pai'liament 
— tlie  new  Lectionary  Act  of  1871,  and 
the  Act  of  Uniformity  Amendment  Act, 
whicli  legalized  the  shortened  services 
in  1872,  both  of  them  measures  with  a 
scope  beyond  their  formal  titles.    What- 
ever  may   be   the    constitutional  rela- 
tions of  the  Convocation  to  this  House — a 
matter  upon  which  I  do  not  enter  now — 
it  is  certainly,  as  an  assembly  of  repre- 
sentative churchmen,  as  a  Committee  of 
learned  men,  worthy  of  all  respect.   The 
Convocation  of  the  Province  of  Canter- 
bury   has    maturely     considered,    and 
brought  out  in  its  Lower  House,  a  body 
of    amended    rubrics,    built    upon   the 
fourth  ]^epoi"t  of  that  liitual  Commis- 
sion,   of   wliich  I   have  tlie  honour  to 
be  a  Member,  and  it  might  have  pro- 
ceeded further  with  its  task  this   year 
Iiad  tlie  L(.'ttei"s  of  Business  been  granted 
to  it  earlier.     Piut  by  the  month  of  July 
next   year   1  tnist  that  more  complete 
results  from  that  work  will  be  before  the 
jiublic.     If  a  series  of  amended  rubrics 
can  be  agreed  on,  there  will  then  bo  an 
intelligible  basis  for  the  action  of  the 
l)resent    nu'asure.     Men's  passions  will 
have   had   time    to    cool   down   in   the 
interval,  so  1  trust  that  when  the  pe- 
riod of  action  is  reached,  it  will  prove 
to  be  a  Bill  not  to  put  down  Pitualism, 
nor   one   to   ])ut  down   Evangelicalism, 
Broad-church  ism,   or  any  other  energy 
in  the  (,1iurch  iralculated  to  do  good  to 
men's  souls  and  k'ad  them  to  worship 
(fod  according  to  their  conscientious  con- 
vi<}tions ;    but   an  Act  to   regulate   and 
keep  all  imrties  within  the  line  of  common 
sense  and  in  sufficient  conformity  with 
the  elastic  hiw  of  our  English  Church ; 
an  Act  to  maintain  that  Church  not  only 
as  an  ICstablishment,  but  in  its  higher 
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and  more  spiritual  character,  as  the  gp  i 
guide  and  consoler  of  souls  and  u 
beacon-light  of  Christ's  Gospel  thpoue! 
out  the  land. 

CoLoxEL  BABTTEL.OT  said,  thek 

Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  li 

denounced  to  a  certain  extent,  exttr 

gant  forms  and  ceremonies  which  he  ( 

scribed  as   "tlio  more  prominent  pop 

h(»ads."     Ho  argued  from  that  renu 

that  his  hon.  Friend  would  like  tO' 

oil'  the  heads  of  those  "'more  promia- 

poppies."     At   all  events,  it  was  to 

hoped  that  it   might    be  done  by  t 

Bill.     He  would  not,  like  the  right  h 

Gentleman    the  Meinljer  for  Sandw 

(Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen''  go  into 

question  whether  that  was  "  a  little  fi 

or  a  small  Bill."     In  his  , Colonel  Hi 

telot's)  opinion,    it  vras    an  exceediiL 

important  Bill,  the  ino.st  important ' 

House    had  had  before   it  uuring;  t 

Session.     It  was  a  Dill  which  had  n 

mended  itself  to  the  vast  majority  of' 

people  of   this   country.     It   had  In 

supported   by  over^-helming  majorii 

in  that  House,  and  those  majorities  oi 

reflected  the  feeling  of  tlie  country  ft 

one  end  to  the  other.     Ho  wished  d 

for  a  moment  to  thank  tlie  right  h 

and  learned  Gentleman  the  Recorder 

the  tact,   courtesy,    and   kindness  w 

which  he  had  dealt  with  the  difficuh 

and  varj'ing  circumstances  of  this  B 

He  would  also  like  to  express  his  thai 

to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Me 

her  for  Oxford  (Sir  William   Harcoiu 

who  in  his  clear  and  plain    iSaxon-Ei 

lisli  had  swept  away  those  canonical  cc 

webs  and    rubbisli   with  which  it  i 

sought  to  envelope  and  obscure  the  m*. 

sure,   and  put  in  plain  language  x\ 

the  law  should  be  oboved  bv  all  parti 

One  word  with  regard  to  the  app'»al 

the  Archbishop.  In  the  Hill,  as  amend 

in  the   House  of  Lords,    the  prtivisi 

was  contained,  though  no  doubt  it  J 

not  come  down  to  the  House  of  Coi 

mens.     But  when   his  lic>n.  Friend  IJ 

]Member  for  North-liast  Lancashire  M 

Holt)  proposed   the  appeal,  it  was  c& 

ried  by  a  majority  of  10.3  to  37.     It  wi 

perfectly  true  when  the  right  lion.  G»i 

tleman  opposite,  the  Member  for  Gree: 

wich,  moved  to  omit  that  provision  ■ 

the  Eeport  the  majority  was   not  qui: 

so  large,  but  he  would  say  it  with  erei 

respect    to  the    Home    Secretary,  tbj 

without  having  convinced  them  as  usiu 

many  hon.  Members  did  follow  the  rigl 
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hon.  OenUeman,  and  some  of  them  after- 
wards told  him  (Colonel  Barttelot)  that 
they  were  ashamed  of  themselves  for 
liaving  run  away  from  a  principle  which 
they  had  hefore  supported.  Therefore, 
without  meaning  to  say  anything  offen- 
fliye  to  the  other  House,  he  hoped  that 
a  proposal  which  the  majority  of  this 
House  who  had  consistently  supported 
the  Bill  had  placed  in  it,  would  receive 
that  consideration  in  '*  another  place  " 
to  which  it  was  so  justly  entitled.  The 
xieht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  ex- 
tolled in  the  highest  degree  the  great 
body  of  the  clergy.  He  echoed  tliat 
sentiment,  ^e  believed  no  body  of  men 
had  ever  done  their  duty  more  conscien- 
tiously, imtiringly,  or  with  greater  zeal 
or  liberality,  poor  as  many  of  them  were. 
And  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that  that  appeal  to  the 
Archbishop  would  not  be  known  to  many 
of  the  clergy  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land,  ho  would  go  still 
further,  and  say  that  ho  hoped  many 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land  would  know  nothing  of  the  pro- 
▼iaions  of  this  Bill.  There  were  thou- 
sands of  the  clergy  who  would  do  their 
duty,  and  would  not  have  anything  to 
suffer  imder  this  Bill.  But,  no  doubt, 
there  were  many  who  woidd  suffer. 
There  wore  many  who  had  written  to 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  in  a  strain 
for  which  he  was  sorry ;  but  he  had  re- 
ceived letters  from  clergymen  of  all 
parties,  stating  that  their  imvarying 
wish  was,  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  to  be  dealt  with  fairly  by  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  had  said  that  the 
putting  off  the  operation  of  this  measure 
to  next  July  would  be  a  great  boon  to 
many  with  whom  he  was  associated.  He 
(Colonel  Barttelot)  agreed  in  that  belief, 
and  would  only  venture  to  hope  in  the 
meantime  that  Convocation  might  do 
that  which  they  had  never  yet  done — 
namely,  revise  the  rubrics  so  as  to  re- 
concile them  to  the  consciences  as  well 
as  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the  large 
majority  of  Churchmen.  Parliament 
was  giving  Convocation  an  opportunity 
of  doing  so ;  but  if  they  failed  to  do 
their  duty,  Parliament  would  not  fail 
to  do  it.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  so  eloquently 
pleaded  for  certain  things,  whether  it 
was  right  that  rural  congregations, 
where  these    things  were   tnought  of 


and  talked  of  more  than  would  be 
supposed,  should  be  compelled  to  leave 
their  parish  churches  in  consequence  of 
the  introduction  of  practices  repugnant 
to  their  feelings;  or  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  it  desirable  that  people 
of  the  middle  and  lower  classes  should 
suffer  the  same  penalty,  because  they 
understood  neither  the  Eitual  nor  the 
ceremonies  of  the  persons  who  had  been 
sent  down  to  them.  That  was  a  position 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  wish  the  people  to  be  placed,  and  yet 
that  might  have  been  the  result  of  his  Be- 
solutions,  had  they  been  adopted.  For  his 
own  part,  he  (Colonel  Barttelot)  had  sup- 
ported the  Bill  throughout,  because  he 
believed  it  would  bring  peace  and  har- 
mony to  the  Church,  that  it  would  pre- 
vent the  disestablishment  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  apprehended,  and  would 
maintain  that  union  between  Church  and 
State  from  which  all  hoped  so  much.  It 
was  a  fortunate  circumstance  that  in  this 
happy  country,  they  were  able  to  main- 
tain that  imion,  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  Churches  when  dis- 
established, were  less  free  than  those 
which  were  established.  He  therefore 
bein^  anxious  that  Church  and  State 
shoiud  remain  united  and  that  peace 
should  be  maintained  in  the  Church,  had 
conscientiously  and  consistently  sup- 
ported the  Bill. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  expressing  his  appre- 
ciation of  the  generous  and  wise  conces- 
sions made  by  the  promoters  in  post- 
poning the  date  at  which  the  Bill  was  to 
come  into  operation,  as  he  never  liked  to 
give  persons  the  credit  of  being  mar- 
tyrs. He  regretted  the  appeal  to  the 
Archbishop,  and  he  objected  to  it  on 
two  grounds.  In  the  first  place,  by  the 
old  rule,  an  appeal  lay  against  a  con- 
viction, but  here  there  was  to  be  an 
appeal  against  an  acquittal.  In  the 
next  place,  as  there  was  no  higher  au- 
thority than  the  Archbishop,  it  was 
clear  that  in  the  archiepiscopal  diocese 
there  would  be  no  appeal  m>m  his  de- 
cision. At  least,  he  Imew  of  no  greater 
authority  to  appeal  to  unless  it  were  the 
Archbishop's  wife.  That  Amendment 
he  considered  to  be  a  great  defect  in 
the  measure.  

Mr.  GEANT  duff  said,  that,  being 
one  of  those  who  did  not  as  a  matter  of 
speculation  and  philosophy  believe  that 
Church  Establishments  could  be  indefi* 
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}ioj^(m1,  till  a  few  wocks  ago,  tliat  any 
h«.'i'i()iis  movcm«*ut  for  tlio  disestablisli- 
nicnt  of  thf^  Church  of  England  would 
bi^  postponed  until  tlio  da3-s  of  their 
grand* "hildron,  ho  liad  carefully  ab- 
^4tainod  from  taking  any  part  with  re- 
ftuvnio  to  this  lUll.  IJoforo,  liowever, 
it  i)assod  from  that  House,  lie  wished  to 
Kay  tluit  ho  had  witnessed  tlie  un-Con- 
srrvativo  action  of  a  Consers'ative 
(fovcrimienton  tliis  and  the  Scotch  Pa- 
tronage Bill  with  more  surprise  than 
he  liad  witnessed  anything  in  that 
Hou^e.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
two  l^ills  might  fitly  have  been  introduced 
on  tlie  same  evening,  and  in  a  single 
spee(Oi,  and  that  specH'li  might  have  con- 
sisted of  just  one  sentence  from  Holy 
AVrit  in  tho  Vulgate  Version.  '' iy 
tfuid  rolo  niai  ut  arihat  P  "  **  And  what 
will!  but  that  it  be  kindled?" 

J.OKI)  IIENKY  SCOTT  wished  to 
say  that  with  regard  to  tho  part  he 
liad  taken  in  tlie  discussion  of  the 
])ill  in  C<mimittee,  lie  had  not  been 
actuated  by  any  desire  to  obstnict  the 
])rogr(ss  of  the  measure,  his  sole  object 
being  to  make  it  as  good  a  liill  as  pos- 
sil)l(».  lie  believed  that  no  party  in  the 
('Iiur<h,  and  cei'tainly  not  the  High 
Cliurcli  party,  desired  to  defy  legitimate 
authority.  There  was,  no  doubt,  an 
cxcrcscfnce  of  that  party  which  had 
indulged  in  extravagant  observance  of 
ritual;  but  that  extravagance  had  arisen, 
]»artly  lV«nu  the  <lubious  state  of  the  law, 
ami  tin-  (liliic-ultv  of  enforcing  it  when 
iiU'-jitiNliu-torilv  ascertained.  He  trusted 
tin;  r»ill  would  clear  up  any  misappre- 
ln'M-i«in  wliicli  might  exist  as  to  the  state 
<»rtlw  law,  and  that  those  who  now  con- 
stilutiMl  th(.'nisi'lves  the  8«)le  judges  of 
what  was  right,  would  render  it  the 
obi'dii'iirf  which  was  due  from  them. 

Mk.  NK\VJ)K(iATK:  Sir,  as  one  of 
tln'  TMiijority  who  n-jnice  in  the  passing 
ol'  the  iiill.  1  am  quite  ready  to  concede 
to  th(»  7nin«)rity,  its  r»pponents,  that  on 
the  whole,  tln-v  hav(!  let  us  off  easily. 
1  would  not  say  anything  ^^n  disresj)ect- 
ful  to  those  riirht  hon.  and  lion.  Gen- 
thnu  n  as  to  imply  that  they  have  not 
nianile<t»'d  their  usual  ability  in  con- 
thutiiig  th'ir  op])osition:  but  the  truth 
i<.  tliat  this  is  not  a  (.tovernment  mea- 
so  much  a'^  it  is  a  measure  of  the 
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whoh)  rarliameiit.  This  House  was 
a-ked  to  ]^jiss  the  Bill,  and  the  House 
has  done  so,  and   1  claim  for   tho  Bill 
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tliat  it   is  an  much    a    measure  of  tL- 
House  of   Commons    as    it  is   «»t'  •.br 
House  of  Ijords.     The  hon.  GentlfiLan 
the  !M ember  for  Elgin.  (Mr.  Grant  I»uf 
says  he  is  suriiriscd  that  a  ConstTraiiT^ 
Government    should    evor    countcn&nft 
such  a  ]3ill  as   this.      Mv  snvin^r  tluit. 
the  right  lion.  Gontleniaii  has  explainni 
why  hois  a  Liberal.     Ho  seems t«i think 
that  tho     function    of    a    Conscrva:iw 
Govoniment  is  simply  to  preserve  abus**. 
If  I  believed  that  Conservatism  meant 
merely    tlie    preservation   of    abu*«'.  1 
could  not  bo  a  Conservative.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  alluded  to  tho  t^hunb 
Patronage  (Scotland)  Bill.  I  own  1  U-h  mr. 
self  some  diificulty  about  that  Hill,  and 
have  not  voted  for  it,  and  for  this  reason- 
that  I  thought  it  caleiilatiHl  to  t^opa^at« 
tho    heritors    of    Scotland    still  further 
from   tho    great   body    of   the  pxipk 
But  whon  tho  hon.  Gontlemau  dK'lar^ 
that  the  Bill  will  lead  to  tlie  di.sestali- 
lishment  of  the  Kirk,  he  will  allow  xno 
to  remind  liim  that  tliose  who  are  avov- 
edly  in  favour  of  the  disestablishmwit 
of  that  Church  have  petitioned  againit 
tho  Patronage  Bill.     Whatever  I  maj 
apprehend    the   effe<'t   of    the    Chuprb 
Patronage  Bill  will  be  upon  the  social 
condition  of  Scotland  bv    further  t^f-v^- 
rating  the  landowners  from   the  pe«.»pl. . 
1,  nevertheless.fullvadmiti  lirmlvbi-litT' 
that  tlie  Bill  is  strict Iv  consi.sti-nt  with 
the  spirit  of  Presbj-terian   i.'iiri>tianitT. 
AVith  respect  to  tho  Bill  now  beforo  tL» 
House,  and   the  reasons    for  it<  intrc»- 
ducti(m,  it  is  idle  to  say  that  thc-n*  i* 
nothing  to  correct.     AVe  all   know  rlia: 
there  are  (»xces8es  on  the  part  of  chrr;r>- 
men  in  carrjung  on  public  worsjiin  ir. 
the  rural  districts.     That  these  e.\ci"»*f* 
have    reached    to    a   great    «'Xtont   w* 
know.     I  have  known  lirm  Chun*hnitL. 
who  have  subscribed  in  many  instance-- 
towards     the    erection     of     I  )is.«ientin.: 
1  daces  of  worship,  that  they  might  t»scaj  < 
from  those  violations  of  their   fetUnir* 
which  were  constantly  pruftist-d  in  t<«' 
many  parishes.     Nay,  1  am  acquainti'd 
with  a  town — I  will  not  name  tho  town 
— where   such    was   the    apprehension 
excited  among  tho  people  by  the  accfi^ 
sion  of  a  new  incumbent  that  a  larsr*- 
Dissenting  chapel  sprung  up,   and  wa* 
literally  in  use  before  the  ni'w  ineuni- 
bent  had  entered  upon  his  duties.  an<i 
had  an  opportunity  of  openly  manifest- 
ing his  opinions.    Do  not  tell  me,  then, 
that    tho    danger    of   disestablishment 
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the  passing  of  this  Bill  is  greater 

iluui  the  danger  arising   from  circum- 

stances  such  as  I  have  now  described. 

If  y  firm  conviction  is,  that,  if  nothing 

^M.  been  done  to  correct  these  abuses, 

to   bring    the  Broad  Church  clerey  a 

little  more  within   the  compass  of  the 

law,  and  to  prevent  the  adoption  by  the 

;:Situalistic  clergy  of  those  symbols  which 

Indicate  a  decided   Eomish  tendency  ; 

.that    although    this     feeling    has    not 

Sianifested  itself  in  the  usual  form  of 

agitation,  there  is  yet  a  feeling  rapidly 

spreading  throughout  the  country  that 

must  have  terminated  tlie  existence  of 

the  Church  as  a  National  Establishment. 

I  deprecate  the  idea  of  disestablishment 

as  much  as  any  hon.  Member  can  de- 

rxsate  it ;  because  I  am  convinced  that 
disestablished — the  Church  would  be 
less  tolerant  than  she  has  been  during 
her  connection  with  the  State. 

Mb.  KINNAIKD    said,  that  it  was 
evident  from  the   observations  of   the 
hon.  Member  for  Elgin,  and  from  the 
roeeches  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  below, 
toat  if  the  occupants  of  the  front  Oppo- 
sition bench  had  been  in  office,  this  Bill 
would    never   have  been  passed.      As 
an    independent    Liberal    Member,   he 
desired  to  thank  the  Prime  Minister  for 
the  plain  and  unvarnished  way  in  which 
he  had  dealt   with  the  measure,   and 
also  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  for  the  cordial  assistance  he  had 
rendered  the  Government  in  passing  a 
Bill   which  he  believed  would  have  a 
most  peaceful  and  healing  effect  upon 
the  Church.     It  was  most  satisfactory 
that  a  question  of  that  nature,  so  cal- 
culated to  arouse  feeling,  should  have 
been  discussed  with  so  little  excitement. 
That  circumstance  was  due  to  two  causes 
— ^in  the  first  place  to  the  wise  discern- 
ment which  had  placed  the  conduct  of 
the  measure  in  the  hands  of  the  right 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  the  Ee- 
corder ;  and,  secondly,  to  the  good  sense 
of  the  opponents  of  the  measure,  who, 
seeing  what  was   the    feeling    of   the 
House  with  regard  to  it,  did  not  persist  in 
opposing  the  Bill  altogether,  but  confined 
themselves   to    amending   it    in    Com- 
mittee.     But,   what  was  to    him    the 
greatest  source  of  satisfaction  and  an 
occasion  for  the  highest  congratulation 
was,  the  strong,  unmistakeable,  and  ir- 
resistible determination  displayed  by  the 
House  to  uphold  the  principles  of  the 
Beformation,   and   to  msist   that    the 


Church  of  England  should  continue  a  Pro- 
testant Church.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  enlarge  on  High  Churchism 
and  Ritualism.  What  the  BiU  really  pro- 
posed to  deal  with,  was  the  practices  of 
those  who,  as  had  been  well  said,  combined 
the  pay  of  one  Church  with  teaching  the 
doctrines  of  another.  It  was  that  scandal 
and  immorality  which  had  roused  public 
feeling  and  compelled  the  action  of 
Parliament.  The  question  was  not  as 
to  High  Church  or  Low  Church,  but, 
whether  these  men  were  Protestants  or 
Roman  Catholics — whether  they  were 
loyal  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
or  disguised  emissaries  of  another  Church. 
He  did  not  agree  with  those  who  thought 
that  this  was  the  commencement  of  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church.  In  his 
own  opinion  the  measure  had  an  opposite 
tendency. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  it  must  be  a 
great  satisfaction  to  the  House  to  find 
that  a  measui*e  of  that  character  had 
approached  its  last  stage  without  excit- 
ing those  animosities  and  heats  which  so 
frequently  attended  the  discussion  of  kin- 
dred subjects.  He  attributed  that,  in  the 
first  place,  to  the  judicious  selection  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  by 
whom  the  measure  was  introduced  into 
that  House.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  had  exhibited 
a  perfect  mastery  of  the  subject,  and 
had  treated  it  in  a  way  which  had  se- 
cured sympathy  and  confidence  from  all 
parts  of  the  House.  He  must  add,  in 
justice  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  and  of  those  who  acted 
with  him,  that  that  result  was  partly 
due  to  the  good  sense  and  judgment  they 
had  evinced  in  yielding  to  the  feeling  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  endeavour- 
ing to  amend,  rather  than  oppose,  the 
Bill.  The  greatest  source  of  satisfac- 
tion, however,  was  the  unmistakable  and 
irresistible  determination  displayed  by 
the  House  to  uphold  the  principles  of 
the  Reformation  and  to  insist  that  the 
Church  of  England  should  be  a  Protes- 
tantChurch.  The  Bill  was  directed  against 
that  section  of  the  clergy  who  were  not 
Ritualists  so  much  as  Romanists.  They 
were  best  described  in  the  words  used 
in  that  House  many  years  ago  by  Lord 
Macaulay,  who  said  he  objected  to  clergy- 
men of  the  Church  of  England  combimng 
the  pay  of  one  Church  with  teaching  the 
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doctrines  of  anotlior.  Beyond  tliat,  a  feel- 
ing existed  in  the  country  tliat  there  were 
clergymen  of  tlie  Cliiu'ch  of  England, 
wlio  in  virtue  of  tlicir  sacred  office,  had 
access  to  homos  in  the  most  confidential 
characttor,  and  who,  under  a  system  of 
concealment  and  deceit,  had  in  many  in- 
stances destroyed  the  peace  and  haimony 
of  families.  Those  clergj-men  had  carried 
more  people  over  to  Rome  than  all  the 
Popes,  Cardinals,  and  lu-iests  in  the 
Cliurch  of  Rome.  It  was  that  scandal 
wliich  had  arousud  the  indignation  of  the 
countrv  and  caused  the  intervention  of 
Parliament.  The  question  was,  whether 
these  clerg}'men  wuro  Protestants  or 
Romanists.  Did  they  uphold  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  England  or 
were  thoy  disguised  emissaries  of  another 
Church?  Work  was  promised  to  the 
House  next  Session  of  a  more  serious 
character,  but  it  would  be  very  much 
facilitated  because  the  strength  of  parties 
liad  b(»en  so  clearly  ascertained.  He 
bcliovod  the  work  of  this  year  would  be 
earned  out  more  successfully  in  the 
(•nming  kSossion.  The  light  hon.  Gen- 
tleman below  him  (Mr.  Knatchbidl- 
Hugessen)  had  said,  that  was  the  com- 
mencement of  the  disestablisliment  of  the 
CJiurcli.  He  Jiopod,  liowevor,  and  be- 
lieved it  would  be  very  much  the  reverse. 
Indeed,  his  only  doubt  was,  whether  that 
action  had  not  been  taken  too  late.  If  it 
had  been  taken  20  yi^ars  earlier  it  would 
hav(^  b(K?u  better.  No  one  could  say 
wliether  it  would  be  eli'ectual  now,  but 
certainly  it  was  tlie  necessity  of  the  case 
and  tlie  opinion  of  tlie  country  which 
had  compelliMl  lliis  action.  The  motive 
was  good,  and  he  hoped  the  results  would 
be  elfectual  and  advantageous. 

Mh.  ASSHKTON  (JROSS  said,  that 
speaking  for  himself,  he  thought  he 
might  congratulate  the  House  and  the 
country  that  they  had  now  arrived 
at  the  last  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
that  all  these  discussions,  which  had 
no  doubt  seriouslv  t<)uched  the  mat- 
trrs  men  hml  most  at  lieart,  had  been 
c«>nducted  with  tlie  greatest  possible 
moderation.  He  should  not  have  risen 
but  for  a  remark  ^^•hic:h  fell  from  his 
lu»ii.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Colonel  Barttelot).  It 
was  true  that  he  differed  from  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  on  one  of  the  minor 
details  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  believed  that 
no  one  who  had  taken  part  in  these  dis- 
cussions had  spoken  more  strongly  than 

Jlr.  Jlursmnn 


he  had  done  in  favour  of  the  prinq^! 
of  the  measure.     He  took  an  early  o[i- 
portunity  of   speaking  on  the  swnA 
reading,  and  had  always  been  anxi*^ 
to  see  the  Bill  passed.     He  did  not  t: 
all  believe,  that  was  the  first  &t«<p  t>w 
wards     the     disestablishment    of  tLe 
Church,  for  he  could  not  imafrine  kv 
such  a  result   could  be  brought  aVocx 
by  enacting  that  clergymen  should  ob^ 
the  law  which  they  had  undertakf^B  *j> 
obey.  There  would,  in  his  judgment.  W 
been  far  greater  danger  of  dise^aUiih- 
nient  if  this  Bill  had  not  been  intruduccd 
He  hoped  that  the  Bill,  sharp  and  safi- 
den  remedy  as  it  was,  would  be  takes 
throughout  the  country  in  the  sense  of- 
as  it  was — a  protest  that,  though  in  tbr 
Church  of  England,  Parliament  wa5pc^ 
fectly  willing  to  give  all  the  liberty  ibj 
was  consistent  with  her  rights  and  liUr- 
ties,  yet  beyond  that  limit  it  would  mc 
allow  the  Establishment  to  go,  either  u& 
the  one  side  or  on  the  other.     The  paen 
ing  of  the  Bill  would  show  that  the  Iif 
was  to  be  upheld  ;  and  he  was  in  gicft 
hopes  that  many   clergymen  would  l< 
perfectly  willing  and  content  to  abide 
by  that  law,  and  that  the  measure  wonid 
establish  more  permanently  than  er^r 
peace  in  the  Church. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wotlU 
endeavour  to  avoid  even  that  partial  r^ 
ferencc  to  general  topics  of  great  breadtk 
and  importance  which  had  been  mai^ 
by  hon.  Members  who  had  taken  pan  is 
the  debate.  8inco  the  speech  in  whi<  h 
he  endeavoured  to  open  the  broailer  a- 
pects  of  the  question,  he  liad  delibt.Tat»!y 
and  advisedly  confinod  himself  to  poiLt- 
of  a  strictly  practical  character,  tor  uf- 
owned  lie  was  not  so  sanguine  of  ti:^ 
satisfactory  effect  of  the  great  amoun: 
of  ecclesiastical  legislation  by  that  Hou** 
whicli  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  includiu 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  :"■•: 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Horsman),  were  lookii;z 
forward  to  with  eagerness  and  aviditv. 
He  confessed  ho  thought  that  even  im- 
partial conversion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons into  an  ecclesiastical  Synod — (N>r- 
stituted  as  it  was,  and  appointed  lU 
other  pui-poses — would  be  found  to  strais 
very  severely  not  only  the  temper  of  Vit 
House,  but  its  position  and  its  workis; 
in  the  Constitution.  As  between  tk^ 
two  opinions  which  had  been  expressed 
— one  that  the  House,  proceeding  iteelj 
and  readily  in  that  direction,  would 
greatly  strengthen  the  National  Ebtab- 
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lisbment — and  of  tlio  reason  for  which 
he  quite  understood  the  grounds — and 
the  other  that  it  would  tend  to  shake 
and  accelerate  the  day  of  the  dissolution 
of  the  union  between  Church  and  State 
— ^he  confessed  he  inclined  to  tlie  latter 
and  the  more  unfavourable  rather  than  to 
the  earlier  and  more  sanguine  view  of  the 
case.     He  had  been  compelled  to  rise  in 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend    the  Member    for 
West  Sussex  (Colonel  Barttelot).      He 
was  unwilling  to  be  misunderstood  ;  but 
from  long  experience  he  knew  perfectly 
well  that  misapj)reliension   ana  misre- 
presentation of  an  involuntary  character 
were  the  fate  of  all  those  who  declined 
to  concur  exactly  with    the  prevailing 
sentiments  of  the  majority  in  times  when 
religious  feeling  was  to  a  certain  degree 
excited.     He  spent  the  Session  of  1851 
in  voting  in  minorities  of  about  30  or  40 
against  majorities  of  400  or  500  on  the 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill.  The  composition 
of  those  minorities  was  no  more  attrac- 
tive, than  their  numbers  were  such  as 
to  invite  anyone  to  appear  among  them. 
In  fact,  those  minorities  were  made  up 
of  Members  of  another  religious  com- 
munion from  the  Sister  Isle — he  need 
not    describe  them  more    particularly. 
Along  with  30  or  35  of  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen there  voted  about  half-a-dozen 
Members  of  a  now  extin(*t  political  sect, 
called   Peelitcs,  to  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  belong,  and  likewise  three  or 
four  good,  stout,  sturdy  English  Radi- 
cals,  one    of  whom   was   Sir  William 
Molesworth,  another  was  Mr.  Cobden, 
and  a  third  was  still  a  Member  of  that 
House,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Birmingham.     The  reward  he  got 
for  voting  in  those  minorities  was  that 
in  a  religious  newspaper,  it  was  delibe- 
rately annoimced  that  he  had  been  re- 
tteived  into  the  Church  of  Rome.     Such 
was  the  reward  he  then  obtained.      But 
ho  eventually  obtained  another  reward. 
He  found  that  the  counsels  of  the  mino- 
rity were  in  every  point  borne  out  by 
the  result.     Not  a  single  attempt  was 
made  to  put  the  law  which  had  been  in- 
scribed in  the  Statute  Book  into  opera- 
tion against  any  Roman  Catholic  Pre- 
late, while  the  aggressive  spirit,  which 
found  perhaps  freer  scope  in  that  com- 
munion now  than  at  any  former  period, 
was  encouraged  and  pampered  by  the 
legislation  into  which   Parliament  had 
b^  betrayed.     Well,  after  about  22 


years,  that   statute  was  repealed  with 
an  imanimity — [Mr.  Newdegate  :    No, 
no !] — or    an  approach    to    unanimity, 
more  marked  than  that  with  which  it 
had  been  enacted.     Of  course,  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  his  hon.  Friend,  if 
he  might  be  allowed  so  to  call  him,  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  con- 
curred in  that  repeal;  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman   alone  opposed   the  repeal, 
there  was  a  greater  approach  to  unani- 
mity than  there  had  been  when  the  Act 
was   passed.     On   this  occasion,  if  the 
two  causes  had  been  similar,  he  would 
have  adopted  a  like  course,  though  he 
was  now  a  great  deal  older,  and  ha<l 
much  less  fight  in  him  ;   but  the  two 
causes  were  not  similar.     In  1851  the 
whole  attempt  to  legislate  was,  in  his 
judgment,  a  folly.     In  1874,  however, 
he,  for  one,  never  denied  that  there  was 
a  cause  for  legislation.     It  was  true  ho 
had  considerable  doubts  as  to  the  form 
and  manner  of  legislation ;  but  ho  had 
never  for  a  moment  denied  that  there 
was  a  cause  for  legislation,  and  there- 
fore,  having  endeavoured  to    lay    his 
views  in  some  degree  before  the  House, 
he  had  willingly  refrained    from   any 
persistent  attempt  to  enforce  them.  •    At 
the  same  time,  he  must  say  it  was  little 
flattering  to  one's  vanity  to  find  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  an  intelligent,  upright, 
and  experienced  Member  of  Parliament 
like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex,  he  had  been  so 
unsuccessful  in  conveying  his  ideas  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  quietly, 
calmly,  and  evidently  with  a  perfectly 
good  conscience,   got  up  and   saddled 
upon  him  opinions  directly  the  reverse  of 
those  which  he  had  endeavoured  prac- 
tically to  enforce.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  appealed  to  him  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) on  behalf  of  rural  congregations, 
and  said  it  was  hard  that  they  should 
be  driven  away  from  the  Church,  by  the 
introduction  of  changes  at  the  will  and 
discretion  of  the  clergyman,  contrary  to 
their  own  feelings  and  religious  convic- 
tions.    Why  did  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  address  such  an  appeal   to 
him  ?    He  would  rather  address  it  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,   who  ap- 
parently had  never  done  him  the  honour 
of  reading  his  Resolutions.     In  them 
it  was  distinctly  set  forth  that  one  great 
cause — perhaps  the  main  cause  of  com- 
plaint against  the  Bill — was  the  insuffi- 
ciency  of    the   protection    it   afforded 
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against  procipitato  and  needless  revivals 
and  innovations  by  clergymen.     There 
Lad  been  many  revivals  wliich.  ought  not 
to  have  been  allowed,  and  ho  should  not 
be  at  all  surprised  if  there  were  many 
more  of  these  revivals  under  the  Bill, 
contrary  t(^  the  wishes  of  rural  congre- 
gations.    He    lamented    and  regretted 
greatly  that  protection  was  not  given  to 
congregations,   for   during  the  last   40 
years  the  greater  part  of  the  excitement 
wliieli  had  existed  in  the  country  from 
time  to  time  had  been  due,  not  to  illegal, 
but  to  legal  changes  of  Kitual,  injudici- 
ously made  in  detiauce  of  local  custom 
and  feeling,  and  without  any  attempt  to 
soothe   or  conciliate  that   feeling,     lie 
would  refer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlo- 
]nan  to  the  terms  of  one  of  his  Eosolu- 
tions  in  order  to  dissipate  his  delusion, 
and  bring  him  to  a  correct  liistorical  view 
of  the  matter.     It  stated  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  (Jhurch  should  receive  ample 
protecticm  against  precipitate  and  arbi- 
trary changes   by  the  solo   will  of  the 
clergyman,    which    protection    did    not 
appear  to  be  afforded  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.     Therefore,  it  seemed  that 
both  the   lion,  and  gallant  Gentleman 
and   him.self  had   looked    in   the   same 
direction,    only   he    had    gone    a    little 
further  in  that  direction  than  tlio  hon. 
and  gallant  (jli?ntleman  had,  whilst  lie 
was  now  in  the  condition  of  being  ac- 
cused of    having    higg«.'d    behind.     He 
understood  the  allusion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  (ioutlenian  as  to  tlie  sweeping 
away  of  "  iMrlesiastical   rubbish."    The 
amount  of  his  olffucf^  was,  that  ho  quoted 
a  Statute  of  ilenry  VIII.,  and  some  other 
Acts  of  the  jX'riod  of  the  Reformation, 
to    show    what    was   the    constitutional 
position  of  Metro})olitan  and  ISufTragan 
Bishops  in  this  country ;  and  he  thought 
it  no  reproach,  but  the  contrary,  to  our 
fcitatute  law   that  it  was   in   accordance 
with  the  gcuiTal  voice  of  Chnstcndom 
and  of  civilized  mankind,  which  was  cm- 
bodied    in   a  law  which  had  stood  the 
test  of  lo  centuries,  in  comparison  with 
which  our  (.»ldest  constitutional  law  was 
but  (.)f  vesterdav.     He  concuiTed  in  the 
opinion  that   the  vote  of  Friday  night 
was  a  mistake,  and  he  wished  the  Forms 
of  the    House  had   permitted   another 
division  on  the  subject.     An  examination 
of  the  Division  List   showed  that   the 
minority   included  a  preponderance  of 
Parliamentarj'  years,   and  that  it  was 
made  up  mainly  of  superannuated  Mem- 
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bers,  with  whom  he  classed  himself, 
w^hile  the  majority  embraced  the  you!k 
and  vigour  of  the  House  and  the  hope 
of  the  country.  If  the  Forms  of  tht 
House  admitted  of  auother  discussioii. 
ho  had  no  doubt  the  vote  would  be  z»- 
versed.  Ho  earnestly  joined,  howevtr. 
with  those  who  had  expressed  tlieir 
desire  that  the  working  of  the  Bill  might 
be  for  peace,  and  ho  had  never  denied 
there  had  been  just  cause  for  drawing 
down  the  displeasure  of  the  ecelesiasticil 
authorities,  of  Parliament,  and  of  tk 
country ;  but  he  had  been  anxious  that 
they  should  not  confound  and  mix  togetha 

those  who  were  contumacious  with  many 

• 

who  were  among  the  best  and  most  valu- 
able servants  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  in  whose  minds  the  utmost  alam 
had  been  created  by  this  Bill.     He  hid 
been  delighted  to  see  that  the  Bishop  of 
Ely  at  a  diocesan  meeting  had  enuea- 
voured  to  prepare   the    minds  of  the 
clergy  and  laity  for  the  reception  of  thii 
Bill.     It    was    not   in    their   power  to 
anticipate    exactly  what   its    operation 
might  be,  but  lie  was  sure  it  would  in- 
quire the  utmost  calmness,  temperani-«. 
and  discretion,  to  give  a  chance  of  etfeit- 
ing  the  beneficial  objects  its  promoters 
had  in  view.     Ho  would  appeal  to  hv»D. 
MeiBbers  that  each  in  his  sphere  shoul^i 
endeavour  to    avt>id    tlioso    danger«.»U!' 
regions  of   passion,    misrepresentation, 
suspicion,  and  insinuation  which  it  wa.- 
so  difiicult  to  exclude  from  ecclosiastiral 
controversy,  and  which,  when  they  had 
found  their  way,   whethur   within  "Ji' 
walls  of  the  ^>ynod  or  of  Parliament..  ^» 
poisoned  the  atmosphere  that  even  tli- 
upright  might  cease  to  bo  upright  m- :. 
for  the  business  of  the  moment,   aiii 
aims  tlio  most  legitimate  and  bonetitial 
were  frequently  defeated,  simply  becaus*- 
the  temper  in  which  thoy  were  sough: 
was  a  temper  rather  of  excitement  ihau 
of  judicial  calmness,  and  because  the  de- 
sirableness of  the  thing  was  not  always 
suiiiciently  associated  with    true   scr'u- 
pidousness  as  to  the  means  by  which  ii 
was  to  be  gained. 

INEr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  tha: 
in  reference  to  what  had  been  said  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope:. 
ho  could  assure  him  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  put  down  simply  unlaw- 
ful practices.  It  was  not  to  put  down 
any  one  particular  party,  but  to  put 
down  disobedience  to  the  law  in  the 
Church.    It  was  on  that  ground  alone 
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that  lie  had  advocated  the  Bill.  He 
knew  perfectly  well  that  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  have  particular  effect 
upon  one  particular  section  of  one  par- 
ticular party,  because  that  one  section 
liad  been  particularly  disobedient  to  the 
law ;  because,  as  they  said,  they  thought 
that  the  law  was  not  such  as  they 
thought  they  were  bound  to  obey.  It 
liad  been  said  that  the  giving  an  appeal 
from  the  Bishop  to  the  Archbishop  was 
contrary  to  all  our  practice,  because  it 
was  what  was  called  an  appeal  against 
an  acquittal.  It  was,  however,  not  at 
all  an  appeal  against  an  acquittal ;  but 
it  was  an  appeal  against  an  objection  to 
put  the  law  in  force,  and  it  was  an  ana- 
logous case  to  that  of  a  man  brought 
before  the  magistrates,  who  refused  to 
commit  him,  and  who  was  not  precluded 
on  that  account  from  being  brought 
before  a  grand  jury.  He  joined  most 
heartily  in  the  concluding  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich — that  they  should  individually 
and  collectively  do  all  they  could  to  pre- 
vent the  measure  from  being  viewed  in 
an  acrimonious  manner,  and  to  prevent 
the  peace  of  the  Church  from  being  dis- 
turbed. He  trusted  that  the  Bill  woidd 
receive  the  support  of  the  House,  and 
pass  unscathed  through  any  other 
tribunal. 

Bill    read    the    third    time;    verbal 
Amendments  made. 

Bill  passed,  with  Amendments. 

EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  ACCOUNTS. 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in  mov- 
ing  a  Eosolution  relating  to  the  Kevenue 
Accounts  of  India  for  the  year  ending 
the  dlst  day  of  March,  1873,  said, 
that  the  Annual  Statement  wliich  was 
made  in  reference  to  Indian  finance 
differed  from  that  which  was  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
inasmuch  as  the  Indian  Statement 
dealt  with  the  figures  of  three  years 
instead  of  two  years.  In  accordance 
with  that  practice,  the  figures  which 
he  had  to  place  before  the  Committee, 
connected  with  the  Revenue  and  Expen- 
diture of  India,  were  the  Actual  Ac- 
counts for  1872-3,  the  Itegular  Esti- 
mate for  1873-4,  and  the  Budget  Esti- 
mate  for    1874-6,      T'omplaints   had 


sometimes  been  made  by  hon.  Members 
that  they  were  not  able  to  ascertain  the 
total  expenditure  for  a  year,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  system  of  accounts,  which 
excluded  from  the  ordinary  accounts  the 
expenditure  upon  extraordinary  public 
works ;  he  would  endeavour  to  get  rid  of 
that  objection,  and  in  order  to  deal 
frankly  and  fairly  with  the  Committee,  he 
would  first  state  the  Revenue  for  the 
three  years  he  had  mentioned,  and  he 
would  place  against  it  the  total  Expendi- 
ture of  those  three  years,  including  all 
the  money  which  had  been  expended 
upon  Public  Works,  Extrordinary  as 
well  as  Ordinary',  as  well  as  the  amount 
expended  in  averting  the  Famine. 

The  Expenditure  for  1872-3  amounted 
to  £50,638,386,  as  against  a  Revenue  of 
£50,219,489,  showing  an  excess  of 
expenditure  of  £418,897.  For  1873-4, 
the  first  Famine  year,  the  Expendi- 
ture amounted  to  £55,122,738,  as 
against  a  Revenue  of  £49,478,795, 
showing  an  excess  of  expenditure  of 
£5.643,943.  For  1874-5— the  liudget 
Estimate — the  total  Expenditure  was 
estimated  at  £54,935,050,  as  against 
an  estimated  Revenue  of  £48,984,000, 
showing  an  excess  of  Expenditure  over 
income  of  £5,951,050  making  a  total  ox- 
cess  of  Expenditure  in  those  three  years 
of  £12,013,890.  He  would  take  these 
figures  in  another  way  excluding  from 
the  ordinary  Expenditure  of  the  year 
the  Famine  expenditure  and  the  sums 
expended  upon  I*ublic  "Works  extraor- 
dinary. The  Expenditure  of  1872-3 — 
— was  £48,453,817,  as  against  a  Re- 
venue of  £50,219,489,  showing  a 
surplus  of  £1,765,672.  For  1873-4 
the  Expenditure  amounted  to  £47, 6 11,158 
and  the  Revenue  to  £49,478,795,  show- 
ing a  surplus  of  £1,867,037  ;  and  for  the 
Budget  Estimate  of  1874-5  the  or- 
dinary Expenditure  amounted  to 
£47,792,000,  against  a  Revenue  of 
£48,984,000,  showing  a  surplus  of 
£1,192,000,  making  a  surplus  for  the 
three  years  of  £4,825,309.  If  the  Com- 
mittee would  add  to  the  deficit  of  the 
first  table  the  surplus  of  the  second 
table  they  would  arrive  at  the  exact 
amount  of  money  spent  during  the  three 
vears  in  the  construction  of  Public 
Works  Extraordinary,  and  in  averting 
the  Famine— namely,  £16,839,199  or 
£6,500,250  towards  averting  famine  in 
Bengal,  and  £10,338,949  on  PubHc 
Works  Extraordinary,  which  latter  were 
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supposed    to  pay  the  interest    of  tlie 
money  borrowed  for  their  construction. 

The  income  and  expenditure  of  every 
year  of  Indian  finance  were  subjected 
to  a  treble  ordeal  and  came  before  Par- 
liament in  three  different  stages.  First 
in  the  shape  of  a  Budget  Estimate,  the 
wJiole  of  the  figures  of  which  were 
those  of  estimate.  Next  yeai*  the  figures 
came  before  them  as  a  Regulai'  Esti- 
mate, composed  of  eight  months  actual 
accounts  and  four  months  estimate,  and 
finally  they  arrived  at  the  actual  year, 
the  whole  of  the  figures  of  which  were 
tliose  of  actual  account. 

He  would  take  the  Actual  Accounts 
for  1872-3,  and  compare  them  with  the 
]  Jogular  Estimate  of  last  year.  In  the 
Ivogular  Estimate  of  last  year  his  hon. 
IViend  and  Predecessor  (Mr.  Grant  Duff) 
calculated  on  a  surplus,  exclusive  of  Public 
Works  Extraordinary,  of  £1,492,038; 
it  now  amounted  to  £1,765,672.  There 
had  been  an  increase  under  almost  every 
head  of  receipt,  except  Irrigation  Works, 
and  tile  Land  lievenuo  stood  higher  in 
that  year  tlian  it  had  ever  been  before. 
The  exjK'ndituro  was  £30,000  in  excess 
of  the  Regular  Estimate.  Comparing 
tlie  income  and  expenditure  of  1872-3 
with  that  of  the  former  year,  1871-2, 
tliov  arrived  at  this  result — that  tho  ex- 
ponditure  was  about  l!l,r)()0,000  in  excess 
ol'  the  preceding  year,  and  the  receipts 
were  about  £100,000  in  excess  of  the 
income  of  the  same  year. 

He  now  came  to  the  I^egular  Estimate 
(){'  1873-1,  and  would  for  a  moment  ex- 
clude tliat  moioty  of  the  Famine  expen- 
diture, whicli  was  incurred  during  this 
iinancial  year.  On  the  l^udget  Esti- 
mate of  1873-4  there  had  been  an 
estimated  surplus  of  £140,000,  and  so 
carefullv  were  the  Estimates  framed 
that  Lord  Northbrook  considered  him- 
self justified  in  abolishing  the  Income 
Tax.  The  sur]^)lus  tliis  year  had  grown 
to  £l,807,t)37.  Tliere  had  been  an 
iucroase  of  lievenue  under  17  heads 
— only  live  showing  a  decrease,  two  of 
thimi  being  Land  E(*v(>nue  and  Customs, 
due  no  doubt  to  tlie  Famine  in  l>engal. 
Opium  sliowed  an  increase  of  £822,000, 
and  both  Stamps  and  Ex(;ise  had  con- 
siderably increased.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  had  been  a  decrease  of  expendi- 
ture of  £535, 000.  and  this  vear  was  also 
memorable  from  the  fact  that  the  Army 
expenditure  was  lower  than  it  had  been 
since  1863-4.      Last  year  the  Govern- 


ment  determined  to  construct  Pablir 
Works  Extraordinary  to  the  amount  of 
£3,878,000  out  of  the  Cash  Balances: 
and  they  actually  expended  £3  .')9l,;i3ft: 
yet  the  Cash  Balances  in  coneequencf 
of  the  surpluses  of  preceding  year* 
stood  £3,000,000  higher  than  wa^^' esti- 
mated last  year.  It  was  necessary  dur- 
ing this  year  to  spend  nearly  £4.nOo.(M:iii 
in  averting  the  consequences  of  filming, 
yet  the  whole  of  this  expenditur**  had 
been  defrayed  out  of  these  balances, 
and  they  only  stood  £910,000  Inw^ 
than  was  estimated  last  year.  Tlio  tn:^ 
Famine  expenditure,  as  ho  Iiad  saii 
was  £6,500,000,  and  it  would  be  spread 
over  two  financial  years  in  two  unt-quil 
moieties— £3,900,000  over  1873-4.  acd 
£2,600,000  over  1874-5. 

He  now  came  to  the  Bud^t  Es- 
timate of  1874-5,  comparing  it  witb 
theEegular  Estimate  of  1873-4.  Th* 
Revenue  showed  a  falliug-olf  (»f  about 
£500,000  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  was  £700,000  in  excess  of  tlie  Hud- 
get  Estimate  of  last  year.  The  ditfer- 
encG  was  entirely  due  to  the  careful 
estimate  made  in  reference  to  tht»  revt^nue 
which  might  be  derived  from  opium. 
The  Land  Revenue  showed  an  incr»»ase 
in  the  receipts  of  £364.o0()  over  the 
preceding  year,  and  stood  liiglier  than 
was  ever  known  before,  iit*  wouM  not 
enter  into  the  disputed  qupstion"<  of 
permanent  rerfUfs  periodical  settlement, 
but  would  simply  stat«j  that  the  Swr*^ 
tary  of  State  was  in  favour  of  moflerat'* 
assessments.  The  (.)pin7ii  rt^eipts  f-p? 
the  year  were  £7,61;"), 000,  or  le^^^  It 
£707,000  than  the  Regular  Estinia!..'  of 
the  preceding  year.  Excise  and  Fur»'>s 
were  nearly  stationary.  Tln're  had 
been  a  decrease  of  £72.000  up*in  .Salt. 
This  was  not  cjwing  to  a  fallinj:- 
off  on  the  Salt  Revenue,  hut  tht»  resuh 
of  a  veiy  importantCustomsiniprovem*.  st 
effected  by  Lord  Northbiv)ok.  Tin*  T'om- 
mittee  were  aware  that  salt  was  tax^tl 
at  dillerent  rates  and  in  a  difTen'Ut  man- 
ner in  diflbrent  Provinces  of  India. 
There  was  a  Customs  line  of  2.400  mile.'* 
in  length ;  which  line  miglit  be  diviJ»=^i 
into  two  parts,  <me  of  1,600  miles,  run- 
ning from  the  upper  Indus  to  Durhan- 
pur,  and  separating  our  ten-itori«*a  Irem 
those  of  the  native  princes  of  Hajpijotana 
and  the  Indore  Agency.  The  other  ]»art 
consisted  of  800  miles  running  frc^m  liur- 
hanpur  to  the  Bay  of  Bengal.  Both  sides 
of  this    line  belonged  to   us,    and  the 
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inoonTenience  had  been  ex- 
"porienced  by  the  levy  of  duties  along 
''IhiB  inland  line.  There  was  great 
Wumimity  of  opinion  on  this  subject. 
tSiat  Oeorge  Campbell  who  had  been 
Goremor  of  Bengal  as  well  as  Com- 
aaiesioner  of  the  Central  Provinces  said — 

**Hiroaghout  the  Chief  Commissioner's  tour 

Ifc  huB  seemed  to  him  that  the  Customs  line  has 

:  lieen  felt  by  the  people  as  a  greater  grievance 

y.ftan  all  other  griovancos  put  together;  no  one 

>  can  travel  along  the  valleys  of  the  Nerbudda 

^;cMui  the  Wurdha  without  being  liable  to  constant 

'  .March  by  endless  Customs  officers  of  low  degree, 

posted  at  very  short  intt^rvals,  armed  with  iron 

search-forks  of  the  nature  of  cheese-tasters.'* 

E  The  Indian  Government  had,  therefore, 
determined  to  abolish  this  line  ;  but,  as 

;  the  Salt  Duty  was  considerably  higher 
on  one  side  of  it  than  on  the  other,  they 
were  obhged  to  take  certain  steps  to 

St>tect  the  Eevenue.  A  Bill  had  been 
troduced  into  the  Legislative  Council 
to  accomplish  this  important  reform ;  and 
to  prevent  the  Salt  Duties  from  being 
eyaded.  That  was  done  by  a  mileage  duty 
on  all  the  salt  brought  up  from  Bombay,  so 
graduated  that  by  the  time  it  arrived  in 
file  Central  Provinces  the  amount  pay- 
able upon  it  would  be  as  much  as  the 
present  tax ;  and  on  the  other  side  the 
Boale  was  graduated  in  a  different 
manner,  but  it  was  hoped  with  a 
similar  result.  He  attached  the  great- 
eat  importance  to  that  alteration  of  Cus- 
toms duties.  There  were  two  different 
achools  of  thought  in  regard  to  the 
Salt  Duties.  Men  of  great  experience 
and  knowledge  of  India  maintained 
that  they  could  not  diminish  the  high 
duties  now  levied  on  salt  without  great 
riak  to  the  Revenue.  On  the  other 
liand,  others  contended  that  the  duty 
might  be  reduced  and  that  the  great  in- 
crease of  consumption  would  be  a  com- 
pensation for  that  reduction.  There 
iras  a  remarkable  fact  in  support  of 
the  latter  view — that  although  the  tax 
was  lower  in  Madras  and  Bombay  than 
in  Bengal,  the  amount  of  consumption 
per  head  was  so  much  greater  than  in 
Bengal,  that  the  actual  tax  paid  per 
head  in  the  more  lightly  taxed  Presiden- 
cies was  greater  than  in  Bengal.  He 
therefore  thought  that  the  abolition 
of  the  Customs  line  was  valuable  as  an 
experiment  to  show  whether  reduction 
led  to  increased  consumption.  K  it 
could  be  proved  that  the  Salt  Duties 
could  be  lowered  without  loss  to  the 
revenue,  during  time  of  emergency,  it 


would  be  possible  to  re-impose  the 
higher  duty,  not  merely  upon  the  pre- 
sent consumption  but  upon  the  increased 
consumption  created  by  the  reduction  of 
the  duty.  The  Customs  Duties  showed 
an  increase  of  £113,000.  The  increase 
and  decrease  of  other  heads  of  Revenue 
were  unimportant.  The  Forest  revenues 
remained  about  the  same.  The  Forest 
revenues  had  been  very  much  neglected, 
but  the  Department  was  now  placed 
under  the  able  supervision  of  Dr. 
Brandis  and  Colonel  Pearson ;  and  with 
the  attention  these  gentlemen  had 
given  to  the  subject,  the  Forests  would, 
it  was  hoped,  form  in  future  a  not  unim- 
portant item  of  national  revenue. 

He  now  came  to  the  Expenditure  of 
1873-4,  which,  including  that  of  the  Fa- 
mine, was  £1,159,408  below  that  of  the 
preceding  year.  That  was  accounted  for 
by  the  reduced  Famine  expenditure, 
which  was  less  by  £1,340,000  than  that 
of  the  preceding  year.  There  was  a 
slight  decrease  in  the  charges  for  admi- 
nistration, notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
a  Commission  had  been  appointed  for 
Assam  which  entailed  an  additional 
charge,  and  there  was  also  an  increase 
of  £42,000  for  stationery.  There  was  like- 
wise an  increase  under  the  head  of  inte- 
rest of  £100,500,  the  effect  of  the  con- 
templated loan  operations.  Summarizuig 
the  Revenue  of  1874-5,  he  might  state 
that  the  Revenue  was  estimated  at 
£1,250,000  below  the  actual  receipts 
of  1872-3 ;  but  that  was  nearly  ac- 
counted for  by  the  difference  in  the  esti- 
mated receipt  for  Opium.  The  Expen- 
diture, comparing  it  with  1872-3,  was 
£660,000  less,  and  that  although  the 
Opium  charges  exceeded  those  of  that 
year  by  £300,000. 

He  had  stated  that  the  Famine  ex- 
penditure amounted  to  £6,500,000,  and 
was  divided  between  the  two  years. 
The  Famine  operations  might  be  di- 
vided into  five  distinct  heads — the  pur- 
chase of  grain  and  transport ;  the  encou- 
ragement given  by  the  Government  to 
private  traders  by  reduction  of  freights 
and  suspension  of  tolls  on  roads  and  fer- 
ries; the  employment  of  the  able-bodied; 
loans  to  corporations  and  private  per- 
sons ;  and  the  provision  of  charitable 
relief.  The  first  and  chief  item  was  the 
purchase  of  erain,  £4,000,000;  payment 
to  railways  for  transport  of  Government 
grain,  £450,000 ;  payment  also  for  the 
transport  of  private  grain,  £450,000;  con- 
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tracts  for  transport  in  Tirhoot,  £435,000 ; 
Durbungah  Eailway,  £200,000;  trans- 
port, including  steam  -  vessels  from 
England,  £499,250 ;  cliaritablo  grants, 
£250,000;  supervision,  £135,000;  mak- 
ing a  total  of  £6,419,250. 

He  next  passed  to  Public  Works 
Extraordinary,  with  regard  to  which, 
as  he  had  already  stated  on  a  former 
occasion,  the  Government  of  India  de- 
termined in  July  1873  to  expend,  dur- 
ing the  four  years  ending  1877-8,  the 
sum  of  £17,000,000,  of  which  sum 
they  proposed  to  expend  £4,500,000 
during  the  present  year.  The  Com- 
mittee woidd  see  that  in  consequence 
of  the  heavy  Famine  expenditure  and 
the  Public  AVorks  expenditure,  it  would 
bo  necossar}'  to  raise  money  on  loan, 
and  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  had 
introduced  a  Bill  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  to  empower  the  Indian 
Government  to  raise  £10,000,000.  The 
Secretary  of  State  liad  availed  himself 
of  tliat  power  to  raise  £5,000,000,  and 
the  Governor  General  had  borrowed 
£2,500,000  in  India.  Thoy  had  also 
r(?ceived  on  loan  a  sum  of  £860,000  from 
the  !Maharajahs  Holkar  and  Scindia 
for  railways  constructed  through  their 
dominions,  making  the  total  amount 
raised  by  h)an  £8,3(30,000.  The  total 
amount  expended  during  two  years  in 
Famine  expenditure  and  Public  AVorks 
Extraordinary  was  £14,654,000.  The 
did'crence  between  that  amount  and  the 
amount  borrowed  was  defrayed  out  of 
the  Casli  Balances,  which  stood  exces- 
sively high  iu  consequence  of  the  sur- 
l)hisus  of  preceding  years.  Tliere  would 
tlius  be  an  increase  in  the  charges  of 
interest  in  future  years;  but,  on  the 
otlier  luind,  tlicre  would  bo  a  reduction 
arising  through  the  redemption  of  the 
capital  Stock  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, and  tlio  reduction  on  that  re- 
demption won  hi  a7nr)unt  to  an  annual 
saving  of  £446,793.  Having  now 
done  witli  figures,  he  would  consider 
tlie  main  sources  of  expenditure.  The 
first  item  was  the  military  expendi- 
ture, which  tJie  Indian  (fovernment, 
since  tlie  year  1868-9,  had  succeeded 
in  reducing  by  about  £1,000,000  ster- 
ling. Not  only  so,  but  they  had  main- 
tained the  European  Force  in  as  great 
numbers,  and  in  a  state  of  as  high  etli- 
ciency  as  before.  That  result  had  been 
entirely  due  to  economical  administra- 
tion, and  it  was  more  than  probable  that 
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a  still  forther  redaction  iroold  be  cL 
fected.  The  Secretary  of  State  bid 
given  his  sanction  this  year  to  a  scheof 
for  accelerating  the  retirement  of  offii^en. 
and  Lord  Northbrook  attached  sx^ 
importance  to  it  as  the  keystone  for  t^ 
future  reforms  of  the  Native  Annrof 
India.  A  Committee  of  that  House  had  Hi 
to  consider  the  subject  of  Home  rbaz^. 
They  directed  their  attention  to  some  of 
the  military  charges  in  this  c-ountn, 
and  he  trusted  tliat  the  results  of  tha 
deliberations  would  tend  to  the  redv- 
tion  of  the  sums  paid  by  India  to  tba 
country,  without  imposing  upon  EngliBl 
any  burden  which  she  could  not  fairljU 
called  upon  to  pay. 

The  provincial  allotments  were  aW 
the  same  as  last  year.  The  deeentralia- 
tion  system  of  Loi*d  Ma^'ohad  beeu  {rrvtti^ 
attacked  both  in  and  out  of  the*  Hooie. 
upon  the  ground  that  it  would  cause  ii- 
creascd  cesses,  and  lead  to  the  impositki 
of  fresh  cesses  in  different  Provinoei 
If  any  such  increase  had  taken  place, 
it  was  due,  not  to  doccntralizatiQa 
but  to  the  great  improvements  in  judi- 
cial machinery.  Lord  NorthbnK)k  had 
collected  information  from  the  Gumf- 
nors  of  the  various  Pi-ovinces.  aad 
they  were  unanimously  of  opinion  tfaa: 
Lord  Mavo's  decentralization  s<]itm 
had  reduced  the  friction  bctwi*eu  the 
Supreme  Government  and  I-/ical  Goven- 
meuts ;  and  as  Jjoi-d  Northbrook  was 
aware  of  tlie  importance  of  checkinj*  any 
undue  local  expenditure,  the  gowl  to  U- 
derived  in  the  future  would  be  still 
gi'cater  than  that  experienced  in  tht- 
past. 

Ho  would  now  advert  to  the  pafc- 
ranteed  railway  system.  There  had 
been  6,201  miles  sanctioned,  of  which 
5,490  miles  had  been  complettnl.  and 
the  remainder  were  in  course  of  con- 
struction. The  total  cnitlav  was  tTli- 
mated  at  £96,000,000  sterling,  of  which 
£92,000,000  had  been  spent,  and  th* 
cost,  including  Grovemment  contritu- 
tions,  and  one-eighth  bein^  double  tnu-h. 
was  £16,480  per  mile.  The  loss  upjc 
the  guaranteed  interest  was  £*2.1IO.OtiO 
in  1872-3,  £1,567,000  in  1873-4,  and 
iu  1874-5,  £1,394.000,  showing  a  con- 
siderable decrease,  which  was  dnt? 
probably,  to  some  extent,  to  thf*  ex'.«- 
sive  trathc  in  grain  for  the  trans- 
port of  which  the  Government  had 
paid.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
there    had   been    a    great   increase  is 
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imflway  traffic  in  India ;  but  the  increase 
luid  not  been  such  as  the  Government 
liad  a  right  to  expect,  and  the  great 
.  diffionlty  as  to  railway  success  in  India 
lay  in  the  non-ezpansiveness  of  the 
Mssenger  traffic.  The  Gk)yemment  of 
India  had  determined  to  construct 
imilways  in  future  themselves,  and  the 
want  of  expansiveness  which  had  mani- 
HfiBted  itself  in  that  traffic  must  be 
Cftrefiillj  taken  into  consideration  in  the 
MUiotion  which  might  be  given  to  the 
eonstruction  of  railways  by  the  State. 
The  year,  however,  had  not  been  an 
uninteresting  one  as  regarded  experi- 
naents  in  railway  making.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Famine,  aline  veiy 
much  of  the  character  of  a  tramway  had 
been  laid  down  between  the  Ganges  and 
Dnrbungah,  and  it  had  been  very 
ereditably  constructed  at  the  rate  of  a 
mile  a  day.  It  had  also  been  shown 
that  light  railways,  partaking  more  of 
flie  character  of  tramways,  were  what 
were  required,  rather  than  the  costly 
HneB  wTVere  Customed  to  in  Enghind 

He  passed  on  to  the  most  important 
■abject  in  connection  with  this  Financial 
Statement,  and  that  was  the  proposed 
expenditure  on  Public  Works.  In 
1868,  a  stricter  line  was  drawn  between 
Public  Works  which  were  to  be  con- 
structed out  of  ordinary  revenue,  and 
tiiose  which  were  to  be  constructed  with 
borrowed  money.  It  was  then  laid 
down  that  only  those  works  which 
ahowed  a  fair  prospect  of  repaying 
interest  on  the  money  borrowed  for 
their  construction,  should  be  classed 
under  Public  Works  Extraordinary,  that 
was  works  constructed  with  borrowed 
money.  The  Government  of  India  did 
not  intend  to  avail  themselves  any 
further  of  the  system  of  guarantee  for 
the  construction  of  railways.  In  conse- 
quence, £12.000,000  would  be  expended 
on  Gt)vemment  railways  during  the 
next  four  years.  The  Secretary  of  State 
was  most  anxious  that  only  works  of  a 
reproductive  nature  should  in  future  be 
constructed  out  of  borrowed  money,  and 
be  had  therefore  intimated  that  only 
those  works  which  would  pay  the  interest 
upon  the  amount  borrowed  for  their 
construction  should  be  termed  Public 
Works  Extraordinary,  the  cost  of  all 
other  works  to  be  included  in  the  ordinary 
expenditure  of  the  year. 

He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  passed 
on  from  Public  Works  expenditure  to 
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expenditure  which  was  very  clofely 
connected  with  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment, and  which  he  would  call  the 
Famine  expenditure.  The  Government 
of  India  had  had  imposed  upon  them 
during  the  past  year  the  duty  of  saving 
from  famine  and  starvation  a  very  large 
number  of  their  subjects,  and  Lord 
Northbrook  and  his  advisers  were  quite 
prepared  to  submit  to  the  result  of  the 
policy  which  had  thus  been  imposed 
upon  them.  In  the  Financial  Besolu- 
tions  which  were  published  on  the  25th 
of  April  this  year,  the  Government  of 
India  pointed  out  that  famines  in  India 
were  not  like  the  Irish  Famine,  which 
was  an  exceptional  occurrence,  but  that 
famines  in  India  occurred  with  regularity 
during  certain  periods.  During  the  last  10 
years  there  had  been  no  less  than  three 
famines — one  in  Orissa  in  1 866,  another 
in  the  North- Western  Provinces  in 
1868,  and  another  in  Beng-al  in  1873. 
Therefore,  the  Government  of  India 
deemed  it  necessary  that  certain  pro- 
visions should  be  made  in  order  to 
carry  out  this  famine  policy.  Suc- 
cessive Secretaries  of  State  nad  laid 
down,  as  a  principle,  that  the  ordi- 
nary Eevenue  should  exceed  the  ordi- 
nary Expenditure  by  £500,000,  and 
Lord  Northbrook,  in  addition,  proposed 
that  there  should  be  a  margin  besides 
this  surplus,  and  that  the  margin  should 
make  provisions  for  checking  the 
consequences  of  famine  in  the  future. 
Now,  famine  might  be  averted,  or, 
rather,  the  consequences  of  it,  in 
two  ways — first  by  pouring  food  by 
sheer  expenditure  of  money  into  the 
distressed  districts.  But  no  return  was 
got  for  that  money  beyond  the  satis- 
faction of  saving  life.  On  the  other 
hand,  famines  could  be  rendered  less  ' 
likely  to  occur  by  famine  preventive 
works,  and  a  certain  return  might  be 
reasonably  expected  from  such  works. 
He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had,  during 
the  short  time  he  had  held  the  post  he 
then  occupied,  had  the  pleasure  of  talk- 
ing with  many  men  of  eminence  who 
were  connected  with  India,  and  there 
seemed  to  be  an  almost  unanimous 
opinion  among  them  that  there  had 
never  been  a  year  in  India  in  which 
there  was  not  sufficient  food  on  the 
Continent  of  India  for  the  whole  of 
the  people  in  India,  and  that  the  very 
causes  which  produced  famine  in  one 
part   of  India  produced  an  unusually 
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all.  Thore  liad  been  ban'acks,  for  ex- 
ample, classed  as  extraordinary  public 
works.  Durinp^  the  last  seven  years, 
which  had  been  described  as  a  period 
of  great  financial  prosperity,  the  aggre- 
gato  deficit  had  been  £16,500,000; 
therefore,  if  they  excluded  the  famine 
expenditure,  which  was  stated  to  be 
£6,500,000,  the  deficit  during  that  pe- 
riod would  be  no  less  than  £10,000,000. 
These  were  not  exceptional  years.  In 
the  nine  previous  years,  when  what 
was  known  as  the  Budget  system  com- 
menced, the  aggregate  deficit  was 
£10,000,000,  and  during  that  time  there 
were  only  two  j'ears  of  nominal  surplus. 
In  the  three  years  previously  to  1868-9, 
India  boiTOwed  £6,500,000  to  make  up 
d(3liciencies,  and  in  addition  to  that  her 
cashbahmces  were  reduced  by£3,500,000, 
and  therefore  an  addition  of  £9,500,000 
ought  to  be  made  to  the  large  deficit  he 
had  mentioned.  He  might  further  ob- 
serve that  many  of  the  charges  trans- 
ferred from  the  Imperial  to  the  local 
funds  were  increasing  charges,  and  that 
ct)nsoquently  each  year  the  amount 
wliich  the  local  authorities  had  to  make 
up  had  been  steadily  increasing.  There- 
fore, although  there  might  not  be  any 
increase  in  Imperial  taxation  during 
the  last  few  years,  yet  the  (miount 
raised  by  local  taxation  during  the  last 
seven  years  had  increased  by  no  less 
than  50  per  cunt.  The  great  principle 
to  be  borne  in  mind  in  regard  to  India 
was,  tliat,  from  tlie  nature  of  the  case, 
hor  revenue  only  grew  slowly,  and  un- 
less groat  care  was  taken  her  expendi- 
invi"-  must  increase.  In  that  state  of 
tliiujis  tlie  most  rigid  economy  ought 
to  l)e  practised.  Tlie  slowness  in  the  in- 
crease of  tlie  revenue  could  be  proved 
by  figures  and  also  by  considerations  as 
to  tlie  condition  of  the  population.  The 
gr<'ut  bulk  of  llie  people  liv(Ml  by  agri- 
cull  lire,  and  on  extremely  small  wages, 
ihfir  circumstances  resembling  in  some 
r<.'spe{'ts  that  oi'  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  immediately  before  the 
ftimine.  AVith  regard  to  the  actual  re- 
venue during  the  last  s(iven  years — the 
pi'riod  of  exceptional  financial  prospe- 
rirv — it  showed  verv  little  increase  at 
all,  if  ihe  amount  of  the  incMiUie  tax. 
now  rej)(!.'iled,  was  deducted.  He  would 
ask  th<^  Committee  to  contrast  the  trifling 
increase  of  revenue  witli  the  gri^at  in- 
crease in  the  exp'^nse  of  administration, 
fcfir  J»»liii  JStracliey  ifaid,  and  ho  entirely 


concurred  with  liim,   that  the  iccKtoe 
of  expenditure  was  due  to  two  caosn 
for  which  no   one  was  particularlT  n- 
sponsible.     He  stated  that  after  tlie  h- 
dian  Mutiny  in  1857,  the  administnikc 
of  India  liad  become  far  more  expo- 
sive,  and  added  that   in  consequencifof 
the  enormous  balance  of  tradi\  vhi& 
necessitated  a  large  importation  of  bul- 
lion into  that  country-,  a   groat  rise  in 
prices  had    been   brought    about    Hr 
showed  conclusively  also   that  that  ek 
affected  far  more  the  expenditure  thu 
tho  revenue,  thus  throwing  the  babmr* 
on  tho  wrong  side.     In  18o6-7.  thecuit 
of  law,  justice,  and  police   in  India  yh 
£2,500,000,  while  in    1868-9   it  wasft) 
less  than  £4,100,000,  or  an  incrraM  of 
70  per  cent.     Taking  the  year  1869.aBfi 
comparing  it  with  tho  year  1 870,  he  fbac 
that,  while  the  expenditure  in  thefonut 
year  for  stationery  and  printing  was  nih 
£170,000,  it  had  in  the  latter  increuid 
to   £250,000;   while   this    year  it  ap- 
peared there  was  an  increase  of  £40,000. 
Again,  for  the  Bombay  £stablishiDai 
in  1856-7  the  charge  was  £201,000.  aid 
in  1870  no  less  than   £360,000,  or  n 
increase  of  70  per  cent ;    the  household 
expenses  of  the  Grovernor   of  Bombar 
having  risen  from  £7,000   in  1856-7- 
probably  owing  to  the  increase  of  pricn 
—to   £21,000,  or    300    per   cent.    Th^ 
medical  charges,  which    in    1856-7  w«iv 
£160,000,   were  in  1870    no  less  tlas 
£520,000,  or  an  increase  of  320  perceni. 
There  was  another   way    in    which  h- 
thought  he  might  make  tho  point  whidi 
he  was  endeavouring  to  impre.<s  on  Hb- 
Committee    perfectly  clear.      A  bett« 
illustration  of  tho  increasing  costlineiv 
of  tho  administration    of  India   could 
not  be  given  than  the  increased  cost  d 
collecting   tho  revenue,  and    he  found 
that  tho  cost  of  collecting  the   land  anl 
opium  revenue — he  believed  the  earn* 
remark  would  apply  to  other  brancht^ 
of  revenue — ^was  just  100  per  centmor* 
than  the  increase  in  the  revenue  itaelf. 
But  the  increase  in  tho  expenditun;  h^ 
came  still  more  striking  when  the  Hoixif 
cliarges  were  taken  into   considerati^*!:- 
These    charges    were     something    lik!* 
£15,000,000,  and  although  he  wasawar> 
that  a  portion  of  that  amount  was  simplj 
a  matter  of  account,  yet  it  must  be  borc" 
in  mind  that  in  the  course  of  compara- 
tively a  few  years  these  charges  had  lo 
less  than  doubled.     Taking  the  HoiLe 
charges  for  the  present  year,  he  founi 
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that  for  absentee  allowances  and  Civil 
Service  furlough  they  had  increased  in 
m  single  year  from  £160,000  to  £250,000. 
There  was  observable,  too,  the  same  con- 
stant tendency  to  accumulate  charges  on 
the  revenues  of  India.  For  instance, 
when  the  Engineers'  College  at  Cooper's 
Hill  was  established,  he  and  others  had 
objected  to  the  proposal,  because,  among 
other  reasons,  it  would  impose  a  serious 
Imrden  on  those  revenues,  but  they  were 
told  it  would  be  self-supporting.  Now, 
liowever,  it  appeared  that  it  would  en- 
tail a  charge  on  India  of  £24,000  a-yqar, 
which  did  not  include  the  interest  on 
the  sum  which  had  been  expended  in 
purchasing  the  estate.  What  was  the 
practical  evidence  to  be  drawn  under 
those  circumstances?  It  was  that  if 
there  was  a  slowly  increasing  revenue 
and  a  «rapidly  increasing  expenditure, 
there  must  inevitably  be  an  increase  of 
taxation,  unless  the  expenditure  could 
be  kept  down  by  practising  the  most 
zigid  economy.  Now,  the  increase  of 
taxation  was  a  serious  tiling  in  any  coun- 
try. If  they  wanted  to  raise  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000  in  this  country  to  make 
up  a  deficit,  there  were  20  ways  in  which 
it  might  be  done,  and  no  one  would  pre- 
tend to  say  that  it  would  necessarily  im- 
pede the  progress  of  the  nation,  although 
it  might  oe  regarded  as  an  evil  and  a 
misfortune  even  in  a  rich  country  like 
£ngland ;  but  it  would  be  a  far  greater 
evil  and  misfortune  in  the  case  of  India, 
and  in  dealing  with  taxation  in  that 
coimtry  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
a  financier  should  study  the  genius  and 
character  of  the  people.  The  Indian 
people  loved  rest  and  repose,  and  nothing 
annoyed  them  more  than  the  threat  of 
increased  taxation.  Nothing  had  done 
0O  much  harm  to  our  rule  within 
the  last  few  years  as  the  constant  pro- 
posals with  which  the  Indian  people 
Lad  been  worried  with  respect  to 
new  taxes.  Not  a  year  went  by  with- 
out some  new  cess  or  some  petty  new 
impost  being  proposed  or  suggested. 
One  year  it  was  a  tax  on  marriage 
feasts,  another  year  it  was  a  local  income 
tax,  almost  reaching  the  pauper  with  2«. 
a-week,  and  another  year  it  was  a  tax  on 
household  furniture,  and  so  on.  He  un- 
derstood it  was  insisted  upon  by  Indian 
officials — for  instance,  by  the  Governor 
of  Madras — that  the  time  had  come  when 
the  practice  of  worr^dng  the  people  ought 
to  be  stopped,  and  a  pledge  should  be 


given  them  that  except '  in  case  of 
war,  no  new  tax  would  be  imposed 
for  the  next  30  years.  That  would  be 
layine  down  a  valuable  principle  for 
the  future  guidance  of  Indian  states- 
men. Supposing  that  by  embarking  in 
some  rash  scheme  of  public  works  for 
India  they  were  landed  in  a  deficit  of 
£5,000,000,  what  would  they  have  to 
do  ?  In  England  £5,000,000  could  be 
raised  by  a  3d,  income  tax ;  but  India 
was  so  poor  that  that  sum  could  not 
be  raised  without  an  income  tax  of 
2s,  6d,  in  the  pound — an  impost  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  levy  and  hold  the 
country  in  peace  and  tranquillity.  What 
was  the  practical  conclusion  ?  That  they 
should  do  all  in  their  power  to  strengthen 
the  Governor  General  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  pursuing  a  policy  of  economy. 
They  should  do  more — they  should  when 
the  Indian  Budget  was  before  the  House 
for  Home  charges,  exercise  the  same 
close  supervision  over  the  items  as  was 
done  with  respecrt  to  our  own  Budget.  If 
that  had  been  done  under  former  Go- 
vernments and  in  past  years,  the  present 
financial  position  and  future  prospects  of 
India  would  have  been  much  more  satis- 
factory. The  guarantee  for  Indian  rail- 
ways might  now  bo  a  diminishing 
charge,  but  still  it  was  a  inost  serious 
one.  That  charge  on  the  revenues  of  In- 
dia would  not  be  nearly  as  large  as  it 
was  now  but  for  the  disgraceful  careless- 
ness and  extravagance  with  which  the 
contracts  between  the  guaranteed  rail- 
ways and  the  Indian  Government  had 
been  drawn  up.  Even  admitting  the 
principle  of  those  guarantees,  there  was 
no  reason  why  the  contracts  should  be  so 
one-sided  against  India  as  they  now 
were.  But  in  future  a  great  saving 
miffht  be  effected  in  regard  to  guaranteed 
railways.  One  of  the  clauses  in  those 
railway  contracts  was  called  the  Annuity 
or  Commutation  Clause.  At  the  end  of 
25  years  from  the  period  of  the  first  con- 
tract it  was  possible  for  the  Government 
to  buy  up  the  railways  from  the  existing 
proprietors  by  giving  them  an  annuity 
for  75  years,  estimated  at  the  then  price 
of  the  stock,  and  calculated  according  to 
the  current  rate  of  interest,  estimated  by 
the  amount  at  which  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment could  borrow  money.  Unhappily 
that  right  of  purchasing  had  been  sur- 
rendered in  the  case  of  three  important 
railways — namely,  the  Madras,  the  Bom- 
bay and  Baroda;  and  the  Great  Indian 
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Peninsula.  That  right  could  be  flur- 
rendered  by  the  Secretary  of  State  at  any 
moment  without  concert  with  the  autho- 
rities in  India  or  the  consent  of  that 
House.  He  did  not  suppose  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  would  surrender  it ;  but  if 
the  Under  Secrotaiy,  in  the  name  of  his 
Chief,  would  give  a  promise  that  that 
right  of  purchasing  those  railways,  by 
bringing  into  operation  that  Annuity  or 
Comnmtation  Clause,  would  not  be  aban- 
doned in  the  case  of  any  other  guaranteed 
Indian  railways,  without  previously  con- 
sulting Parliament,  it  would  effect  a 
most  important  saving.  That  opinion 
was  expressed  in  a  Despatch  from  Lord 
Mayo  and  signed  by  all  his  Council,  who 
objected  to  that  clause  being  surren- 
dered in  the  three  cases  he  had  named. 
He  had  calculated  that  by  paying  an 
annuity  of  something  like  £4  14«.  a-year 
instead  of  £o,  on  each  £100,  for  75 
years,  the  Indian  Government,  through 
tlie  operation  of  that  clause,  would  at 
the  end  of  that  period  have  acquired  the 
property  in  those  railways,  and  the  pay- 
ment would  cease  altogether.  He  did 
not  ask  for  a  pledge  that  the  railways 
would  bo  purchased,  but  for  a  promise 
that  the  riglit  of  purchasing  them  would 
not  be  given  up  until  Parliament  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  on  the  subject.  That  money 
could  be  boiTowed  on  the  secunty  of  In- 
dia at  a  little  over  4  dot  cent  might  bo 
a  proof  that  the  credit  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment was  only  second  to  that  of 
England  itself.  The  low  rate  of  interest 
was,  without  doubt,  due  to  a  great  ex- 
tent to  the  confidence  wliich  was  felt  in 
the  stability  of  British  rule  in  India,  but 
that  was  not  the  only  reason.  There 
was  a  vague  impression  existing  in  the 
public  mind  in  India  tliat  England  would 
in  tlio  last  resource  bo  responsible  for  the 
Indian  debt.  That  impression  was 
strengtlicnod  by  the  unfortunate  passing 
of  an  Act  which  allowt'd  trust  moneys  to 
be  invested  in  Indian  securities,  and 
therefore  lie  thouglit  it  could  not  be  too 
explicitly  stated  that  England  was  no 
more  responsible  for  the  Indian  debt, 
than  slie  was  for  the  debt  of  any  other  of 
her  Colonies.  The  holders  of  Indian  se- 
curities were  now  receiving  a  great  ileal 
more  of  interest  than  they  would  be  en- 
titled to,  if  England  were  responsible  for 
the  debt,  and  therefore  he  urged  the  im- 
portance of  making  it  clear,  if  such  was 
the  case,    that   there   was  no  English 
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guarantee  at  the  back  of  the  Indian  dek 
He  regarded  the    Cng^lish  poliiT  vi*ji 
regard  to  public    works   as  by  far  tl^- 
most  important  question  connected  wi:L 
Indian  finance  at  the  present  time :  asd 
in   connection    with    this  question,  h- 
wished  to  endorse    \rhat  had  been  siiu 
by  the  Under   Secretary  for  India  it 
reference  to  Lord  Northbrook,  whohii 
shown  some  of  the  highest  qualiries  of 
a  statesman.     Instead  of  giving  vavio 
the  excitement  which   was  created,  tfe* 
noble  Lord   had   stood    firm,    and  dis- 
played energy,  zeal,  and  devotion.  whii'L 
though  they  had  procured  for  him  »a* 
unpopularity,  had  been  of  great  and  n&- 
speakable  service  to    the   country  ore 
which  he  ruled  as  Viceroy.     The  exhilK- 

■r 

tion  of  these  qualities  had  not  been  cxn- 
fined  to  Lord  Northbrook,  but  had  ak) 
distinguished  Sir  Uichard  Tenijde  and 
the  other  officials  who  had  been  engajeid 
in  carrj'ing  out  Lord  Northbrook'spolir. 
With  regard  to  the  public  works,  then 
were  two  entirely  opposed  schools.  0» 
party  contended  that  the  works  ought  u 
be  constructed,  even  though  they  did 
not  pay  directly,  on  account  of  the  in- 
direct  advantages  which  thej  conferred 
upon  the  country.  Judging  from  recem 
speeches  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  ho  had  concluded  that  the  uobU 
Marquess  held  this  view,  and  it  was. 
therefore,  with  great  satisfaction  that  he 
had  heard  the  noble  Lord  the  Undt-r 
Secretary  state  the  view  of  his  Chief  to 
be  that  no  public  works  were  to  be  con- 
structed in  India  with  borrowed  moDer. 
unless  it  could  be  proved  that  they  would 
pay  the  interest  on  the  outlay.  The  im- 
pression he  had  received  upon  the  point 
had  been  shared  in  by  Sir  Arthur  Cot- 
ton, one  of  the  most  enthusiastic  and 
skilful  engineer  officers  wlio  had  ever 
served  in  India.  The  other  view  main- 
tained in  reference  to  this  question  wa.«, 
that  no  public  works  should  be  con- 
structed in  India  unless  tlioy  paid  f^r 
tliemselves,  and  that  the  Government 
ought  not  to  seek  to  prevent  famines  ly 
these  means,  but  by  attempting  to  deal 
not  merely  with  the  phj^ical  but  with 
the  moral  causes  which  led  to  them ;  fur 
notliing  seemed  so  imsatisfoctory  con- 
nected with  the  population  of  the  coui;- 
try,  as  that  wlicn  famine  came  upon 
tliem  they  had  no  accumulated  stock  of 
food  to  fall  back  upon.  His  own  vier 
was  that  great  care  and  caution  ought 
to  be  exercised,  for  it  had  been  shown, 
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both  with  regard  to  irrigation  and  rail- 
way works,  that  there  was  in  the  Native 
snind  a  strong  indisposition  to  use  them 
when  constructed.  He  would  be  the 
Iftst  to  say  a  single  word  against  the 
oonstruction  of  public  works  in  India. 
Ji  such  works  were  constructed  out  of 
the  revenue  and  savings  of  the  year, 
they  would  be  productive  of  great  bene- 
fit. If,  however,  they  were  constructed 
through  the  medium  of  borrowed  money, 
•11  experience  showed  that  the  question 
whether  they  would  pay  or  not  was  so 
grave  a  problem  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  Indian  finance,  the  utmost  and 
meet  scrupulous  care  should  be  taken 
and  caution  adopted  before  such  a  course 
WEB  entered  upon.  He  was  happy  to 
think  that  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  people  of  this  country  were  begin- 
ning to  take  greater  interest  than  they 
heretofore  did  in  the  affairs  of  India. 
Some  people  were  apprehensive  that  the 
fact  might  lead  to  undue  and  unneces- 
-sary  interference  in  Indian  affairs.  Such, 
he  believed,  would  not  be  the  case. 
There  were  many  services  which  Eng- 
land could  render  to  India,  not  only  with 
xeg^ard  to  good  government,  but  in  the 
interests  of  economy.  They  could  ad- 
vocate that  the  policy  of  justice,  wisdom, 
and  economy  should  be  more  fully  car- 
ried out,  and  that  the  Natives  should  be 
more  generally  employed  than  they  now 
were  in  the  various  branches  of  the  public 
service.  As  he  had  already  said,  he  did 
not  take  a  desponding  view  of  Indian 
finance,  and  he  had  carefully  avoided 
censuring  any  person  for  what  had 
already  occurred.  He  had,  he  thought, 
proved  that  Indian  finance  was  in  a 
critical  position,  and  that  if  great  care 
were  not  taken  with  respect  to  expendi- 
ture, that  position  might  become  ex- 
tremely serious.  But  he  thought  that 
if  the  policy  of  economy  'which  had 
been  commenced  were  continued,  Indian 
finance  would  soon  become  as  satisfac- 
tory as  could  be  desired,  that  all  the 
charges  that  could  be  so  dealt  with  should 
be  reduced,  and  that  then  great  public 
works  might  be  constructed  out  of 
savings.  It  should  be  remarked  that 
the  more  econoxnical  they  were,  the  more 
prosperous  the  country  would  become, 
the  more  contented  the  people,  and 
therefore  the  less  expensive  would  be 
the  task  of  governing  them.  In  a  word, 
each  economy  might  be  regarded  as  a 
saving  of  seed  from  which  a  ^ture  and 


bountiful  harvest  of  economy  would  be 
gathered. 

Mr.  FOESYTH,  as  one  who  for 
years  had  taken  great  interest  in  Indian 
affairs,  desired  to  address  a  few  words 
to  the  House  with  respect  to  the  policy 
pursued  by  England  towards  that  great 
dependency.  Without  attempting  in 
any  way  to  blame  the  Government,  he 
regretted  that  the  Indian  Budget  was 
not  brought  forward  in  the  House  of 
Commons  until  the  last  week  of  the 
Session,  and  he  hoped  that  the  sparse- 
ness  of  the  attendance  would  not  be  con- 
sidered by  their  Indian  fellow-subjects 
as  evidence  of  caring  little  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  millions  who  inhabited  that 
country.  He  feared  they  might  suppose 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  that  expressed  by  the  Poet 
Laureate  in  the  line — 

"  Better  fifty  years  of  Europe  than  a  cycle  of 
Cathay." 

He  thought  that  hon.  Members  might 
congratulate  themselves  upon  the  vast 
improvement  which  had  been  made  in 
the  government  of  India  during  the 
last  few  years.  It  had  been  said  in 
former  times  that  if  our  Empire  in 
India  were  to  come  to  a  sudden  end, 
the  sole  relics  of  our  rule  would  be 
broken  champagne  bottles  strewn  about 
the  country ;  but  such  a  statement 
would  be  a  calumny  at  the  present  time, 
seeing  that  we  had  covered  the  land 
with  a  network  of  railways  and  with 
irription  works,  which  were  converting 
arid  plains  into  fertile  fields.  The  popu- 
lation of  India  were  contented  with  our 
government,  preferring  the  homoge- 
neousness  of  Imperial  rule  to  being  split 
up  into  independent  principalities  which 
would  be  always  at  war  with  each 
other.  He  entirely  approved  the  India 
Councils  Bill,  which  would  secure  both 
responsibility  and  efficiency  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  public  works  in  that 
coimtry ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  noble  Lord,  that  in  expending  pub- 
lic money  on  public  works  in  India,  the 
greatest  caution  was  necessary,  not  so 
much  because  they  might  be  unproduc- 
tive, as  because  of  future  eventualities 
which  it  behoved  us  to  provide  against. 
It  was  impossible  to  Iook  at  the  state  of 
things  that  existed  in  Cabul  and  Afghan- 
istan, and  at  the  advance  of  Bussia  in 
Central  Asia,  without  seeing  that  we 
ought  to  hold  ourselves  in  readiness  to 
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meet  possible  contingencies.  Tlie  iiiler 
of  Cabul  was  an  cldf?rly  man,  who  had 
fiolocted  one  son  over  another,  and  his 
eld(;sfc  sou  had  reared  the  standard  of 
revolt.  \\Tien  the  ruler  of  Afghanistan 
died,  no  doubt  there  would  bo  a  civil  war 
in  the  country,  and  he  maintained  that 
India  was  nowhere  more  open  to  attack 
tlian  througli  Cabul  and  Afghanistan, 
lie  did  not  accuse  Russia  of  an  aggres- 
sive or  a  hostile  policy  towards  this  coun- 
try ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  overlook 
liussia's  progi-ess  in  Central  Asia,  where 
she  was  overlapx)ing  us  from  west  to 
east,  and  we  could  not  shut  our  eyes  to 
tlie  probability  that  slie  might  come  into 
collision  with  us  on  the  North-western 
frontier  of  India.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, we  ought  not  to  be  too  lavish  of 
our  Indian  resources  in  time  of  peace. 
It  was  impossible  suddenly  to  raise  the 
taxation  of  tlie  coimtiy  —  not  because 
India  was  a  heavily-taxed  country,  the 
taxation  amounting  to  only  about  3«.  Cyd. 
per  head  of  a  population  of  184,500,000 
— but  because  the  Eovenue  of  the  country 
was  derived  from  some  seven  or  eight 
sources,  the  receipts  from  which  could  not 
bo  increased  at  pleasure.  Tlie  normal 
lievenue  of  India  amounted  to  about 
£34,000,000,  which  was  derived  as  follow- 
ed—The  Land  Tax  yielded  £2 1,000,000, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  increase  that 
tax,  owiug  to  the  Settlement  of  1795. 
The  tax  upon  Opium  yielded  £8,000,000, 
and  no  one  would  wish  to  see  the  revenue 
derived  from  that  p«»niici(nis  drug  in- 
creased. The  tax  uj^on  Salt  yielded 
£6,000,000,  and  any  attempt  to  further 
tax  that  necessary  of  life  would  bo  at- 
tended with  disastrous  consequences. 
The  asscssir-d  taxes  yielded  the  munifi- 
cent sum  of  £19,000,  while  the  Customs 
Yielded  £2,024, (JOO.  The  revenue 
derived  from  Stamps  amounted  to 
£2,697,800,  and  it  was  to  this  item  that 
he  wished  particularly  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  noble  Lord.  Of  the  total 
of  £2,697,800,  as  much  as  £1,729,148 
was  tlerived  from  the  taxation  of  legal 
2)ro(eedings  by  means  of  stamps.  For 
stating  your  own  oa.se  in  Court,  in  order 
ti)  lay  the  foundation  for  obtaining  jus- 
tice, there  was  necessary  the  payment 
of  £5  on  every  £100  at  issue,  up  to 
a  maximum  stamp  duty  of  £300 ;  so 
that  it  not  unfrequently  happened  that 
a  party  had  to  pay  what  in  his  (Mr. 
Forsyth's)  opinion,  amounted  to  a  most 
unjust  and  unfair  tax  upon  justice.    The 


argument  by  whioh  it  was  defended  ap- 
peared to  bo  that  such  an  impost  prerenitd 
litigation ;  but  that  should  be  done  in 
an  open,    above-board    manner.     Hr 
regretted  the  g^at  falling  off  exhibited 
by  a   recent    Betum    in    the   numbe 
of    Natives  employed   by   the  Govvzfi- 
ment,  for  nothing  was  more  calcula««d 
to  attach  the  Natives  to  our  rule  than 
giving  them  employment  in  the  publit 
service.    A  Betum  of  Natives  who  Ten- 
receiving  salaries  of  150  rupees  a-montii 
and  upwards,  showed  that  in  ISfiT  th«^ 
were   700   Hindoos   and   193   Mahoiv- 
dans;  while  in  1871,    there  were  onh 
351  Hindoos  and  85  Mahomedans.    No 
policy  could  be  better  than  that  of  ei&> 
ploying  Natives,  as  far  as  we  could  do  i; 
safely,  in  offices  of  trust ;  and  that  tbn 
were  fitted  for  such  offices  by  their  in- 
telligence, could  not  be  doubted  by  ur 
one  who  had  been  brought  in  contAit 
with  them.      Nothing  could  be  ludft 
plausible  than  choosing  members  of  tiif 
Civil  Service  of  India  by  competim 
examination,  but  he  very  much  doabted 
whether    it   secured  the   best  men  for 
India  ;  and  he  feared  that  it  was  Ukdr 
to  prove  a  failure  if  it  were  adhered  t> 
too  closely.     A  member  of  the  Indiia 
Civil  Service  went  out  to  India  to  be  i 
ruler  of  men — of  men  who  were  intelli- 
gent, kindly,  affectionate,  but  very  su.- 
ceptible,  and  we  required   in  such  u 
official  a  man  who  understood  men.  and 
who  could  manage  them.     Of  this  capa- 
•city  the  present  system  afforded  no  g;ua- 
rantee,  for  it  simply  ascertained  nh- 
ther  a  young  man  could  acquire  a  cer- 
tain number  of   marks   by   proficient 
in  algebra,  or  a  readiness  in  the  use  ••! 
certain  languages.     He  did  not  adv^*- 
cate  a  return  to  patronage,  but  a  union, 
to  a  certain  extent,  of  the  two  systems: 
and  what  he  suggested  was,  the  ebtaN 
lishment,  at  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  of  « 
college  for  the  candidates  for  the  Indian 
Civil  Service,   so  that  they  might,  by 
contact  with  each   other,  rub  off  thtir 
rusticity,    expand  their    knowledge  of 
men,  and  cultivate  some  esprit  de  corp*. 
in  addition  to  passing  the  examinatiooa 
which  tested  their  knowledge. 

Mii.  GEANT  DUFF  offered  c«.n- 
gratulations  on  the  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  told  the  financial  storr 
of  India  for  the  year,  and  upon  the  fat: 
that,  notwithstanding  the  dark  shadov 
which  had  overspread  India,  the  finan- 
cial result  was,  on  the  whole,  veiy  ntift- 
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&ctory.  When  the  present  Government 
came  into  office,  he  believed  they  found 
a  reasonable  policy  in  reference  to  tlie 
Famine  already  in  action,  and  they  found 
that  the  Home  Government  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  were  absolutely  at 
one  on  the  matter ;  so  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  followed  the  policy  of 
their  Predecessors,  as  the  late  Govern- 
ment must  have  done  had  they  come  into 
office  under  similar  circumstances.  In 
the  month  of  January,  when  violent  and 
unfounded  things  were  being  said  in  the 
public  Press,  he  expressed  his  absolute 
trust  in  the  Government  of  India ;  and 
that  confidence  had  been  vindicated  by 
what  had  since  transpired.  The  most 
satisfactory  features  of  the  financial  re- 
view were  the  statements  with  respect  to 
the  increase  of  the  land  revenue,  which 
■we  must  always  rely  upon  as  our  main 
resource,  the  change  in  the  salt  line,  the 
rise  in  forest  revenue,  and  the  reduction 
in  military  expenditure.  He  could  not 
pretend  to  be  so  much  of  a  party  man 
that  he  should  not  be  delighted  to  see 
the  present  Gx)vemment  carry  off  the 
honour  of  effecting  a  very  serious  reduc- 
tion in  the  Indian  tariff.  The  noble 
liord  had  in  the  India  Office  one  of  the 
most  cautious  and  wisest  financiers  who 
was  employed  in  the  public  service,  and 
in  addition  to  that  he  had  the  assistance 
of  the  first  commercial  statesman  in  the 
British  Islands,  Sir  Louis  Mallet;  and 
he  trusted  that  in  a  few  years,  by  the  aid 
of  those  gentlemen,  we  should  see  a 
great  change  in  the  Indian  tariff.  He 
was  bitterly  disappointed  when  he  saw 
that  the  Gt)vernment  to  which  he  had 
belonged  was  likely  to  be  precluded  from 
doing  anything  in  this  direction  when 
Lord  Northbrook  found  it  necessary  to 
do  away  with  the  Indian  income  tax. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  on  the  whole  the 
oompotitive  system  had  benefited  the 
Civil  Service,  though  it  might  not  have 
been  quite  so  successful  as  could  have 
been  wished ;  and  it  would  be  possible 
to  combine  the  advantages  of  the  old 
system  and  the  new  one  by  some  new 
college  at  Oxford,  or  if  a  new  college 
were  not  thought  convenient,  then  by 
such  arrangements  with  the  authorities 
of  a  University  that  competitors  could 
secure  the  benefits  of  such  a  training  as 
used  to  be  obtained  at  Haileybury.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Horsham  (Sir 
Seymour  Fitzgerald)  the  other  day  very 
unnecessarily  attacked  a  Despatch  of  the  | 


Duke  of  Ar^U,  and  he  must  say  a  word 
about  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  not  one  word 
wfiLs  said  in  it  against  him  personally. 
The  Despatch  was  cautiously  and  care- 
fully impersonal.  It  blamed,  and  he 
was  afraid  it  justly  blamed,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay  ;  but  there  was  not  one 
word  in  the  Despatch  to  point  the  moral 
specially  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  case  seemed  now  to  stand  in 
this  position — Sir  Bartle  Frere,  through 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
denied  in  the  most  explicit  manner  that 
he  was  responsible  for  the  enormous  ex- 
penditure referred  to,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Horsham, 
his  successor,  said  he  was  equally  guilt- 
less in  the  matter.  The  House  had  no 
means  of  discovering  who  was  the  guilty, 
or  the  more  guilty ;  and  the  best  thing 
for  all  parties  would  be  that  the  matter 
should  be  amicably  referred  by  them  to 
the  present  Secretary  of  State,  whose 
verdict,  he  was  sure,  would  be  taken  as 
absolutely  binding. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  had  no  intention  of  taking  part  in 
this  debate,  but  after  the  reference  which 
had  just  been  made  to  him,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  allow  him  to  make 
a  very  few  observations.  On  the  for- 
mer occasion,  having  been  distinctly  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  Fawcett),  he  had  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  make  a  personal  explanation, 
and,  having  done  so,  he  expressly  said 
he  would  not  make  any  charge  or  throw 
any  responsibility  on  his  distinguished 
predecessor.  While  he  was  himself 
perfectly  free  from  any  responsibility  as 
regarded  that  expenditure,  his  prede- 
cessor had  given  very  good  reasons  why 
he  was  equally  not  responsible.  It  was 
a  totally  different  thing  when  he  had  to 
refer  to  the  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  India  Office,  of  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
was  himself  a  Member,  because  he  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  say  this — that  in  the 
Despatch  referred  to  they  were  grossly 
inaccurate,  and,  being  inaccurate,  they 
were  also  unjust.  He  repeated  it.  He 
said  they  referred  to  a  particular  expen- 
diture as  being  a  new  expenditure,  which 
they  had  the  most  complete  means  in 
their  own  power  of  knowing,  so  far  from 
being  a  new  expenditure,  had  occurred 
at  least  three  and  a  half  years  before. 
With  regard  to  the  general  question,  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Hackney  applauded 
tliG  conduct  of  the  Indian  Government, 
because  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Se- 
cretary had  aimounced  for  the  first  time, 
as  the  cardinal  principle  of  their  policy, 
that  no  public  works  chargeable  as  ex- 
traordinary works  should  be  undei*takon 
unless  they  were  shown  to  be  reproduc- 
tive. Gi\'ing  everj'  credit  to  the  pre- 
sent "\''icoroy,  ho  must  say  that  was  by 
no  moans  a  new  principle  liow  for  the 
first  time  introduced.  It  was  a  prin- 
ciple first  announced  and  distinctly  acted 
upon  by  Lord  Mayo  at  least  three  years 
ago.  It  seemed  U)  be  assumed  that  be- 
cause a  work  was  ropresonted  as  repro- 
ductive, it  would  bo  so;  but  his  own 
experience  taught  1  lim  dilferontly.  Works 
wor(j  undoi'taken  as  being  extraordinary 
public  works  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  reproductive,  but,  without  varia- 
tion, the  estimate  of  the  Return  was 
found  to  be  utterly  fallacious.  He  him- 
self, when  in  Bombay,  saw  public  works 
estimated  to  produce  25  and  .30  per  cent, 
as  to  which  it  subsequently  turned  out 
that  they  were  imablo  to  pay  their  ex- 
penses. The  moral  he  drew  from  that 
was  this — not  only  that  there  was  a  great 
temptation  on  the  part  of  those  engaged 
in  the  Public  AVorks  Department  to 
over-estimate  the  revenue,  but  that  the 
House  should  be  very  cautious  how 
they  lent  tlieir  impulse  to  the  constant 
tendency  in  India  to  engage  in  these 
large  public  works.  No  one  wlio  was 
interested  in  that  country  could  look  to 
the  future  without  more  than  grave  ap- 
prehension. The  financial  difiicrulty  was 
the  great  difiicuhy,  and  tliose  who  wished 
India  well  would  not  indiscriminately 
encourage  the  idea  that  the  thing  of  all 
otliers  wliieh  was  to  promote  her  inte- 
r(»sts  was  the  extension  of  public  works. 
He  had  himself,  while  in  India,  sanc- 
tioned irrigation  works — he  woidd  not 
sa}'  to  what  amount,  or  he  might,  per- 
haps, be  charged  with  profiigate  expen- 
diture ;  but,  believing  that  irrigation 
works  were  the  panacea  for  all  the  ills 
of  India,  he  had  sanctioned  large  works 
of  that  kind.  AVhen  he  left  India, 
however,  he  had  formed  a  verj-  difl'erent 
conclusion,  and  he  believed  that  of  those 
works  wliich  Ik^  had  sanctioned  not  one 
would  pay  2  per  cent.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  said  a  great  deal  about 
securing  economy  in  administering  the 
finance  of  India.  He  believed  the  j)laco 
to  exercise  supervision  was  not  in  that 
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House,  but  in  India  itself.  The  only 
way  of  securing  economy  in  India  t&» 
to  follow  strictly  in  Lord  Majors  ixi- 
steps,  when  he  introduced  a  system  .f 
decentralization,  which  had  conftriTNl 
the  greatest  benefits  in  India.  His  prin- 
ciple was  this — that  instead  of  the  l<xil 
government  being  enabled  to  spend  al- 
most as  much  as  they  liked,  kuowing 
they  had  a  bank  to  draw  upon,  thej 
should  have  only  a  fixed  sum.  for  the 
right  administration  of  which  ther 
should  be  held  responsible.  The  refdt 
of  the  initiation  of  that  system  was  lib 
magic ;  every  ehar^  was  taken  intn 
consideration  by  the  Council;  the  ex- 
penditure of  every  shilling  was  weigluid: 
and  30  per  cent  more  work  was  done 
for  the  same  amount  than  was  dow 
under  the  old  system.  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney— he 
spoke  with  tlie  greatest  respect — shoved 
the  difliculty  even  the  most  able  m«i 
must  have  who  acquired  their  know- 
lodge  of  a  particular  subject  by  reading, 
without  practical  experience.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  the  chai^ges  in  die 
various  Presidencies  for  law  and  |)olice. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  police 
were  largely  increased  in  numbers ;  bst 
ho  had  compared  two  years  when  the 
circumstances  were  essentially  different, 
for  during  the  time  the  police  had.  in 
fact,  taken  the  place  of  the  irregular 
force,  which  now  was  not  employed  in 
any  part  of  the  Presidency  with  which 
he  had  been  connected.  He  also  referred 
to  a  large  increase  in  wliat  he  called  tht 
Governor's  establishment.  This  showed 
the  evil  of  contrasts  made  upon  verr 
imperfect  information.  The  fact,  how- 
ever, was  that  the  expenses  of  the  private 
secretary,  the  military  secretary,  allth<^ 
clerks,  personal  allowances  and  expense?, 
had  been  added  to  the  establishmeLT 
charge,  and  therefore,  said  the  hon. 
Member,  they  had  been  largely  in- 
creased. In  conclusion,  he  might  Le 
permitted  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
there  had  ever  been  a  statement  more 
lucidly  or  more  moderately  made,  and 
there  was  every  reason  to  think  that 
the  finances  of  India,  notwithstanding 
the  groat  strain  to  which  they  had  bet;n 
put,  were  placed  upon  a  satisfactoxr 
footing. 

Mk.  GE.VNT  DUFF :  I  thought,  Sir. 
I  had  built  a  bridge  over  which  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  might  retreat; 
but,  as  he  has  taken  up  the  matter  in  a 
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totally  difPerent  spirit,  I  will  read  a  para- 
ffraph  of  the  Despatch  to  which  1  re- 
lent— 

^  From  this  summary  it  appears  that  a  work, 
for  which  an  allotment  of  3^  lacs — that  is, 
£35,000,  was  originally  granted,  on  the  express 
instructions  of  the  Government  of  India  that 
that  amount  should  not  be  exceeded,  was  con- 
■tmcted  on  such  a  scale  that  the  Government 
became  committed  to  an  expenditure  exceeding 
"9|  lacs,  before  any  design  or  estimate  had  been 
approved;  and  that  notwithstanding  the  censure 
conveyed  in  the  remarks  of  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Secretar\'  of  State  on  the  breach 
of  rules  involved  in  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bomb<iv,  a  similar  course  was  subse- 
quently  nursutKi,  until  the  expenditure  actually 
amountea  to  six  lacs  (£60,000)  in  excess  of  that 
for  which  authority  was  so  unwillingly  conveyed 
on  the  former  occasion  ;  while  it  luis  only  bi.>en 
kept  within  its  ultimate  limit  by  carrying  out 
the  subsidiary  works  under  a  se])arate  account, 
in  opposition  to  your  Excellency's  instruc- 
toonB." 

H'ow,  these  were  the  subsidiary  works 
put  forward  in  the  flimsy  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  was 
pooh-poohed  by  the  Governor  General 
m  India  and  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
at  home.  I  speak  now  as  a  private 
Member,  and  1  say,  either  Sir  Bartlo 
Frere  and  his  Council  are  guilty,  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Council 
have  very  grievously  misapplied  public 
money ;  and  if  ho  does  not  accept  my 
challenge — if  he  and  Sir  Bartlo  Frere 
do  not  submit  tliis  matter  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  is  on  the  same  side 
of  politics  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— I  will  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
be  put  in  any  position  in  which  he  will 
have  to  deal  witli  public  money  until  this 
matter  is  thorouglily  cleared  up. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD:  I 
think  the  Committee  will  agree  with  me 
that  a  few  words  are  necessary  after  the 
extraordinary  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  good  taste  of  which  I 
will  not  comment.  He  has  read  a  Des- 
patch, but  in  doing  so  he  has  put  into  it 
certain  words  of  his  own.  He  says  that 
the  Government  of  India  complained 
that  the  Government  of  Bombay  had  so 
acted  that  they  were  committed  to  an 
expenditure  of  nine  lacs,  and  then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  introduced  the  words — 
"  During  that  time  you  (meaning  my- 
self) were  Governor  of  Bombay."  I 
beg  to  say  I  was  not. 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  It  went  on  for 
six  months  after  you  arrived. 


SiE  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD:  I 
beg  to  repeat  the  statement  I  made  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  on  the  very  first 
opportunity,  finding  that  a  large  expen- 
diture was  going  on,  and  a  large  expen- 
diture having  taken  place 

Mr.  grant  DUFF:  It  was  six 
months  after  your  arrival  in  India. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD :  It 
was  a  much  shorter  time.  About  three 
months  after  I  arrived  I  went  up  to 
Poonah.  I  found  an  expenditure  going 
on,  and  I  directed  an  estimate  to  be 
made.  I  found  that  the  Government 
were  committed  to  an  expenditure  of 
nine  lacs,  but  they  were  committed  to 
that  expenditure  not  during  that  three 
months,  but  long  before  I  arrived  in 
India.  I  feel  that  this  is  not  the  place 
for  tliis  discussion,  and  I  offer  my 
humble  apologies  for  introducing  these 
personal  matters  to  the  House.  The 
complaint  I  made  against  the  India 
Office  —  against  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argj'll),  who  was  at  its  head, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  Under 
Secretary — was  this — not  that  they  com- 
plained of  an  expenditure  of  two-and-a- 
half  or  three  lacs,  but  that  they  treated 
that  as  new  expenditure  which  liad  oc- 
curred after  the  Government  of  India 
had  complained  of  the  larger  expendi- 
ture. Instead  of  that  it  was  an  adjust- 
ment of  accounts,  the  money  having 
been  expended  two  or  three  years  before 
I  went  to  India. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
back  again  to  the  important  ques- 
tion before  them,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
the  consideration  of  it  had  been  inter- 
rupted in  the  manner  it  had  been.  If 
they  contrasted  the  finances  of  India  30 
years  ago  with  their  present  condition, 
and  found  that  every  item  of  revenue 
had  increased,  the  House  need  be  under 
no  alarm,  the  more  especially  when,  not- 
withstanding the  Famine,  they  had  heard 
a  statement  from  the  noble  Lord  which 
his  predecessor  in  office  regarded  as  most 
encouraging.  He  could  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  in  regretting  the 
imposition  of  the  duties  on  stamps  in 
India,  seeing  that  they  brought  in  up- 
wards of  £2,000,000  to  the  Exchequer. 
He  was  delighted  to  hear  the  testimony 
which  his  noble  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  borne  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  Lord  Northbrook  and 
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aU  things  the  work  was  well  and  tho- 
roughly done.  In  that  way,  in  the 
^Madras  Presidency  extensive  irrigation 
works  had  been  constructed ;  the  Natives 
manifested  a  great  willingness  to  use 
and  pay  for  the  water  supplied ;  and  the 
result  was  a  much  greater  fertility  than 
was  to  be  found  in  those  parts  of  the 
country  where  irrigation  works  were  not 
maintained  in  so  high  a  state  of  efficiency. 
The  provision  of  ample  and  cheap  means 
of  conveyance  was  also  vastly  important. 
It  was  not  likely  to  happen  that  all 
India  would  be  short  of  food  at  one 
time;  and  what  was  wanted,  therefore, 
in  order  to  secure  the  country  against 
the  dire  results  of  faniiiio,  was  that  food 
might  bo  clieaply  and  rapidly  conveyed 
from  place  to  place,  and  with  a  view  to 
that  ho  would  strongly*  recommend  the 
India  Office  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  purchasing  the  railways.  With  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  xniblic  works,  ho 
thought  that  the  mixed  system  under 
which  they  were  constructed,  partly  by 
the  Grovornment  and  partly  by  private 
enterprise,  was  a  gi'cat  mistake,  and  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  India.  Either 
tlio  Govemmiait  ought  to  undertake  the 
works,  or  simply  encourage  private  en- 
toi-priso  to  carrj'  them  out.  Tlie  mixed 
system  had  boon  found  to  be  a  mistake, 
and  it  had  in  it  inherent  qualities  which 
would  caus(»  it  to  bo  unsuccessful  for  any 
practical  good  to  all  time.  Ue  would 
also  suggest  that  tlie  Bengal  Presidency 
should  bo  still  further  su])divi(lod,  so  as 
to  bring  it  reasonably  within  the  power 
of  one  man  to  superintend  its  Govern- 
ment. Assam  had  already  been  sepa- 
rated, and  hetliought  it  would  be  largely 
to  the  benefit  of  all  concerned  if  a  similar 
course  was  taken  with  n^gard  to  Orissa 
and  the  (country  \\\\\^  inland  from  it. 
"With  regard  to  tlio  mode  in  which  the 
arcoimts  were  kept,  he  very  much  re- 
gretted that  the  auditing  was  not  more 
strict.  lie  would  also  call  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  the  important  Minute 
which  had  been  recorded  by  the  auditor, 
and  must  express  his  regret  that  the 
country  had  lost  the  services  of  that  able 
officer.  He  had  to  comphiin  of  a  large 
amount  of  charges  which  were  unfairly 
imposed  on  India,  especially  in  ccninec- 
tion  with  (.^hiua,  and  also  on  account  of 
our  Embassy  in  Persia;  and  he  trusted 
the  Gov(M-nment  would  see  that  they 
were  placed  against  tlie  proper  quarter 
that  was  liable  for  them.    In  conclusion, 
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he  must  say  he  agreed  with  the  W 
and  learned  Member  for  Maryleboat 
(Mr.  Forsyth)  on  the  subj  ect  of  native  em- 
ployment, and  he  hoped  the  Govenrnwa 
would  give  their  attention  to  the  sabJM 
with  a  view  to  .its  development  in  iL 
cases  where  practicable. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAl^IILTON,  it 
rising  to  reply  to  the  various  questioH 
which  had  been  put  to  him,  said,  he  lud 
consulted  the  Secretary  of  the  Finuw 
Department  of  India  as  to  the  time  it 
which  the  figures  could  be  sent  to  thii 
country,  and  the  Secretary  was  of  opiud 
ttiat  in  another  year,  the  fibres  misfai 
be  sent  home  in  sufficient  time  to  acbit 
of  the  statement  being  made  in  Jme. 
He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  uaA 
afraid,  however,  that  the  great  pmRm 
of  business  in  Parliament  at  that  perioe 
of  the  Session  would  always  prevent  ^ 
Indian  Budget  being  submitted  eax&a 
than  July.  With  regard  to  public  worb 
the  Despatch  wliicli  had  been  refertfl 
to,  did  not  say  that  no  public  work  of 
any  kind  should  be  constructed  out  of 
borrowed  money,  but  laid  it  down  tkit 
only  works  tho  revenue  of  which  wooH 
bo  equal  to  the  interest  of  the  mane? 
borrowed  for  their  execution,  shodd 
come  under  tho  class  of  public  works  ex- 
traordinary. Famine  provontinp  worb 
were  to  be  executed  out  of  the  ordinnr 
income  of  the  year  ;  but  if  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  complete  them  in  i 
certain  time,  they  would  be  comnIrt«d 
out  of  borrowed  money,  but  incluaed  is 
the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  jeir. 
The  lion.  ^lembor  for  Hacknev  Mr. 
Fawcett)  had  asked  what  amount  ▼•» 
expended  in  provincial  services  in  1874-0. 
Tlie  pro>'incial  revenues  and  allotments 
were  estimated  at  £6,130,000,  and  the 
expenditure  at  £6,224,000.  Th^  fxpeii- 
diture  connected  with  Cooper's  Hill  Col- 
lege, which  had  been  alluded  to.  wu 
caused  by  certain  alterations  and  ad- 
ditions made  to  the  institution,  the  cost 
of  which  must  be  rej^arded  as  a  cliarjpf 
on  capital.  The  actual  receipts  of  tib»? 
CoUego  came  within  £6,000  of  the  total 
expenditure  incurred  for  maintaining  it. 
The  very  able  document  written  by  l^ir 
John  Rtrachey,  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  was  not  an  official  statement 
of  the  views  of  the  India  Otfice,  but  ww 
the  result  of  the  writer's  own  experience. 
Tlie  subjects  to  which  the  hon.  ind 
learned  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Forsyth )  had  directed  attention-^namdT, 
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fflttp  duty,  the  employment  of  Natives 
in  offices  of  public  trust,  and  competitive 
examination — had  been,  and  were,  all 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Secretary 
<«f  State.     With  regard  to  a  school  of 
native  forestry  in  India,  his  noble  Friend 
liad  been  in  favour  of  its  establishment, 
Imt  it  was  .not  found  to  be  possible  to 
•any  it  out.    As  to  the  gauge  of  the 
Indian  railways,  he  believed  the  line 
Urom  Lahore  to  Kurrachee  would  be 
€K>n8tructed  on  the  broad  gauge,  but  that 
the  Gbvemment  of  India  had  not  made 
up  their  mind  as  to  the  gauge  of  the 
portion  from  Lahore  to  Peshawur.  With 
Tespect  to  the  annuity  and  commutation 
elause  in  their  contracts  with  the  gua- 
ranteed   railways,  if   the    Government 
oould  be  sure  that  their  credit  would 
remain  at  the  same  point  where  it  now 
was,  and  could  also  be  certain  that  they 
oould  work  the  railways  as  efficiently 
and  as  cheaply  as  they  were  now  worked 
by  the  companies,  it  would  be  a  great 
aavantage  to  the  Government  to  make 
use  of  tliat  clause.     But  there  were  two 
considerations  which  must  enter  into  the 
calculation  of   an   annuity  —  first,  the 
length  of  time  it  would  have  to  run,  and 
next  the  rate  of  interest  at  which  it  was 
to  be  estimated.     The  rate  of  interest 
was  not  very  clearly  laid  down  in  tlio 
clause  ;  and  although  several  eminent 
men  had  endeavoured  to  agree  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  clause,  thoy  had  been 
nnable  to  do  so.     The  point,  however, 
was  to  bo  decided  by  the  Governor  of 
the  Bank  of  England.    The  Secretary  of 
State  was  fully  aware  of  the  advantages 
of  the  annuity  clause  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, but  it  would  not  bo  possible 
for  him  to  make  any  promise  on  behalf 
of  the  present  Secretary  of  State,  for 
even  if  his  noble  Friend  undertook  to 
purchase  the  railways  at  a  favourable 
time,  his  promise  would  not  bo  binding 
on  his  successor.    Moreover,  it  would  be 
inconvenient  if  the  Government  pledged 
itself  at  all  hazards  and  risks  to  embark 
in  so  large  an  enterprise.  In  conclusion, 
he  begged  to  thank  the  Committee  for 
its  kind  attention  in  listening  to  him. 

Ma.  FAWCETT  wished  to  state  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  slightly  misunder- 
stood him  on  the  subject  of  the  annuity 
clause.  All  he  pressed  for  was,  that 
the  Government  should  give  him  an 
assurance  that  they  would  not  sur- 
render their  right  to  avail  themselves  of 
it  untQ  Parliament  had  an  opportunity 
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of  expressing  its  opinion  upon  the  ques- 
tion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

INDIA  COUNCILS  BILL— [Bill  164.] 

{Lord  Oeorge  HamUton,) 

[^Lords,'\       COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gize for  rising ;  but  he  was  not  respon- 
sible for  two  Indian  subjects  coming 
before  the  House  on  the  same  evening. 
In  the  debate  on  the  second  reading, 
those  supporters  of  the  Government  who 
spoke  in  favour  of  tlie  Bill,  indicated 
their  preference  for  a  measure  of  a  very 
diflterent  character,  and  one  which  he 
should  be  disposed  to  approve.  The 
hon.  Members,  however,  had  not  put  on 
the  Paper  the  Amendments  they  sug- 

Eestod  in  their  speeches,  being  deterred 
'om  doing  so  by  the  late  period  of  the 
Session.  Therefore,  there  was  no  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  very  Amend- 
ments which  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  advanced.  For  himself, 
he  was  not  anxious  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
but  considerable  misapprehension  pre- 
vailed with  regard  to  it.  There  was  the 
widest  divergence  between  the  speech 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  on  this  Bill 
and  that  of  the  Under  Secretary,  and 
that  divergence  had  not  been  cleared 
up.  The  Prime  Minister  had  spoken  of 
the  approval  of  the  Governor  General 
being  obtained  before  any  appointment 
was  made,  but  there  was  nothing  to 
that  effect  in  the  Bill.  If  that  idea  had 
been  put  forward  in  the  first  instance, 
it  would  have  prevented  any  opposition 
being  offered  to  the  Bill,  whereas  the 
fact  was  an  impression  had  got  abroad 
that  a  very  able  official,  but  a  very  en- 
thusiastic projector  was  about  to  be  sent 
out  to  India  at  once.  Some  people  were 
very  much  alarmed  about  it.  The  Under 
Secretary  wished  the  Bill  to  pass  in 
order  that  vacancies  might  be  filled  up 
next  spring;  but  if  there  were  to  be 
that  delay,  would  it  not  be  better  to 
delay  the  Bill  until  next  Session,  when 
the  views  of  Lord  Northbrook  could  be 
known  ?  If  that  were  done,  and  if  time 
were  allowed  for  the  consideration  of 
the  suggested  Amendments,  he  should 
support    the  Bill,  because  the    Public 
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"Works    Deportment  required   cautious 
and  well-considered  reform. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  thought 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  were  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  a  great  increase  of 
expenditure  would  take  place  under  it, 
for  no  such  inference  was  justified  by 
its  provisions.  Reform  was  required  in 
the  Public  Works  Department  of  India, 
and  the  remedy  for  defects  of  adminis- 
tration would  bo  foimd  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  responsible  official.  It  had 
boon  suggested  by  the  hon.  LEoniber  for 
llacknc^y  that  the  Bill  Kliould  bo  post- 
l>oncd  till  next  Session.  IFo  (Sir  Goorgo 
Piowyor)  did  not  think  that  was  dosir- 
ablo,  for  that  was  not  like  an  English 
Bill,  and  if  snoh  a  postjionoment  took 
])hu*o,  it  would  moan  throwing  the  lUll 
ovor  for  a  long  time.  Tie  thought  the 
House  might  have  confidonco  that  the 
conclusion  to  which  the  TTndor  Secretary 
invited  them  was  one  that  was  wise  and 
mature.  This  question  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered as  a  matter  of  principle,  and  it 
was  doser>'ing  of  earnest  consideration 
wliothor  one  person  should  not  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  supremacy,  and  be  re- 
sponsible for  those  works. 

Tii  E  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIIER  said,  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
highest  importance  that  public  works 
should  be  proceeded  with  in  India  with- 
out delaj',  for  as  matti»rs  now  stood, 
there  was  a  want  of  concentration  of  re- 
sponsibility for  the  coiistniction  of  such 
works.  If  it  turnod  out  that  works  were 
more  expensive  than  they  should  bo,  or 
that  a  groat  iiiistako  had  boon  miulo, 
thoro  was  now  a  difficulty  in  fixing  the 
responsibility,  and  the  conscfpionces  were 
groat  (lolay  and  oonsid* Table  waste  of 
nionev.  Tho  obi'oot  of  the  Bill  was  to 
prevent  tho  oci  urronoo  of  snch  a  state  of 
things  by  the  proper  conoontraticm  of 
responsibility,  and  by  tho  scouring  of 
s<jnio  ono  person  whoso  duty  it  would 
bo  to  look  into  tho  matter  and  see  that 
tho  work  was  neoossarv,  and  further 
tliat  it  was  done,  and  done  in  the  host 
mannor.  But  it  might  be  said  that  some 
ono  was  to  bo  appointed  whose  object 
would  bo  not  to  pronu)te  eoon(miy  so 
]uu(h  as  to  coimoot  his  name  with  great 
and  ambitious  schemes.  There  was  no 
foundation  for  suoh  an  assertion.  Tho 
name  of  a  distinguished  officer  had  been 
freely  montionod,  but  however  flattering 
the  fact  was  to  tho  officer  in  question,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  there  was 
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equally  little  foundation  forthenn&oD. 
He  could  state  on  behalf  of  his  Bfllik 
Friend  (Lord  Salisbury)  thatnoappras. 
ment  would  bo  made  until,  in  the  fim 
instance,  the  Governor  General  had  beet 
consulted  on  the  subject.  Further,  h 
was  also  right  to  say  that  the  gentlena 
spoken  of  had  never  made  the  slijdLteK 
motion  to  secure  tho  appointment.  Then 
was  no  intention  -whatever  on  the  put 
of  Ids  noble  Friend  to  make  a  place  fiv 
any  particular  person.  His  84)le  object 
was  to  concentrate  responsibility,  to  ds 
velope  the  resources  of  India,  and  tons 
a  proper  check  upon  exi>onditure.  S*. 
thing  was  more  fascinating  than  tlie 
erection  of  great  public  works,  but  llwr 
were  apt  to  lead  to  uncomfortablf  tinu- 
cial  results.  Tlio  Government  w*i» 
thoroughly  awako  to  tliis  fact,  and  i: 
would  be  their  primary  duty  rigitlly  to 
criticize  all  schemes  laid  bi.>fore  then. 
He  hoped,  thercforo,  the  House  wonU 
pi'oceedwith  the  IMll,  as  nothing  wv  to 
be  gained  and  much  might  be  lost  ^ 
delay. 

Mr.  FATVTETT  said,  the  statemrt 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  vii 
quite  satisfactory,  nnd  ho  should  not  ofe 
any  further  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  con/tid^red  in  Committee. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Number  of  ordinary  Mem- 
bers of  Governor  General's  council  may 
be  increased.  24  &  25  Vict.  c.  67.  32 
&3;5Yict.  c.  U7.). 

LIr.  DUNBAR  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  after  tho  woi-d  "Act," 
in  line  19,  to  tho  end  of  the  clause.  Tie 
effect  of  the  Amendmont  was,  that  the 
Minister  to  be  appointed  would  not  U 
limited  to  tho  duty  of  looking  after  pub- 
lic "v^orks,  but  would  bo  generally  avail- 
able to  assist  the  Governor  General  ia 
Council. 

Liu.  BECKETT-DENISON  said,  thai 
it  was  not  possible  to  accept  tho  Amend- 
ment without  taking  out  tlie  pith  and 
maiTow  of  the  Bill. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOTT. 
said,  that  it  was  impossible  for  economy 
to  bo  exercised  in  public  works  in  India 
while  the  Governor  General  was  respc-n- 
sible  for  them. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mil.  FAWCETT  said,  that  with  ti« 
view  of  indicating  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  propose  as  an  Amend- 
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■it,  in  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  words 

'•■lied  the  Uembera  of  Council  for 
i  ^blic  Works  purposes, ' '  iu  order  to  sub- 
I  tate  for  them  the  words  "  the  Member 
E      F   Oouudl  responsible  for  the  Finon- 

U  Administration  of  the  Public  Works 
I      Inxutment. ' ' 
i        LoM)  QEOHGE  HAMILTON,  whUe 
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^^  .ember,    that    whoever  was  ap- 

•inted  to  the  office  should  direct  his  at- 
mtion  to  the  finances  of  the  Public 
Forka  Department,  thought  that  the 
mendment  would  prevent  the  person 
(pointed  &oin  being  paramount  in  his 
m  Department. 

Amendment,  b;  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  ammdtd,  and  agretA  to 
Clause   2    (Number  of    Members  of 
Uomicil    may    be    eubaequently    dimi- 
ibhed). 
"    liOBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in  re- 
ly to  Mr.  BECKErr-DEBisoN,  explained 
lat,  although  it  would  be  necessary,  in 
W  first  instance,  to  appoint  a  new  mem- 
BT  of  Council ;    yet  if,    after  the   ap- 
itment,  the    Governor  General  was 
c^inion    that  his  Council    did   not 
lire  on   augmentation,  the  number 
is  Council  would  remain  unchanged. 
Clause  agretd  to. 

Clause  3  (Power  of  Governor  General 
make  rules  for  conduct  of  business 
not  to  be  affected). 

On  the  Motion  of  Tx>rd  Georoe  Hamil- 
TO!T,  Amendment  made  by  leaving  out 
frtnn  the  word  "power"  in  line  Id  to 
•nd  of  clause,  and  insert — 

iaouii  of  section  «ight  of  '  Iho  Indian 
Coimcil  Act,   1861,'  or  the  {irodaiona  of  sec- 
tion  tin  of  the  Aot  of  the  thirty-thinl  year  of 
Her  MajoHty,  chnplw  thtve,  or  any  power  or 
■otfaarity  ro^ed  by  law  in  the  Governor  Gc- 
nand  of  India  in  Tciipect  of  hia  Council  or  of 
C  the  memlKra  thereof." 
I      Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
I      Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;    as 
i  Amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrotc. 

P       CHDHCH  PATRONAGE  (SCOTLAND) 
■  BILU-[Bin.  234.] 

{T)u   Lard  Aitoealt.) 
[Xorifa.] — TKIBD  READDJO, 

The  LOED  advocate  said,  he  had 
one  or  two  Amendments  to  move  in 
Committee,  and  he  should  therefore  pro- 
tKMfl  that  tike  ordbr  for  the  third  reading 
be  disdiai^ed  and  that  the  Bill  be  re- 


oommitted  as  regarded  Clauses  3,  S,  7, 
and  8. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  said,  he  had  no  wish 

to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House ;  but 
there  was  Clause  3  which  as  it  stood 
was  susceptible  of  an  interpretation 
which  could  not  have  been  intended. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  first  allow  the 
Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  for  Third  Heading  read  and 
diteharged:  Bill  re-commiited  la  respect 
of  Clauses  3,  5,  7,  and  8. 

Bill  eontidrrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

-Clause  3  (Repeal  of  Acta  10  Anne, 
c.  12.,  and  6  &  7  Vict.  c.  61.  Appoint- 
ment of  ministers  in  future). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Amendment  made  in  page  2,  line  4,  by 
substituting  the  words  "  such  minister 
for  "  a  minister." 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  it  still  appeared 
to  bim  that  that  clause  was  susceptible  of 
such  an  interpretation  that  the  Church 
election  committee  having  half-a-dozen 
names  before  it,  might  stnke  off  first  one 
and  then  another,  until  onlyone  person  be 
presented  to  the  congregation,  who  would 
thus  only  havo  H<^eon's  choice  as  re- 
spected the  choice  of  their  minister. .  He 
repeated  that  that  could  not  have  been 
intended.  He  might  add  that  be  would 
be  willing  to  accept  any  words  pro- 
posed by  tne  Lord  Advocate  which  would 
answer  the  purpose  of  his  Aniendment, 
and  of  other  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Furtbor  Amondmeuts  made. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended  coniidered  ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  paised,  with 
Amendments. 

SUPREME  COUKT  OF  JUDICATURE  ACT 

(1873)  SUSPENSION  BILL.— [Bill  23fi.] 

{Mr.  AtlBrneji  Oiiural,  Ur.  Sallcilor    General.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  eontiiered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
aause  1  (Repeal  of  s.  2.  of  36  &  37 
Vict.  c.  66). 

Sir  GEOBGE  BOWTKB  trusted  that 
in  the  interval  before  the  Act  of  1673, 
come  into  operation,  the  (Government 
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would  consider  the  question  of  the  ulti- 
mate Court  of  Appeal.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  House  of  Lords  was  the 
greatest  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  world, 
was  unequalled  in  dignity  and  learning, 
and  that  no  other  Court  of  Appeal  would 
sd  fully  secure  the  confidence  of  the 
Bench,  the  bar,  and  the  public. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Commencement  of  Su- 
premo Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1873). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Henky  James, 
Amendments  made,  in  line  13,  by  leav- 
ing out  **  or  on  such  earlier  day  as  Her 
Majesty  may  by  Order  in  Council  ap- 
point;" and  in  line  16,  by  leaving  out 
**  or  such  earlier  day  as  aforesaid." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 
Remaining  clause  agreed  to, 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  considered ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

IRISH   KEPRODUCTTVE   LOAN  FUND 

BILL— [Bill  183.] 

{Mr.  WiUiam  llvury  Smith,  Sir  Michael  fficks' 

Beach.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  BiU,  as  amended,  be  now 
taken  into  Consideration." — {Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach.) 

Mr.  LE'CAETHY  DOWNING,  in 
moving  tliat  the  Bill  be  considered  that 
day  three  months,  said,  the  loan  was 
subscribed  for  the  relief  of  a  famine  in 
Ireland,  and  was  not  applied  in  the 
manner  intended.  AVhat  he  would  say 
to  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  was,  let  the 
Bill  be  withdrawn  ;  and  having  thus  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  in  reference  to  the 
measure,  ho  would  move  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this 
day  three  months." — [Mr.  Downing.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  the  Resolution  to  give  support  to 
the  Irish  Fisheries  was  of  a  very  vague 
description,  but  the  Government  were 
anxious,  as  far  as  possible,  to  carry  out 
the  wishes  of  the  House  in  the  matter. 
They  had,  therefore,  inti*oduced  this  Bill 

Sir  George  Bowyer 


with  the  view  of  utilizing,  far  fUi 
pose,  an  Irish  fund,  which  iras  it 
sent  not  satisfactorily  employed;  n 
believed  that  the  only  hon.  Meobe 
posed  to  it  was  the  hon.  and  ki 
Member  for  Cork.  He  assured  the 
and  learned  Member  that  it  vod 
used,  as  it  should  be  used,  for  renodi 
loans  for  useful  purposes.  He  i 
point  out  to  him  that  this  was  a  to) 
measure,  and  he  hoped  one  thiti 
prove  advantageous  to  the  poor  oi 
land. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  could  not 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbi 
Eesolution  was  of  a  va^e  descri 
He  hoped,  however,  the  hon.  andk 
Member  for  Cork  would  not  pn 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  i 

Bill  considered. 

Clause  5  (Begulations  as  to  Un 
Commissioners) . 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  i 
as  an  Amendment,  the  omission 
2nd  sub-section  of  the  clause,  ' 
ground  that  it  limited  the  assisti 
be  given  to  the  fisheries  of  the  co 
Clare  to  £170,  which  would  he  of 
whatever,  and  it  would  be  better  t 
the  matter  in  the  discretion  of  th 
missioners. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  p 
line  28,  to  leave  out  ''  sub-sectioi 
{Mr.  Downing,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  fl 
tion  2  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -I 
assured  the  hon.  and  learned  Qei 
that  the  sum  to  be  so  appropriat 
much  larger  than  he  suppose 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  no 
his  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  83 
21 :  Majority  62. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  p 
line  6,  to  leave  out  the  word  *' 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  *'i 
{Mr,  Downing,) — instead  thereof. 

Question,    **That    the    word 
stand    part    of    the    Bill,"    pu 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  p 
line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  " 
by  all,"  in  order  to  add  the  woit 
— {Mr,  Downing,) — instead  theiei 


MM« 


Public  Worship  {  August  4, 1 874 } 


Regulation  Bill  1226 


'..  Qaeetion,  ''That  the  words  'signed 
Igif  aU '  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and 
^pr^edto. 

z_  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
Htftrmo, 

K  llouso  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  4th  August,  1874. 


8BnNUTES.]~PrMLic'   YiiLhn— First  Reading^ 
Bapreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 
ension*  (231)  ;  Commissioners  of  Works 
^ublic  Buildings  ♦  (232) ;   Irish  Repro- 
ro  Loan*  (233). 
Heading — Turnpike  Acts  Continuance* 

SI 2) :  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin 
etropolitiin  Police  ♦  (221) ;  Private  Lunatic 
Aaylums  (Ireland)  ♦  (216)  ;  Post  Offico 
Sa^-ings  Bank*  (219);    Great  Seal  Offices* 

i217) ;     Fines    Act    (Ireland)    Amendment* 
218)  ;  Expiring  Imws  Continuance*  (220). 
[TSsmmiiti'c — lieport — Registration  of  Births  and 
Deaths  *     (208) ;     Endowed     Schools     Acts 
Amendment*     (214);     Consolidated     Fund 
TAppropriation)  * ;    Valuation   (Ireland)   Act 
Amondnicnt  *  (206) ;  Lough  Corrib  NaWga- 
tion*(207). 
^.^^tport — Sanitarj'  I^aws  Amendment*  ^225). 
I  l^ird   Reading  —  Prince  Leojwld's   Annuity  * 
(213),  ujid  passed. 

ENDOWED  SCIIOOI.S   ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  214.) 

{T/ie  Lord  rresidaU.) 
COMMITTEE    AND    REPORT. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  President, 
Amendment  made,  postponing  the  date 
at  which  the  Act  should  come  mto  opera- 
tion. 

Clause  1,  page  1,  line  6,  before  (**all 
powers")  insert  (**  On  and  after  the 
thirty-first  day  of  December  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  seventy-four  "); 
and  consequential  Amendments  made  in 
subsequent  clauses. 

After  Clause  7,  insert  the  following 
clauses : — 

ClauAC  (A). 

"  Notvvithstanding  the  seventeenth  section  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1873,  any  scheme 
which  has  before  the  jiassing  of  this  Act  been 
Babmitted  bv  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission- 
en  to  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
for  approval  may  be  proceeded  with. 

**  Provided,  that  with  respect  to  every  such 
fichcmo  which  has  not  been  approved  by  the 
Committoe  of  Council  on  Education  before  the 


passing  of  this  Act,  such  Committee  shall  before 
approving  the  same  cause  such  scheme,  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  and  that  notwithstanding 
any  prior  publication  and  notice,  to  be  published 
and  circulated  in  such  manner  as  they  think 
sujQicient  for  giving  information  to  all  persons 
interested,  together  wnth  a  notice  stating  that 
during  one  month  after  the  publication  of  such 
notice  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
will  reccnve  any  objections  or  suggestions  made 
to  them  in  writmg  respecting  such  scheme." 

Clause  (B)  (Definitions). 
"  In  this  Act,  so  fur  us  is  consistent  with  the 
context,  the    expressions    following    have  the 
meanings  hereafter  assigned  to  them  ;  that  is 
to  say. 

The  expression  *  The  Endowed  Schools  Acts ' 
means  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  1869  and 
1873: 
The  expression  *  The  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missionc^rs'  means  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed in  pursuance  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act,  1869 : 
The  exproasion  *  The  Chiirity  Commissioners ' 
means  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  England 
and  Wales." 

Clause  8,  page  3,  lino  19,  after  the 
first  (**  this  Act ")  insert— 

(**  and  in  the  construction  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Acts  the  expression  *  the  Commissioners' 
shall,  unless  then*  is  something  in  the  context 
incx)nsistent  therewith,  on  and  after  the  said 
thirty-first  day  of  December  one  thousand  eight 
hunchtjd  and  seventy-four,  mean  the  Charity 
Commissioners  " ) . 

Leave  out  the  Schedule  and  insert  the 
following  Schedule : — 

"  Acts  partly  repciiled  on  and  after  the  thirty- 
first  day  of  December  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  seventy-four :  —  The  first  paragraph 
of  section  fifty  two,  and  the  whole  of  sections 
thirty-one,  forty-eight,  and  fifty-nine,  of  The 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869 ;  section  seventeen 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1873." 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Bill  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow, 

PUBLIC  WOIiSHIP  REGULATION  BILL. 

COMMONS    AMENDMENTS    CONSIDEBED. 

Conmions  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order.) 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBUEY 
said,  that  those  Amendments  might  be 
classed  under  three  heads.  Those  which 
came  under  the  first  head  were  merely 
formal,  and  no  doubt  they  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  their  Lordships.  Those  which 
came  under  the  second  were  certain 
Amendments  which  he  thought  had  been 
made  in  the  Bill  by  the  Commons  with 
the  view  of  conciliating  the  persons  who 
were  most  opposed  to  the  Bill  as  it  went 
down  from  their  Lordships'  House  to 
the  other  House  of  Parliament;  and, 
speaking  in  his  own  name  and  also  for 
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his  riglit  rov.  Brotliron,  he  belioved 
there  would  be  no  difficultv  in  assonting 
to  those  Amendments.  There  was,  how- 
ever, under  tlie  third  head,  another  class 
of  Amendments  made  in  the  Bill  in  the 
course  of  its  passage  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  with  regard  to 
which  it  would  bo  necessary  to  proceed 
more  carefully.  lie  alluded  more  espe- 
cially to  that  Amendment  which  not 
having  deprived  the  Bishop  of  his  dis- 
(Tctiou  as  to  allowing  a  case  to  proceed, 
had  sanctioned  an  appeal  from  the  Bishop 
to  the  Archbishop,  and  with  regard  to 
which  he  believed  there  would  be  some 
difference  uf  opinion  among  their  Lord- 
ships. With  regard  to  that  matter,  it 
might  be  convenient  before  they  entered 
into  the  consideration  of  tlio  Amend- 
ments in  detail,  that  ho  should  mention 
to  their  Lordships — though  his  opinion 
might  not  be  shared  by  others — that  this 
appeal  from  the  Bishop  to  the  Arch- 
bishop was  by  no  means,  even  in  mat- 
ters of  discretion,  a  novelty  in  the  Church 
of  England.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
such  an  appeal  was  by  no  means  incon- 
sistent with  the  maxim  whereby  in  all 
cases  of  faculties,  wliich  were  matters  of 
discretion,  there  was  an  appeal  from  the 
Bisho2^*s  Court  to  the  Archbishop's  Court 
under  the  old  law  of  the  Church.  Again, 
without  going  back  to  the  old  law  of 
the  Church  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  a  list  of  instances  in  which  re- 
cent h^gislation  had  vested  in  the  Arch- 
bishop the  power  of  reviewing  an  act  of 
discretion  on  the  pai-t  of  his  Suffragans. 
The  iirst  case  was  that  of  a  Bishop  re- 
cpiiring  an  iucumbent  of  two  parishes 
to  reside  in  the  larger  of  the  two.  There 
the  matter  was  on(^  of  discretion,  and 
the  discretion  exercised  by  the  Bishop 
M'as  subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
bishoi^  of  tlie  Province.  The  next  case 
was  tliat  of  a  refusal  by  the  IMshop  to 
grant  a  licence  for  non-residence.  If 
an  incumbent  ap})liod  for  such  a  licence 
with  th(^  view  of  having  some  one  to 
act  for  him  in  his  absence,  or  with  re- 
gard to  any  of  the  other  cases  men- 
tioned in  th(»  Act,  the  liishoj)  exercised 
his  discretion  as  to  whether  such  a  li- 
cence ought  to  be  granted,  but  there  was 
an  appeal  agjiinst  the  refusal  of  the 
Bishop,  and  the  Archbishop  could  over- 
rule it.  Another  case  was  that  of  the 
withdrawal  of  a  licence  for  non-resi- 
dence. Such  a  licence  might  be  with- 
drawn at  the   discretion  of  the  Bishop  ; 

27ie  ArMisJioj)  of  Cantcrlunj 


but  the  Axclibishop  was  Tested  liy4* 
constitution  of  the  Church  as  embu^ 
in  the  logiRlation  of  Parliament  lidi 
the  power  of  cancelling  the  ordtr  o{  ^ 
Bishop  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  Uctficr. 
A  further  case  was  that  of  sH^ue&tnttkft 
of  a  benefice  by  the  Bishop  for  non-rh 
sidence  of  the  incumbent.     In  order  *u) 
enable  him  to  enforce  rosidem-e,  the  lit 
invested  tlie  Bishop  with   this  power  d 
sequestration  ;  but  there,  again,  th*  L* 
gislature  vested    in  tlie  Anhbi>h«^p  At 
power  of  steppinfj    in,  and  at  his  dwi*- 
tion  overruling  the  order  of  the  Biiihop. 
Again,  there  was  the  case  when  the  i^ 
cumbent  had  absented   himself  for  i^ 
second  time   after    adnioniti(»n,  and  t2» 
Bishop  ordered  a  sequestration.    Thm, 
too,  the  law  entitled  the  Archbishop  % 
step  in  and  prevent  the  order  for  fi€^nfr- 
tration  from  taking*  eifeet.     Again,  whii 
the  duty  of  the   clergyman  was  allw^ 
to  be  inadequately  perfoi-med,  the  at 
enabled  the  Diocesan   to    issue  a  dim- 
tion  for  the  appointment  of  a  cuntr; 
but  that  discretion  on  the  part  of  lii 
Bishop  was  liable  to  be  overruled  bjti* 
discretion  of   the  Archbishop.    AgaiL 
in  a  case  where,  the  parii^h  being  lu|!t 
the  Bishop,  in  the   exercise  of  his  ^ 
cretion,   direc^ted   tliat    a   second  cun:* 
should  bo    employed,    the    Archbiibp 
might  overrule  that  exercise  of  discw- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Diocesan.  ApaiL 
there  was  a  reference  to  the  ArchbiJshf'T» 
in  cases  where,  owing  to  particular  cir- 
cumstances,  the    Bishop    decided   thii 
there    should  be  two   curates.     Agair. 
should  the  Bi.shop  revoke  the  lit»'ucf  ff 
a  curate  and  the  curate  should  compkia 
that  his  licence  had   been  witlidrawt. 
even  though  it  had  been  withdrawn  vl 
the  simple  exercise  of  the  Bishop's  dis- 
cretion and  not  for  nny  fault,  the  A^h- 
bishop  was  bound  to  review  the  deci?ii'i. 
if  called  upon  to  do  so,  and  he  was  en- 
titled to  overrule  the  discretion  of  :L^ 
Bishop.     »So  that  it  would  appear  then- 
were  10  cases  in  wliich,  for   the  benet: 
of  the  clergy,  the  Bishop  might  be  ovcr- 
nded  by  the  Archbishop,    and  by  iL*' 
appeal  in  those  10  cases,  the  clorgj-wi^ 
protected    against   any   iujurj*  to'  th«:r 
rights  or  interests   arising  from  the  dr- 
cision  of  the  Bishop.  lie  believed,  th^r - 
fore,  it  might  be  argued  with  consider- 
able force  that  if,  for  the  protection  <■: 
the  clergy,  under  the  existing  law.  th' •^• 
were  no  fewer  tlian   10  cases  in  whirii 
the  discretion  of  the  Bishop  might  U- 
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orerrnled  by  the  Archbishop,  there  was 
no  yiolation  of  the  constitution  of  the 
GDmrch  in   the  proposal,   that  in    one 
^case,  for  the  protection  of  the  rights 
cf    the    laity,    the    discretion    of    the 
Siahop  might  be  so  overruled.      The 
luty  had  a  right  to    the  lawful    per- 
ibrmanco  of  the  Church  service  in  the 
parish  church.       If    the    parishioners 
complained  that  the  service   according 
to  law  was  not  performed  in  that  church, 
it  was  only  just  that  the  Bishop  should 
liave  a  discretion  as  to  whether  a  suit 
flhould    be  commenced  ;    and,   for    his 
own  part,   he  considered  that  the  Dio- 
cesan was  fully  qualified  to  exorcise  that 
discretion,  and  therefore  he  wished  that  it 
■hoold  be  left  to  the  Bishop ;  but  if  it 
appeared  to  their  Lordships  better  that 
fbere  should  be  an  appeal   from   that 
discretion  to  the  discretion  of  the  Arch- 
bishop, he  did  not  think   there  would 
be  any  invasion  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Church  in  giving  in  one  case  for  the 
benefit  of  the   laity,  what  had  already 
been  given  in  10  cases  for  the  benefit  of 
the  clergy.     He,  however,  repeated  for 
himself,  and  he  believed  he  might  say 
the  same  for  his  most  rev.  Brother  (the 
Archbishop  of   York),  that  the  Arch- 
bishops had  no  wish  for  tliis  Amend- 
ment giving  them  the  power  of  over- 
ruling   the    discretion     of     the     right 
rev.    Bench.      He    and  his  most  rev. 
Brother    believed    the    better     course 
would  be  to  vest  in  the  Bishops  a  dis- 
cretion which  he  felt  sure  they  would 
use  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church,  and 
with  a  deep  conviction  of  the  import- 
ance of  their  decisions  in  every  case.  His 
only  object  in  now  addressing  the  House 
was  to  show  their  Lordships  that  they 
might  deal   with  this  matter  in  either 
the  one  way  or  the  other, without  the  fear 
that  they  would  be  tramplinff  upon  the 
constitution  of  the  Church.     It  was  pos- 
sible    that    in    the    discussion  of   the 
Amendments,  another  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  point  might  be  brought  before 
their  Loidships,  and  it  might  be  sug- 
gested that,  whereas    there  might   be 
something  derogatory  to  the  Episcopal 
Bench  in  having  their  discretion  over- 
ruled, it  might  be  more   agreeable  to 
them — though  he  did  not  know  whether 
it  would  be — that  the  Archbishop  and 
the  Bishop  should  consult  together  as 
to  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  in  the 
first  instance.     He  desired  to  point  out 
that  the  law  of  the  Church  was  open  to 


such  a  solution  of  the  difficulty,  and  that 
there  were  various  cases  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  Archbishop  and  the 
Bishop  in  the  exorcise  of  a  discretion 
was  provided  for  by  law.  It  was  neces- 
sary in  licences  for  non-residence  in 
cases  other  than  those  enumerated  in 
the  Act.  In  the  renewal  of  a  licence 
for  leave  on  the  ground  of  the  dange- 
rous illness  of  a  near  relative,  the  con- 
currence of  the  Archbishop  was  neces- 
sary. Again,  in  the  case  of  the  inflic- 
tion of  penalties  for  non-residence,  the 
Bishop  made  his  ruling  in  concurrence 
with  the  Ai'chbishop.  Again,  in  the 
cases  of  separating  or  uniting  of  bene- 
fices the  concurrence  of  the  Archbishop 
was  required.  From  all  those  instances 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  law  was 
open  either  to  an  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
bishop or  to  such  a  limitation  of  dis- 
cretion as  might  be  obtained  by  requir- 
ing the  concurrence  of  the  Archbishop 
and  the  Bishop  in  the  first  instance. 
With  regard  to  other  Amendments  of 
the  Commons  which  were  more  doubt- 
ful, he  would  not  enter  into  them  now 
further  than  to  say  that  he  thought 
that  in  some  of  them  certain  veroal 
Amendments  might  bo  made  which 
would  remove  objections,  while  fulfil- 
ling the  intentions  of  the  authors  of 
those  Amendments.  He  was  sure,  how- 
ever, ho  was  expressing  the  opinion  of 
all  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
Bill,  when  ho  said  that  they  had  every 
reason  to  be  deeply  obliged  to  those 
hon.Gentlemen  who  had  devoted  so  much 
time  and  attention  to  the  difficult  and 
intricate  matters  which  came  before 
them  in  the  discussion  of  the  measure. 
Although  the  Bill  was  introduced  in 
their  Lordships'  House  so  long  back 
as  early  in  April,  and  four  months  had 
passed  since  then,  scarcely  a  day  had 
been  lost  in  the  discussion  on  the  various 
stages.  Great  divergence  of  opinion 
had  been  manifested  during  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  through  both  Houses  ; 
but  he  felt  confident  that  by  that  diver- 
gence of  opinion,  the  Bill  had  been  so 
improved  that  it  was  now  a  satisfactory 
measure.  Ho  knew  that  with  reference 
to  a  Bill  of  the  kind  there  must  be 
great  differences  of  opinion,  and  that  it 
would  be  some  time  before  it  would  be 
understood  by  the  country,  but  he  was 
convinced  that  if  their  Lordships  so  far 
assented  to  the  Amendments  of  the 
Commons,  as  to  enable  the  Bill  to  be- 
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come  law,  all  fooling  against  it  would  the  moment  the  deans  and  canons  ¥i 

soon  disappear.     And  if,  when  the  Bill  passed  and  a  higher  order  was  tckIu 

became  law,  it  was  administered  in  a  the  policy  of  the  Bill  was  exactly  the 

calm  and  temperate  spirit,  but  with  a  verse  of  what  it  was  in  their  ca«e.   1 

strong  hand,  it  would  conduce  greatly  deans  and  canons  were  exposed  to  n 

to  the  peace  of  tho  country,  and  would  of  the  fury  of  this  Bill  than  the  ps 

in  no  way  diminish  tho  influence  of  the  clergy,    while   the    Bishops    were 

Episcopate,  but  rather  increase  it.     He  cepted  from  it  altogether.     It  was 

was  of  opinion  that  the  great  majority  ficult  to  believe  that  there  was  not  b 

of  tlie  cases  would  bo  decided  by  the  meaning  in    that.     The  i^thcdrals 

Bishop,  sitting  in  his  Court  of  Reference,  longed  to  a  class  of    sacred   build 

and  tliat  where  in  contentious  proceed-  which  by  their  Lordships'   House 

ings  the  jurisdiction  of  another  Court  been    deliberately    excepted    frum 

would  bo  invoked,  it  would  bo   exer-  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and,  he  beK< 

cisod    moro  rapidly  and  inexpensively  most  wisely.     Not   only  had  they 

than  had  hitherto  been  in  'the  higher  excepted,  but  college  chapels  and  pr 

Ecclesiastical  Courts.      A  great    cause  chapels  had  also  been  excepted.    ' 

of  the  disorders  and  of  that  spirit  of  were  safety  valves  for  the  zeal  of  t 

lawlessness  wliich  it   could  not  be  de-  who  were  influenced  by  particular 

nied    had    arisen  in   the   Church   was  ings;  but  the  House  of  Commons 

the  unsettled    state  of  the  law.     Men  stopped  up  every   hole   by  which 

did  not  know  what  the  law  was,  and  zeal  could  escape.     He  deeply  regn 

not    knowing    what   the    law    was,   it  that  policy.     This  was    an    attemp 

was  not  unnatural  that  they  should  be  bring  about  a  rigid  and  absolute 

unwilling  to  abide  by   it.      He  hoped  fdrmity  under  penalties  which  amon 

and  believed  that  under  this  Bill   the  to  compulsory  secession  from  the  Chi 

law    would    be    understood,    and  that  If  the  school  against  which  those  pc 

being  understood,  it  would  be  in  the  ties  were  levelled  had  no  real  foundai 

vast  majority  of  instances  loyally  obeyed,  and  which  the  slightest  touch  of  the  fi: 

Then  some  of  the  Commons  Amend-  persecution  would  wither  in  amon 

monts  agreed  to  ;    some  agreed  to    with  there  would   not  be    much  diffienll 

Amendments.  ^^^3;^^?  ^H^  ^^  P^,^«^«^s^^  ^^ 

and  that  school  would  be  stamped  > 

Moved,   to  agree  to   the  Amendment  but  if  that  school  had  any  foundai 

made  in  page  5,  line  17,  after  (**pro-  andif  those  manifestations  against  w 

vidod,")  insert —  the  Bill  was  directed  were  not  a 

('*  Or  in  ciis(Mjf  cathedral  or  colloffiatr  churches,  tence  and  a  show,   ho    feared  that 

any  thrco  iuhahitants  of  tho  diocosc  who  havo  task  would  be   more   difficult,    and 

si;,Ti.'.l  anil  tiimsniittcd  to  tlie  liishop  under  ^y  its  uncompromisiuff  leinslation  ] 

their  hands  tho  dcclarttion  contained  m JSche-  ^^^^^^^  ^^S  entering  on  a  COntCbt  W 

dule  A  wiiiWv  this  Act,  and  who  have,  and  for  „        •     xi.     i.-  x        ^  j*        .•          i     ji 

one   vear  n.xt  hrf(,iv   taking  any  proceeding-  «™^l  '^  the  tlistory  of  nations  had  I 


nnd.r  this  Act,  have  had  their  usual  place  of  waged  between  the  civil  power  an( 

abode  in  the  diocese  within  which  tho  cathedral  ligious  bodies,  and  from  which  the 

or  colle-iate  church  is  situated.")  power  had  soldom  como  out  the  vi^ 

Tjie  Makquess  of  SiMilSBUEY  said,  and  had  never  come  out  without  inj 

ho  folt  bound  to  enter  his  protest  against  The  spirit  embodied  in  this  Bill  w 

the  policy  of  the  Amendment.     It  put  require  further  sacrifices,  and  he  beU' 

the  cathedrals  in  a  worse  position  than  "we  were  at  the  beginning  and  not  al 

even  any  of  tho  churches  of  the  country  ond  of  legislation  which  those  who  ^ 

would  be  under  tho  BiU,  and  for  this  now  most  anxious  for  it  would  liv 

reason — while  the  parish  cliurch  would  regret. 

bo  subiected   to  the   operations  of  the  f\      ,'          .         i            ,  ^ 

Bill  on  tho  complaint  of  three  parish-  Q^estion.put,  and  agreed  to. 

ioners ;  a  cathedral  would  be  subjected  j^^,.^,^  ^^             ^^  ^^    foUowing  p 

to  them  on  the  complaint  of  any  three  j^    .^^^^   ^      ^      CommSii 

inhabitants   ot   the   diocese  ;  so  that  all    Qjj^^gQ  g 

Rj'curity  against  procoodinffs  under  the  ^^,,      .,  ,   ,      ^,   x  -j.       ,    ,., 

T).ii       "    X  1                    i'         au^  ,1 1  1  roMd«tl  alijo,  that  if  sueh   hishoD -shu. 

Bdl  was  taken  awav  lijom  the  deans  and  ,,f  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^  pr'ooeedings  should  not  K- 1 

canons.   Ihat  was  all  tJio  more  invidious  ,jii  ^ny  rei>resenti\ti(m,  it  shall  bo  lax^-fnl  foi 

and  ofTonsive,  because  of  the  fact  that  person  making   such   representation  to  c 

llic  AnhhiaJwp  of  CawUrhnnj 
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aolicH)  to  bo  Bcr\*od  on  such  "bishop  (wliich  notice 
amy  bo  son-od  by  depositing  the  samo  in  tho 
XOgABtry  of  tho  diocose),  and  also  on  tho  person 
fxmplainod  of,  that  it  is  his  intention  to  appeal 
Wainst  tho  decision  of  such  bislioj)  to  tho  arch- 
nihop  of  tho  pnmnce  i^nthin  which  snch  diocese 
is  flituate.  and  thereupon  such  bishop  shall  cause 
91  copy  of  tho  ^^pn^8cntation,  tho  d(x;laration, 
and  the  statoment  af<)n\said,  (le])().sited  in  such 
IQg;i8tn*,  to  bo  sent  to  such  archbishop,  and  such 
Srchbishop  shall  within  one  month  return  such 
dOGUTnents  to  such  bishop  with  his  decision 
theioon  in  \^Titin^  continninc:  or  annulling  the 
^bBCiBion  of  su<'h  bishop,  which  scvenil  documents 
diall  bo  deposited  in  th(;  registry  of  such  diocese ; 
and  if  tho  decision  of  such  archbishop  so  require, 
■nch  bishoj)  shiill  within  twenty-one  days  after 
TBceiir'ing  such  dmsion  proceed  as  is  hortnn- 
Iwforo  dirccte<l  in  tho  case  of  his  deciding  that 
proceedings  shall  be  taken  on  the  representa- 
fikm.** — {The  Lord  Archbinhop  uf  Canterbury.) 

The  Archbishop  of  YORK  said,  that 
great  complaint  was  made  by  some  per- 
sons of  the  power  which  this  proposal 
would  give  to  Metropolitans ;  but  let 
their  Lordships  ask  themselves,  whether 
IMocesans  over  had  more  power  than 
they  would  enjoy  under  this  Bill  ?  When 
the  Bill  left  their  Lordships'  House  there 
was  no  appeal  to  the  Archbishop ;  but 
the  matter  had  been  twice  considered  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  by  a  very 
large  majority  on  one  occasion,  and  a 
somewhat  smaller  one  on  another,  that 
House  determined  that  there  should  be 
an  appeal.  One  great  security  in  the 
Amendment  was,  that  the  Bishop  must 
publicly  state  his  reasons  for  refusing  to 
allow  the  case  to  go  on,  in  which  case  an 
appeal  would  be  made  to  the  Arch- 
bishop, who  would  either  decline  to  re- 
verse tho  decision,  or  reversing  it,  would 
allow  the  case  to  go  on.  It  might  be 
said  that  that  was  a  course  of  proceed- 
ing that  placed  both  Bishop  and  Arch- 
bishop in  an  invidious  position,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  as  the  Bishop  would 
know  more  about  the  case  than  the 
Archbishop  tho  appeal  would  be  a  nul- 
lity, and  that  the  Archbishop  in  most 
cases  would  agree  with  the  Bishop ;  but 
under  the  1st  and  2nd  Vict.  c.  106,  there 
were  a  great  many  cases  in  which  the 
Archbishop  and  the  Bishop  must  concur 
in  acting.  The  case  of  admitting  a  colo- 
nially-ordained  clergyman  to  hold  a  cure 
in  England  was  one  which  had  not  been 
mentioned,  and  there  was  the  case  of 
the  sale  of  glebe,  which  was  another. 
In  both  these  there  was  a  concurrence  of 
action  by  the  Archbishop  and  the  Bishop. 
Their  Lordships  would  therefore  be  act- 
ing quite  within  precedent  in  the  law 


of  the  English  Church  if  they  agreed 
that,  in  respect  of  cases  under  the 
Bill,  the  Archbishop  and  the  Bishop 
should  have  a  concurrent  authority.  He 
thought  they  might  very  well  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  accede  to  that. 
He  saw  that  a  clause  had  been  pre- 
pared by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed that  10  days  before  the  Bishop 
published  his  award,  he  should  send 
his  reasons  to  the  Archbishop  if  he 
thought  that  the  case  should  not  proceed ; 
and  the  reasons  were  to  be  returned 
by  the  Archbishop  within  a  period  of 
10  days,  with  a  statement  as  to  whe- 
ther he  agreed  with  them  or  not.  If 
he  did  agree  with  them,  the  hands  of 
the  Bishop  would  be  strengthened,  and 
he  would  send  forth  his  award  on  the 
joint  responsibility  of  himself  and  the 
Archbishop.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
Archbishop  and  the  Bishop  did  not  find 
themselves  in  agreement,  the  papers  in 
that  case  would  not  become  matters  of 
public  record,  and  the  case  would  go  on  as 
if  the  Bishop  had  never  wished  to  stop  it. 
He  did  not  say  that  he  would  have  sug- 
gested such  a  mode  of  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty; but  as,  except  in  respect  of  the 
clause,  there  was  complete  accord  be- 
tween the  two  Houses,  he  was  willing 
to  adopt  any  reasonable  -means  of  find- 
ing a  way  out  of  the  dilemma.  He 
thought  it  was  hopeless  to  think  of  get- 
ting the  Commons  to  give  up  their 
Amendment.  On  the  first  decision  in 
the  other  House  there  were  three  to 
one  in  favour  of  the  Amendment ;  and 
on  the  second,  in  spite  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  spite  of  the  pi-otest  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  and  in  spite  of  its  hav- 
ing been  stated  that  tho  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate and  himself  wore  opposed  to  the 
Amendment,  it  was  agreed  to  by  a  con- 
siderable majority.  He  could  not,  there- 
fore, help  asking  their  Lordships  to 
agree  to  the  proposal  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  was 
about  to  make  as  a  means  of  getting 
over  the  difficulty. 

The  Bishop  of  WINCHESTER  said, 
it  was  as  certain,  historically,  that  the 
Church  from  the  time  of  the  Apostles 
was  governed  by  Bishops,  as  it  was  that 
Eome  was  governed  by  the  twelve 
Caosars.  But  he  would  put  the  question 
not  on  the  basis  of  ancient  history,  but 
on  a  principle  more  modem  and  easily 
appreciated.    Unless  episcopacy  was  be- 
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lieved  to  be  a  Divino  institution,  its 
maintenance  was  wliolly  iinjnstifiable. 
If  he  did  not  believe  that  episcopacy  was 
a  Divine  institution,  ho  would  give  up 
liis  episcopate  and  trample  his  robe  on 
the  ground ;  because  unless  there  was 
Divine  authority  for  the  episcopate,  it 
would  be  a  most  schismatical  act  for  the 
Church  of  England  to  maintain  it,  when 
large  religious  bodies  had  given  it  up, 
and  now  looked  upon  it  as  being  unlaw- 
ful. Unless  tlio  Churcli  of  England  be- 
lieved episcopacy  to  be  a  Divine  ordi- 
nance, she  was  acting  now  schismati- 
cally,  when,  by  throwing  it  off,  she 
might  bridge  over  the  gulf  which  was 
between  her  and  many  otlier  religious 
bodies.  But  then  the  verv  fundamental 
principle  of  episcopacy  was  that  tlio 
Bishoj)  was  ruler  and  judge  in  his  dio- 
cese. It  was  ruled  from  the  very  first 
by  those  great  (xeneral  Councils  which 
the  Churcli  of  England  had  always  fully 
accepted,  that  no  Bishop  should  on  any 
X^retence  go  into  another  Bishop's  dio- 
cese. There  rose  up  in  the  course  of 
lime — but  not  till  the  end  of  tlie  third 
century — an  order  or  sub-order  of 
Bishops  called  Metropolitans,  not  by 
any  Divine  ordinance,  but  from  ecclesias- 
tical convenience  and  expediency.  At 
iirst  tlie  ^letropolitans  were  merely  Pre- 
sidents of  Episcopal  (.'ouncils,  to  gather 
those  Councils  together  and  to  hold 
consultation  with  tJieir  brotlier  Bishops. 
After  a  time,  appeals  were  carried  from 
Bishops  to  ]Metroi)olitans.  And  ho  ad- 
mitted the  value  of  such  appeals,  for 
though  opis('(»pa('y  was  a  Divine  institu- 
tion. Bishops  were,  like  other  men, 
liable  to  err,  and  it  was  nmch  to  be  de- 
sired thai  tlieir  jmlgments  should  not  bo 
uljsolule,  but  rei'erred  to  a  higher  tribu- 
jial ;  but  the  diilerence  between  Bishops 
qini  l>islu)ps,  and  ^letropolitans  qua  Me- 
tropolitans, was  that  Bishops  were 
Bishops  by  Divino  ordinance — whereas 
IVfetropolitans  existed  simply  by  human 
onlinance.  lie  need  not  go  back  to 
iirst  2u*incii>les  or  early  history  for  this. 
This  was  admitted  to  be  true  by  the 
English  law.  In  the  famous  case  of 
**  Lu(;yr.  Watson,  Bishoj)  of  St.  David's," 
Chief  Justice  Ilolt  laid  down  the  jwiuci- 
ple  that  Bishops  and  Archbishops  were 
equiiiy«7Y  ffirinoj  but  that  Archbishops 
were  superior  to  Bishops  Jure  /tumano. 
lie  would  venture  to  add  tliat  the 
( 'hurch  itself  was  not  a  human,  but  a 
Divine  iudtitutiou.     In  letters  addressed 

D'ie  Biahup  of  intuheaier 


to  the  public  papers  wo  had  henx\  is 
called  tne  Church  of  Parliament.  H« 
(lid  not  deny  that  in  a  certain  sen^ .: 
was  the  Church  of  Parliament  as  Parli*- 
ment  was  the  representative  of  the  Ecg- 
lish  laity,  but  in  a  higlier  and  tne; 
sense  it  was  the  Church  of  God;  ud 
though  ho  admittod  a  right  in  Paiiis. 
ment  to  deal  with  it,  and  with  the  «>pis 
copate,  whicli  was  a  constitutional  put 
of  the  Church,  whilst  yet  he  claimed  fuf 
the  clergy,  too,  a  voice  in  legislation  f tr 
the  Church  ;  still  lie  urged  that  an  in^- 
tution  so  sacred  should  he  dealt  Yhh 
with  the  utmost  tenderness — not  dctl: 
with  as  children  played  witli  thos«  indii- 
rubber  dolls  which  were  sold  in  tor 
shops,  twisting  them  into  one  shape  aad 
then  into  another,  with  every  momennir 
caprice.  As  regarded  the  trial  of  Bisbopi 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Marquess,  be 
would  observe  that  the  Archbisimp 
already  possessed  most  unusual  powen. 
In  the  case  to  which  he  had  befov 
alluded — "Lucy  r.  Bishop  Watson"— 
Chief  Justice  Holt  had  declared  that  tk 
Archbishop  of  Cantorbuiy  possesM 
powers  equal  to  those  of  the  Patriarch 
of  Constantinople  —  that  was,  powtn 
greater  than  any  Prelate  in  Christcii- 
dom,  except  only  the  l*ope.  And  in  th* 
case  of  Watson,  the  Archbisho}),  in  ha 
own  Court,  deposed  and  excommunirat*-: 
the  lUshop  ;  and  though  Bishop  Wat»'a 
aj^pealed  from  Court  to  Court,  his  ij- 
peal  was  disallowed,  and  he  died  ^- 
posed  and  excommunicated,  buried  crm 
without  the  funeral  service.  J?o  lL*r 
Archbishop  already  possessed  pivtrs 
greater  than  any  other  mere  Arch- 
bishop in  Christendom ;  and  it  ««.•« 
easier  to  try  a  Bishop  in  England  than 
in  any  other  Church  in  Christend«nn. 
lie  did  not  grudge  the  power  which  tb»- 
most  rev.  Prelates  now  possessed ;  lu: 
if  this  clause  were  passed,  an  entirtlj 
new  kind  of  authority  would  be  vest**! 
in  them.  For  the  first  time,  the  Arch- 
bishop would  be  enabled  to  interfen>  in 
the  ailairs  of  a  diocese  with  referenr**  t*- 
matters  which  had  not  been  the  subJKt 
of  decisions  on  the  part  of  the  Bish'-p. 
If  the  Bishop  deemed  a  charge  again«s 
an  incumbent  to  be  a  frivolous  charg*. 
as  to  which  no  action  ought  to  be  takes, 
it  would  bo  open  to  the  Archbishop  un- 
der this  clause  to  oblige  him.  against  his 
better  judgment,  and  notwithstanding 
his  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  neighbourhood,    to   send  the  can 
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to  the  Court  for  trial.  Thus,  for  the 
first  time,  a  power  of  initiative  in  the  dio- 
cese would  be  given  to  the  Archbishop. 
In  the  opinion  of  many  persons,  the 
Bishops  were  already  damap^iug  episco- 
pacy by  giving  up  their  own  Courts.  They 
nad,  no  doubt,  inadq  a  groat  concession 
in  this  matter,  withthe  view  of  removing 
obst€iclo8  in  the  way  of  the  present  Bill ; 
and  that  being  so,  it  would  bo  hard  to 
oblige  them  to  prosecute  charges  against 
their  judgment.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
had  quoted  10  precedents  in  favour  of 
overriding  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop ; 
but  they  did  not  apply  to  the  present 
(sase,  inasmuch  as  they  referred  to  mat- 
ters in  which  a  distinct  judicial  decision 
had  been  come  to  by  the  Bishop.  One 
related  to  the  withdrawal  of  a  curate's 
licence ;  but  in  this  case  the  Bishop 
must  have  made  fidl  enquiry  and  come 
to  a  formal  decision,  and  from  that  for- 
mal decision  there  was  a  natural  and 
legitimate  appeal.  Another  related  to  a 
refusal  to  an  incumbent  to  be  non-resi- 
dent, in  which  case  again  the  Bishop 
must  have  concluded  on  apparent  rea- 
sons to  forbid  non-residence.  His  act  in 
such  case  was  virtually  judicial.  Another 
referred  to  the  case  in  which  a  Bishop 
found  that  a  parish  was  neglected,  and 
ordered  that  the  incumbent  should  keep 
a  curate.  In  this  case  the  Bishop  had 
to  proceed  by  formal  process,  issuing  a 
commission  and  then  deciding  on  their 
report ;  and  so  liis  decision  was  a  strictly 
legal  decision,  and  an  appeal  from  it 
naturally  lay  to  the  Metropolitan.  The 
clause  in  question,  if  carried,  would  not 
give  an  appeal  after  judgment,  but 
would  give  tlie  Archbishop  power  of 
control  in  the  initiative,  which  was  a 
power  contrar}'  to  all  the  constitutional 
principles  of  the  Church.  He  did  not 
question  the  power  of  Parliament  to 
interfere  with  the  principles  of  the 
Church  in  all  that  was  not  essential  to 
its  character  as  a  Church.  But  the 
action  of  the  Bishop  in  his  own  diocese 
was  a  fundamental  principle,  and  what 
abolished  that  would  abolish  that  which 
made  the  Church  to  be  what  it  was.  He 
would  rather  see  the  discretion  of  the 
Bishop  withdrawn  altogether  than  his 
constitutional  discretion  overridden  by  a 
superior  authority.  The  Bishops  had 
done  all  they  could  to  smooth  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Bill  through  Parliament  and 
through  the  country,  although  they 
could  not  but  feel  that  by  carrying  it, 


they  were  parting  with  much  of  their 
ancient  authority  and  jurisdiction.  It 
would  be  hard  on  them,  and  on  the 
Church  of  which  they  formed  an  integral 
portion,  if  by  one  of  the  many  turns 
which  this  Bill  had  taken  in  Parlia- 
ment, they  should  lose  not  only  their 
Diocesan  Courts,  but  also  that  which  was 
their  inalienable  right,  their  right  to 
regulate  judicial  proceedings  within  their 
own  dioceses,  and  that,  by  a  clause  in- 
troduced at  Uie  very  end  of  a  Session. 

TuE  Bishop  of  LINCOLN :  My  Lords, 
I  venture  to  express  a  hope  that  your 
Lordships  will  not  agree  to  this  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  brought  to  us  from 
the  other  House.  In  so  doing,  I  trust 
that  I  may  not  be  suspected  of  a  desire 
to  claim  for  Bishops  any  power  which 
does  not  rightly  belong  to  them,  or  to 
detract  from  Metropolitans  any  autho- 
rity to  which  they  are  justly  entitled. 
So  far  firom  wislung  to  exalt  unduly  the 
privileges  of  the  episcopate,  I  confess 
that  I  should  not  have  been  sorry  if  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  had  not  been 
limited  to  priests  and  deacons,  but  had 
been  extended  also  to  Bishops.  A  good 
deal  of  irritation  and  disquietude  has,  I 
believe,  been  produced  by  the  opinion 
that  in  this  Bill,  Bishops  are  resorting 
to  Parliament  for  powers  to  enforce  laws 
upon  the  clergy  which  they  do  not  obey 
themselves.  It  has  been  said  that  Bishops 
wish  to  impose  the  Purchas  Judgment, 
which  forbids  the  clergy  to  wear  certain 
vestments,  while  Bishops  themselves  do 
not  obey  the  Purchas  Judgment,  whicli 
enjoins  them  to  wear  a  certain  vestment 
in  their  cathedrals  at  certain  times.  It 
has  been  alleged — I  report  what  I  hear 
— that  Bishops  desire  to  constrain  the 
clergy  to  obey  ambiguous  rubrics,  while 
they  themselves  violate  clear  rubrics — 
for  example,  in  the  administration  of 
confirmation,  in  which  they  are  required 
to  lay  their  hand  severally  on  each  can- 
didate, while  they  say  certain  words 
which  give  an  assurance  of  Divine  grace 
to  each  candidate,  singly  and  indivi- 
dually. This  rubric  contains  an  impor- 
tant doctrine,  and  it  is  sometimes  vio- 
lated, not  from  the  fault  of  Bishops.  I 
impute  no  blame  to  them,  because  the 
population  atid  extent  of  their  diocese 
are  so  great  that  compliance  with  it  is 
almost  impossible.  But  the  remedy  for 
this  is  not  in  the  violation  of  the  rubric 
— I  heartily  wish  that  we  were  obliged 
to  obey  it — ^but  in  the  subdivision  of  our 
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overgrown  dioce.so.s,  tmd  in  tlio  increase 
<jf  the  ciiiscopato.     And  tliat  leads  me 
to  observe  that  the  true  remedy  for  irre- 
f^ularities  in  Ritual  is  in  the  improve- 
mr-nt  of  our  diocesan  and  x)arochial  or- 
ji^anizations.      AVe    cannot    govern   the 
clergy  by  repressive  and  coercive  legis- 
lation, but  we  may  conciliate  them  by 
kindness  and  love.     Not  all  the  Public 
AVorship  Regulation  IJills  that  ever  can 
be    framed  and  passed,  will  have   any 
salutary  effect  unless  we  bring  the  epis- 
copate nearer  to  the  liearts  of  the  clergy 
and  people  by  a  sub-division  of  some  of 
our  dioceses,   and  unless  we  make  the 
clergy  of  a  diocese  feel  that  they  have 
in  tlieir  Bisliop  a  couns(»ll(jr  and  friend, 
and   an  afFectionate  father   in  God.     I 
earnestly  liope  that  tlie  noble  Lord  op- 
posite,   whose   name  is   so   honourably 
identified  witli   the   cjuestion  of  the  in- 
crease of   the    Home   Episcopate,   will 
apply  his  energies  and   abilities  to  the 
promotion  of  that  great  work.  AEy  T^ords, 
we  are  informed  that  next  Session  we 
sliall  liave   a  Clergy  Discipline  Amend- 
ment Bill,  for  tlie  correction  of  false  doc- 
trine and  viciousiKJSs  of  life  in  ecclesias- 
tics.    Is  this  also  to  be  limited  to  the 
clergy  ?   Art^  Bisliops  to  be  exempt  from 
it  ?  (Ireat  mischief  lias  been  done  to  the 
( 'linrch  by  Ritual  excesses  and  extrava- 
gancies, but  I  doubt  whetlu)r  that  mis- 
cliief  is  comparable  with  tlie  injury  that 
has  been  iniliclcd  upon  it  by  tlie  writings 
of   a   single  Kiiglish  Bishop,    who  has 
shaken  the  faith  of  hundreds  and  thou- 
f^an(ls  at  home  and  abroad  in  the  insj^i- 
ration.  genuineness,  and  authenticity  of 
the  ( Hd  Testament.  And  are  such  offences 
to  escape  with  impunity?     My  Lords,  1 
have  ventured  to  n-ier  to  these  matters, 
lest  1   should  be  <harged  with  exagge- 
rating  the   authority    of   Bishops,   and 
with  seeking  unduly  to  claim  immuni- 
ties and  prerogatives  for  them.     I  have 
no  such  ambition ;  1  only  desire  to  vindi- 
cate that  just  authority  in  their  dioceses 
which  the  laws  of  the  ( 'hurch  and  of  the 
Reahn  have  given  them,  and  which  tliey 
are  bound  to  maintain.     And  now  let 
nu'  advert  to  Metropf)lilans.  I  trust  that 
I   shall   ever  be  ready  to  pay  that  defe- 
rence to  Archbishops  whieh  they  have 
a  right  to  claim  from  their  Suffragans. 
J  hit    look,   my   Ijords,   at    the    j)resent 
AuK^ndment.     The  ]^ishop  of  a  diocese 
is   there   rightly   required    to    state   in 
writing  his  reasons  if  he  desires,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion,  to  stay  legal 
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proceedings  against  a  clergyman  of  liis 
diocese.  But  the  Archbishop  is  to  U 
empowered  to  overrule  this  exercisseo: 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Bi«hop 
without  assigning  any  reason  wliater^:! 
for  setting  that  discretion  aside.  Tb- 
Archbishop's  rescript  to  the  Bishop  maj 
simply  be — 
Sic  volo,  ttic  juIkx);  stot  pri^  nttionc  vifliinris. 

Consider,  my  Lords,  the  eflect  of  dui. 
It  is  not  only  a  humiliating  degradatios 
of  the  office  and  person  of  the  Bi«h<';> 
in  the  eyes  of  his  diocese  and  of  tit* 
Churc^h,  without  any  cause  assign*  J,  W. 
it  will  be  most  disastrous  to  the  ChurcL 
at  large.  The  action  of  a  Bishop  sta\"iiiff 
proceedings  may,  perhaps,  occasionally 
be  a  denial  of  justice  in  a  single  diix^ae: 
but  the  Archiopiscopal  abolition  of  epis- 
copal discretion  and  of  episcopal  autho- 
rity will  be  the  infliction  of  injury  «n 
the  whole  Cliurch  of  England.  Sapposf. 
my  Lords,  that  this  Anit^ndment  had 
been  law  in  the  first  half  of  the  Kth 
century.  Then  the  Priram-y  was  «x- 
cupied  by  Archbishop  Abbot.  If  epL'*- 
copacy  had  then  been  put  into  comnuv 
sion,  and  had  been  absorbed  into  tL" 
will  of  the  Archbishop,  as  this  Amend- 
ment proposes,  the  Church  of  Enplan<i 
would  have  been  Puritanized.  And  wh» 
was  Abbot's  successor  in  the  Se<»  •! 
Canterbury?  Archbishop  Laud.  I  d- 
not  share  in  the  common  prejuJitt^ 
against  that  great  man  ;  he  had  doub:- 
less  his  infirmities  and  fadings,  but  h 
was  a  noble-hearted  Prelate,  and  wrc«:* 
one  of  the  best  books  in  our  langua^- 
against  Popery ;  but  if  tliis  Amemlmt:.: 
had  then  been  law,  then  the  popuk: 
cry  would  have  been  that  the  Chunii 
would  be  Eomanized  by  it.  And  wl  • 
held  the  Archiopiscopal  fSee  of  York 
in  the  latter  days  of  Ijaud  ?  Archbishvp 
William's,  Laud's  most  bitter  opponMit 
in  Church  and  J^tate.  Such  thingt«  mav 
occur  again  if  tliis  Amendment  becom»-s 
law.  England  may  see  a  Pope  at  Canter- 
bury and  an  Anti-Pope  at  York.  Mj 
Lords,  appeals  have  been  made  in  t::" 
course  of  the  debates  on  this  Bill  to  tb»- 
principles  of  tlie  English  Reformati-ii:. 
and  to  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity. I  regard  the  English  Kef^r- 
mation  as  one  of  the  greatest  blessings 
that  was  ever  vouclisafed  to  this  Chunh 
and  Eealm  ;  and  I  loyallyrecognize  the 
authority  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity.  I 
take  my  stand  on  these  principles^  and 
appeal  to  that  authority,  and  I  therefore 
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entreat  your  Lordships  to  reject  this 
Amendment.  Bring  it  to  the  test  of 
those  principles  and  of  that  authority. 
The  first  English  Prayer  Book  of  the 
Iteformation  was  printed  in  the  year 
1549.  In  the  preface  to  that  Prayer 
Book— the  first  Book  of  Edward  VI.— 
under  the  title  "  On  the  service  of  the 
Church,"  are  the  following  words : — 

'*  Forasmuch  as  nothings  can,  almost,  be  so 
plainly  set  forth  but  doubts  may  rise  in  the 
practising?  of  the  same ;  to  appease  all  such  di- 
versity (if  any  arise)  and  for  the  resolution  of 
all  doubts  concoming  the  manner  how  to  un- 
derstand, do,  and  execute  the  things  contained 
in  this  Book,  the  parties  that  so  doubt  or  di- 
versely take  anything,  shall  always  ri'sort  to  the 
Bishop  of  tht)  diocese,  who,  in  his  discretion, 
shall  take  order  for  the  quieting  and  appeasing 
of  the  same ;  so  that  the  same  order  be  not  con- 
trary  to  an^-thing  contained  in  this  Book." 

My  Lords,  these  are  the  principles  of  the 
Reformation,  and  I  trust  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  uphold  them.  And  lest  it 
ahould  bo  said  that  this  discretion  of  the 
Bishop  was  to  be  superseded  by  the 
Archbishop,  our  Reformers  in  the  second 
liVayer  Book  of  Edward  the  Sixth,  in 
A.D.  1552,  added  the  following  para- 
graph : — 

"  And  if  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  be  in  any 
doubt,  then  may  he  Ben<l  for  the  resolution 
thereof  unto  the  Archbishop." 

Observe,  my  Lords,  this  is  entirely 
optional ;  the  Bishop  may  consult  the 
.^jrchbishop  if  he  pleases,  but  he  is  cer- 
tainly not  to  be  overruled  by  him 
Xinst  his  own  judgment,  as  is  contem- 
:ed  by  the  present  Amendment.  My 
liords,  the  two  clauses  which  I  have 
just  quoted  declare  the  law  of  the  Church 
of  England  from  the  Eeformation  to 
the  present  day — that  is,  for  more  than 
three  centuries ;  they  are  contained  in 
every  Prayer  Book  from  that  time  to 
this,  and  they  have  been  sanctioned  by 
the  law  of  the  Realm  in  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity, which  gave  legislative  sanction 
to  the  Prayer  Book.  Are  we  going  to 
set  aside  the  principles  of  the  Beforma- 
tion,  and  to  contravene  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity? Because  I  venerate  the  Ee- 
formation, and  respect  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity, I  entreat  you  to  reject  this 
Amendment.  A  few  words  more,  and  I 
have  done.  My  Lords,  when  this  Public 
Worship  Bill  was  brought  into  this 
House,  1  ventured  to  remonstrate  tem- 
perately and  respectfully,  on  two  several 
occasions,  against  the  manner  in  which 


it  was  introduced  and  carried  forward, 
without  any  reference  to  the  Synods  of 
the  Church.  Those  expostulations — 
backed  by  others  from  persons  of  greater 
weight — were  not  without  their  effect ; 
and  I  now  beg  leave  to  acknowledge 
with  thankfulness  the  gracious  act  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  following 
in  the  steps  of  the  preceding  Adminis- 
tration, and  advising  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  Letters  of  Business  to  Convocation, 
authorizing  it  to  revise  such  rubrics  as 
may  seem  to  need  amendment ;  and  I 
hail  with  gratitude  the  wise  and  con- 
ciliatory Amendment  adopted  by  the 
other  House,  postponing  the  time  at 
which  this  measure  is  to  come  into  o|>o- 
ration  till  the  1st  of  July,  in  next  year, 
so  that  the  Convocation  may  have  suffi- 
cient time  to  elucidate  such  rubrics  as 
are  obscure,  and  revise  such  as  require 
revision,  it  being  understood  that  this 
action  of  Convocation  will  not  have  legal 
validity  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Crown  and  of  Parliament.  Having  dis- 
charged what  seemed  to  be  a  duty — a 
painful  one  it  was — in  remonstrating  on 
the  mode  in  which  this  measure  was 
originally  laimchod  and  pressed  forward, 
and  having  performed  the  more  agree- 
able one  of  acknowledging  two  graceful 
concessions,  I  shall  now,  my  Lords,  con- 
sider it  my  duty  to  exercise  such  influ- 
ence as  I  may  possess,  howerer  insignifi- 
cant, whether  in  the  diocese  of  Lincoln 
or  elsewhere,  in  an  honest  and  loyal 
endeavour  to  allay  disquietude  and  irri- 
tation, and  to  persuade  those  whom  it 
may  concern  to  give  this  measure  a  fair 
trial,  and  to  treat  it  with  that  respect 
which  is  due  to  all  Acts  of  the  Legis- 
lature ;  and  I  earnestly  hope  that  the 
sanguine  expectations  of  its  most  zealous 
promoters  may  be  fully  realized,  and 
that  it  may  be  conducive,  under  the 
Divine  blessing,  to  the  advancement  of 
the  Divine  glory,  and  to  the  firmer  esta- 
blishment of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  hearts  of  the  English  people. 

The  Earl  of  CAENAEVON  said, 
he  was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  be- 
cause he  thought  that  as  it  now  stood, 
taken  in  conjunction  with  some  other 
Amendments  in  the  Bill,  it  did  mate- 
rially alter  the  character  of  the  measure 
as  it  had  been  sent  down  to  the  other 
House.  When  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced to  their  Lordships  the  proposed 
judicial  power  was  to  be  Tested  in  the 


1243 


Puhlio  Worship 


{LORDS) 


Regulation  Bill, 


1244 


Bishops.     Their   Lordships    disagreed, 
and  he  thought  rightly,  from  that  pro- 
l)osal,  and  a  purely  episcopal    tribunal 
was  converted  into  a  lay  tribunal.     He 
wont  entirely  along  with  that  view,  and 
ho  also  accepted  cordially  the  condition 
with  which  it  was  coupled — that  a  cer- 
tain  discretion    should  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Bishops,  which  he  thought 
was  as  much  due  to  their  office  as  to 
the    natural    fitness  of  things.     As  the 
]5ill  now  returned  to  them,  that  discre- 
tion, as  he  conceived,  was  virtually  and 
l)ractically  taken  away  from  tlio  Bishops 
and  transferred   to   the  Archbishop   of 
tlio  Province.     Without  using  any  ex- 
aggerated language,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say  that  a  Bishop,  compelled  in  that 
manner  to  submit  his  discretion  to  that 
of  his  Archbishop,  was  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion altogether  novel,  altogether  unsatis- 
factory as  regarded  his  diocese,  and  one 
almost  personally  degrading  to  himself. 
That  was  his  first  objection.    His  second 
was,  that  he  could  not  really  understand 
the  appropriateness  of  the  change.  The 
])ishop  of  tho  diocese  who  exorcised  that 
discretion,    exorcised   it,    among    other 
tilings,  for  this  reason — that  he  was  con- 
versant,  both    locally   and    personally, 
with   tho   wants    and  interests    of  tho 
diocese  ;  he  liad  an  intimate  and  familiar 
knowledge  which   no   other  person  pro- 
bably could  pr(.'tend  to;  and  yet  they 
passed  over  liis  head  to   transfer  that 
power  of  (lisiTotion  to  tlie  Archbishop, 
wlio    not    onl}'  must    know  much  less 
Lxully  and  personally,  but  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ton  could   know  nothing   at  all. 
Again,  they  assuiiu'd  that  the  Bishop  of 
tlie   diocosi"  was   likely  to  use  that  dis- 
cretion in  an  indiscreet  manner,  and  yet 
in  the   sann.»   breath  th(\v  assumed  that 
liie  Arcflibishop  of  the    Province,    who 
knew  notliiiig  al^out  tlie   diocese,  was 
likely  to  exereise  it  in  a  discreet  manner. 
Tn  the  next  place,  Ihe  Bill  as  it  came 
back  to  their    Lnrdships  seemed  to  him 
to  encourage  that  which   it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  all  moderate  and  reasonable  men 
of  ev«»ry  parly   to   avoi<l — namely,    the 
tendency  to   litigati(m.     AVhy  did   they 
vest    that   discretion    in    the    l^ishop  ? 
Simply  that  he  might  prevent  frivolous, 
imnecessary,  and  litigious  suits ;  but  by 
placing  him    under  the  fear  and  risk  of 
having  his  discretion  reversed,  they  gave 
him  everv  inducement  to  send  those  suits 
ou,  and  to   turn   them — many  of  them 
of  course  wouhl  bo  frivolous — into  reali- 

The  Earl  of  Canxarxm 


ties.    That,  again,  was  a  source  of  H- 
gation  which  he  was  sure  the  HfYHfie 
never  contemplated  when  it  pass^  the 
third  reading  of  that  Bill.     And,  wha: 
must  be  the  result  ?     If  practical  efftii 
were  really  given  to  that,  it  couW  bu: 
lead  to  a  feeling  of  great  di5tru.«it.  lirR 
as  between  tho  Bishop   and  the  Arch- 
bishop, and  still  more  as  botwut-n  th-^ 
Bishop  and  tho  clergy  of  the  di'xs>^. 
Ho  was  struck  with  the  feeling  that  BiH 
had  already  provoked   in    many  qui*^: 
countn-  parishes.     It  was  not  thos*.-  who 
had  the  slightest  tendency  tu  Eomanisa 
who  had  protested  in  many  country  dif. 
tricts  against  the  measure,  but  th*"  old- 
fashioned  Conservative  clergy,  who  were 
startled  by  it,  failed  to    understand  ii 
and  did  not  put  the  same  construction 
on  its  operation  as  had  been  put  by  tfc^ 
niost  rev.  Primate.  He,  for  one,  heartily 
trusted  that  their   anticipations  would 
not  bo  realized.     Ho  trust(»<l  that  the 
Bill  would  work  much  less  mischief  and 
work  more  satisfactorily  than  they  sup- 
poswl ;  and  one  of  his  reasons  for  saying 
that  was,  that  whereas  tho  Bill  loft  that 
House  as  a  single-edged   blade,  it  re- 
turned to  them  as  avervolfeitual  douMt- 
edged  blade,  for  it  had  been  .so  sharp- 
ened on  each  siile  that   each  s<'<tii>n  nf 
the  Church  would  be  able  to  put  it  into 
op(»ration  when  it  became  law  with  iii«><t 
fatal  effect  on  its  opp«ments.     It  would 
need  all  the  conciliuticm  and  all  the  ta<t 
and  judgment  of  tho  right   rev.  Bench 
to  avert  to  smdi  a  sjtious  eonsiimraatioa 
as  might  naturally  bo  expected.     As  to 
tho  Amendment   which    had  been  sha- 
dowed foi*th  by  the  most  rev.   l*riniat»» 
(the   Ai-chbishop  of  York),    but   which 
was    not  yet    before  tho    TIouso,  if  in 
any  way  the  edge  could  bo  takcm  olf  tho 
claus<'  and  tho  clause  could  be  re^ton-l 
to  a  more  sati-ifactory  condition,  he  should 
beveryghid.     If  ho  understood  the  na- 
ture of  the  Amr'ndment  rightly,  it  pn>- 
posed  concurrent  and  joint    actirm  be- 
tween the  Archbishop  of  the    Provint-*- 
and  the  Bishop   of    the  diocese.     That 
would  in  one  sense  scatter  responsibility, 
and  in  another  wouhl  increase  it.     .So  fir 
as  it  relieved  the  Bishop  fnmi  tlie  oil: ou« 
responsibility  whi<-h  tho  clause,    as  a! 
present  framed  put  upon  him,  so  far  f^\ 
good ;  but  so  far  as   it  divi<led  the  r^ 
sponsibility  between  him  and  th«.-  .Vrf  h- 
bishop,  it  was,  in    a   judicial   point  ^f 
view,  a  serious  objection.  AMiat  he  much 
regretted  in  regard  to  that  measure  was 
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the  speed  with  which  it  had  been  passed. 
That  was  the  usual  way  in  which  ecde- 
naetical    le^slation  proceeded  in    this 
oountry.    They  were  too  much  in  the 
habit  of  legislating  from   the  impulne, 
and  sometimes  from  the  panic  of   the 
L    moment.     There  had  been  before  now 
f    an  instance  which  remained  in  the  minds 
^    of  many  of  their  Lordships  present,  in 
;    whichy   under  the    influence  of  strong 
!.    public  feeling,  called  up  by  an  unwar- 
rantable aggression  on  the  part  of  the 
Papal  Court,  an  Act  was  hastily  and  in- 
considerately pas8od,    wliich  long    re- 
*  mainod  as  a  monuniont  of  the  useless- 
ness  of  such  legislation.     It  was  but  a 
few  years  ago  that,  after  having  passed 
an  inglorious  existence,  it  was  with  tlio 
consent  of  all  parties  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  removed  from  the  Statute 
Book  and  swept  away  into  the  oblivion 
which  it  deserved.     He  would  only  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  while  he  regretted  to 
see  the  character  of  the  present  Bill  al- 
tered injuriously,  as  he  thought,  by  the 
clause,  on  the  other  hand  he  was  bound 
to  bear  witness  to  one  Amendment  whicli 
to  his  mind  was  a  redeeming  feature  in 
it.  He  rejoiced  that  time  had  been  given 
to  Convocation  and  to  the  meeting  of  the 
clergy  of  this  country  to  consider  calmly 
and  dispassionately  the  present  position 
of  things,  and  revise  as  far  as  in  them 
lay  the  subject-matter  of  dispute.     The 
present  was  a  golden  opportunity  sucli 
as  had  not  prosentod  itself  before  for 
many  years,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
accepted  by  Convocation    as    an    olive 
branch  of  peace.     When  tlie  heated  pas- 
sions which  had  been  engendered  by 
this  Bill  had  cooled  down,  the  proposals 
now  offered  might  be   of  the  greatest 
benefit  and  advantage  to  the  Church, 
and  he  hoped  that,  instead  of  wasting 
precious  time  in  recrimination  and  in 
attempting  to  attain  moral  impossibili- 
ties,  Convocation  would   give   a  wide, 
broad,  prudent,  and  statesmanlike  con- 
sideration to  the  measures  brought  be- 
fore them,  and  so  put  themselves  in  the 
position  of  deserving  the  gratitude,  not 
only  of  the  Church,  but  of  the  whole 
people  of  the  country. 

The  Rvrl  of  HAEEOWBY  said, 
that  from  the  tone  of  the  previous 
speakers  it  might  be  supposed  that  by 
the  Amendment  Parliament  was  How 
asked  for  the  first  time  to  declare  that 
Archbishops  should  have  the  authority 
to  review  the  decisions  of  their  Sufira- 


gans  when  those  decisions  had  been 
made  in  the  exercise  of  a  discretion 
intrusted  to  them  ;  whereas  the  fact 
was  it  involved  no  novelty,  and  there 
was  nothing  in  that  respect  which 
should  prevent  their  Lordships  from 
accepting  it.  The  question  was,  whe- 
ther the  Bishops  should  have  power 
to  prevent  the  laity  from  having  that 
access  to  the  law  which  was  their  natural 
riglit,  and  which  was  given  them  by 
the  Act  of  Uniformity.  As  tlie  Bill  left 
their  Lordships'  House  the  Bishops  had 
the  power  which  he  deprecated ;  and  he 
should  have  been  willing  to  leave  in 
their  hands  the  discretionary  right  to 
use  the  Jpower,  governed  as  it  must 
be  by  respect  to  public  opinion  and 
the  necessity  for  giving  reasons  wliy 
the  discretion  of  refusing  had  been  exer- 
cised. The  House  of  Commons,  how- 
ever, representing  the  feeling  of  the 
laity  more  strongly  than  it  was  repre- 
sented in  their  Lordships'  House,  passed 
an  Amendment  extending  to  the  laity 
the  protection  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
give  to  the  clergy,  and  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  anything  to  prevent  their 
Lordships  from  acquiescing  in  the  de- 
cision at  which  the  Lower  House  of  Par- 
liament had  arrived,  in  their  own  right 
and  in  the  exercise  of  a  very  proper 
feeling  that  the  laity  were  as  much  on- 
titled  to  pix)te(!tion  as  the  clergy.  On 
those  grounds  he  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  as  a  further  reason  for  its 
adoption,  he  considered  it  a  security 
that  the  Bishop  would  think  twice  be- 
fore rejecting  a  complaint.  He  hoped 
that  if  the  Amendment  introduced  in 
the  Bill  into  the  other  House  was  not 
adopted,  their  Lordships  would  accept 
the  modified  proposal  which  was  to  be 
made  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  when  the  Bill  was  before  their 
Lordships  on  a  previous  occasion,  he 
stated  his  reasons  for  supporting  the 
policy  of  not  allowing  an  appeal  from 
the  Bishops  to  the  Archbishops  on  the 
matter  of  discretion.  As  there  was  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood  before  it  went  into  Com- 
mittee in  their  Lordships'  House,  a  pro- 
vision giving  an  appeal,  and  being  under 
the  impression  that  at  that  time  a  consi- 
derable number  of  Members  of  the  right 
rev.  Bench  were  not  indisposed  to  agree 
to  the  appeal,  he  was  anxious  to  repeat, 
in  a  few  words,  the   reasons  why  he 
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thouglit,  in  the  first  instance,  that  it  was 
inexpedient  that  the  appeal  should  be 
given,  and  the  more  especially  so,  be- 
cause they  did  not  agree  with  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
IJishop  of  Winchester.  As  ho  under- 
stood the  view  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
it  was  that  every  Bishop  was  a  Judge  in 
his  own  diocese  to  administer  ecclesias- 
tical law,  and  that  to  introduce  the  juris- 
diction of  an  Arclibishop  into  tlie  diocese 
of  any  one  of  his  Suffragans  was  to 
violate  the  fundamental  constitution  of 
tlio  Church.  He  could  admit  the  force  of 
tliis  argument  if  it  was  pro\dded  that  in 
every  case  wlion  applied  to  for  the  pur- 
pose, the  Bishops  were  bound  to  put  the 
Liw  in  foi'ce.  But  the  Bishops  did  not 
say  that.  What  the  Bishops  said  was, 
tliat  tliey  claimed  a  riglit  which  was  not 
claimed,  as  fai*  as  he  knew,  by  any  Court 
or  Judge  in  any  countiy  in  which  a  tem- 
poral law  was  administered.  The 
Bishops  claimed  the  riglit  to  say  to  any 
suitor  who  asked  that  the  ecclesiastical 
law  might  bo  put  in  force — '*  We  will 
judge  whether  it  is  or  is  not  right  for 
you  to  proceed  with  your  litigfition,  and 
wo  claim  the  right  to  shut  upon  you,  if 
we  are  so  minded,  the  portals  of  the 
Temple  of  Justice."  That  was  a  strong 
posit  i(m  to  take  up.  but  it  put  aside 
altogother  the  argument  of  the  right 
rev.  i*r<^lat(^  who  claimed  the  ordinary 
jurisdiction  of  a  Judge  in  his  diocese, 
i)ccause  tlie  Bishop  w(mld  not  hold  in 
such  m{itt(.*rs  uu  ordinary,  but  an  excep- 
tional ])ositiou.  He  was  willing  to 
allow  tlie  dis(Tction  of  a  Bislu^p,  but  he 
(M)uld  not  lose  siglit  of  the  fact  tliat  it 
entirely  altered  the  position  of  the 
lUshop  from  that  of  a  .Fudge  exercising 
Ills  ordinary  powers.  The  grounds  on 
which  he  Jiad,  in  the  first  instance,  ob- 
jectftd  to  allow  the  appeal  to  the  Arch- 
Inshop  upon  th(?  (piestion  of  discretion, 
were  that  the  appeal  must  be  one-sided, 
being  only  permitted  where  tlie  Bishop 
(lid  not  allow  a  case  to  proceetl,  and 
becaust^  the.  Bishop,  being  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of  his  own  dio- 
cese, and  the  position  of  the  Church 
witliin  his  jurisdiction,  might  fairly  be 
allowed  to  consider  whether  it  was  or 
was  not  expedient,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Church,  that  there  should  be  litigation. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  if  the  discretion 
oi'  the  Bisho])  were  allowed,  it  would  not 
be  infringing  upon  the  privib^ge  thus 
granted,  to  say  that  it  might  be  con- 
TV/^  Lord  ChaiivdlDi' 


trolled  by  that  which,  after  all  vooU 
only  be  the  discretion  of  another  nn 
who  would  not  know  so  much  about  ib 
details  of  the  matter.     Those  weretb 
grounds  which  had  influenced  him.  \m 
they  were  grounds  not  affecting  the  fm. 
damental  constitution    of  the  Chcidi. 
but  grounds  of  expediency.    The  otbs 
House    of  Parliament    liad,    hovers, 
substantially  re-inserted  the  clause,  tail 
although,  for  his  part,   he  should  hm 
been  glad  if  the  other  House  had  act 
taken  that  course,  yet   it   was,  at  ^ 
same  time,  impossible  not  to  see  and.  to 
a  certain  extent,  pay  respect  to  the  piia- 
ciple  on  which  the  House  of  C(imium 
had  acted.     Tliey  represented  the  Iii^ 
of  the  countr}',  and  considered  that  the 
rights  of  the  laity  were  involved  in  i 
free  right  to    enforce   the  law  of  tk 
Church  where  it  ought  to  be  enfomd: 
and  that  if  they  were  to  concede  to  tbi 
Bishops  the  discretion  of  saying  whetkr 
a  suit  should  go  on,  they  were  entitM 
to  ask  for  something  to  weigh  ociintf 
tliat   discretion,    and  prevent    it  heiiif 
exercised  in   such   a   manner  as  ab»> 
lutely  to  stop  litigation.     That  was  ^ 
view   which    was  taken   in   the   other 
House — a  view  which  he  wished  had  not 
prevailed.     But  ho  had  to  ask  himself 
this  question — »So  far  as  he  could  und^- 
stand,  was  it  going  too  far  to  say  that  if 
the  state    of    puljlic    feelinp^    were  oh- 
s«^rved,  if  the  Amendment  wert*  resisted. 
if  it  were  not  inserted  in  the  Bill,  wodd 
not  the  measure  be  placed  in  immin»L: 
peril?    Tt  should  be  remembered. tuo, 
in    considering    this    question — not   of 
principle,  but  of  expe(lieney  of  detail— 
that  although,  as  the  right  rev.  Prfla» 
(the  l^ishop  of  Lincoln)  had  saiil,  tht-re 
was    a  fuar  that    a   l*uritttnical  Anh- 
bishop  might  Pari tanize  tho  Church,  ih* 
Archbishop  was  not  to  sit   in  judpueni 
upon  the  (question  to  bo  decided  ;  ho  had 
simply  to  say  whctlier  the  case  sb^old 
proceed.     Hu  could  not,  therefore,  take 
upon   himself  the  responsibility  of  im- 
perilling the  Bill,  but  he  woidd  ratbtr 
put  in    abeyance    his   own    individual 
opinion,  and  accept  the  substance  of  ih* 
Ajnendment.    An  alteration,  however,  in 
its  f<n*m  would,  lie  ventureil  to  thinL 
obviate  the  objections  which  luul  been 
taken  to  it ;  and  with  a  view  to  get  rid 
of  that  which  bore  something  of  an  in- 
vidious appearance   in   the   appeal,  he 
would  suggest  tlie  adoption  of  the  f'd- 
lowing  Amendment  of  the  clause  as  it 
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It  would,  if  his  soggestion  were  Lobd  EEATHESLEY,  being  a  very 

Mopied,  run  thus —  earnest  supporter  of  this  Bill,  and  feel- 

"  If  the  Bishop  shall  be  of  opinion,  after  con-  ing  deeply  the  necessity  that  existed  for 

ping  the  whole  drcmnstances  of  the  case,  legislation  on  the  subject,  said,  he  should 

proceedings  should  not  be  taken  on  the  greatly  regret  the  clause  being  left  as  it 

^^''^'of^S^nt^^  Sow  stood!  because  he  beUeved  that  it 

Archbishop  of  the  Province,  shall  within  would  go  far  to  render  the  rest  of  the 

days  after   receiving  the   representation.  Bill  ineffectual,  inasmuch  as  it  held  out 

unit  a  copy    of   such  representation  and  a  discretion    to  the  Bishops  with  one 

'S!S^!?*  ^  ft?  i^^^J^^I!  of  the  Province,  j^^^  ^^^^^  j^.  ^^^  ^          ^^h  the  other. 

^■nd  if  the  Archbishop  shall  signify  his  concur-  f.                         .y         p    A   •      t      i  v     > 

iZ-l«  !>«  «^„«+^»_a;^i«,.  -»^i,  U^*^^¥   «/v  It  was  unworthy  of   their    Lordships' 


.  by  counter-siKning  such  statement,  no  J*  ^^8   unworthy   of    their    Lorddiipf 

ler  proceedings  iwall  be  taken  on  the  repre-  House,  and  disrespectful  to  the  Bishops, 

^Jnntation,  but  the  statement  shall  be  deposited  to  show  such  a  distrust  of  the  Episcopal 

the  registnr   of  ^e  diocese,   ^d  a  cony  Bench  as  the  clause  implied ;  while  the 


shaU  forthwith  be  transmitted  to  Ae    ^ijaracter  of  the  meaqure  as  one  of  i^eace 
'  Mmon,  or  some  one  of  the  persons,  who  shaU    cnaracter  01  tne  measure  as  one  oi  peace, 

f  kre  made  the  representation,  and  to  the  person    intended  to  bnng  persons  into  harmony 


iplained  of.    If  the  Bishop  shall  be  of  opi-  and  uniformity,  would  be  entirely  de- 

_    I  that  proceedings  should  be  taken,  or  if  tiie  gtroyed  if  the  Amendment  introduced  by 

\  Axohbi^op  Aall  not  witiiin  10  days  after  re-  ^he  House  of  Commons  were  allowed  to 

r  OatTing  the  statement  signify  his  concurrence,  .       •*      rrru          i.i      -n    i      -u      i     i      j 

■«ia^hop  shall  within  31  diys  after  receiving  ^tand.     The  noble  Earl  who   had   ad- 

•liM  representation,  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  dressed  their  Lordships  last  but  two, 

person  complained  of,  and  shall  require  (the    Earl  of  Harrowby),  had  spoken 

penon  and  also  the  person  making  the  re-  ^^thout  his  usual  precision  and  accuracy, 

*w£^C-«^^tot,^t'to'"^e  l^}-^  J?  «^i,«»''t  t\«ri^*  ttat  was 

^beefcions  of  the  Bishop  touching  the  matter  of  bemg  discussed  was,  whether  or  not  they 

•'ft«  Mdd  representation,  without  appeal ;  and  should  permit  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese 

llflMy  shall  state  their  willingness  to  submit  to  to   close  the  door  which  had  hitherto 

flw  dueotions  of  ^e  Bishop  without  appeal,  the  jjeen  open  to  the  citizen  under  the  Act 

^S^X.'^^l^l^.c^^Jt  of  Un&xmity,  and  whether  or  not  it 

[  hb  shall  think  fit,  and  shall  pronounce  such  was  not  the  duty  of  the  House  to  fetter 

*  Jsdlgment  and  issue  such  monition  fif  any)  as  he  the  discretion  of  the  Bishop  in  the  mat  • 

1^  ■»▼  think  proper,  and  no  appeal  rfiall  lie  from  ter?    The    noble  Earl  forgot  that  a' I 

L  Mch  judgment  or  monition.    Provided,  ITiat  no  ^hat  the  Bishop  could  do  in  the  exercise 

I  judgment  so  pronounced  by  the  Bishop  shall  be  a  ••  •     j*        j*-^         j       .i.     T>ni            x 

\  ooasdered  as  finally  deciding  any  question  of  ^^  *"»  discretion  under  the  BiU  was  to 

f  \kw  80  that  it  may  not  bo  agun  raised  by  other  leave  the  citizen  to  his  old  remedy  imder 

itiei."  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  while  he  merely 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,   he  deprived  him  of  the  peculiarly  sharp, 

as  of   opinion  that  if  the  suggested  quick,  and  rapid  remedy  he  would  have 

alteration  of  the  clause  were  agreed  to,  under   the    Bill.    But  few  among  the 

it  would  render  the  subsequent  portion  clergy    would    be    inclined,    he    (Lord 

of  the  clause  inoperative.     He  thought  Hatherlev)  imagined,  to  enter  upon  a 

it  would  be  very  unlikely  that  the  parties  course  of  litigation  that  would  involve 

iroold  submit  to  the  Bishop,  when  he  them  in  costs  to  the  amoimt  of  £8,000 

kad  already  decided  that  the  case  should  or    £9,000.     The    measure,    therefore, 

S\  on,  and  they  must  remember  that  was  one  that  required  great  care  and 

e  Archbishop  would  be  a  member  of  forethought,  and  had  not  been   intro- 

the  Court  of  Appeal.    They  would  over-  duced  for  attacking  one  party  of  the 

throw,   by  that  Amendment,  the   best  clergy.    True,  the  occasion  for  litigation 

feature  of  the  Bill.     They  brought  the  was  given  by  one  party ;  but  legiSation 

Bishop  to  show  his  hand,  and  then  asked  once  taking  place,  it   must  be  equaUy 

the  parties  to  submit.     He  would,  also,  applied.    It  was  thought  that  by  bring- 

remind  the  House  that  many  persons  ing  in  the  Bill  it  would  be  the  means  of 

thought  that  the  Bishops  possessed  the  bringing  the  clergy  together ;  but  if  they 

powers  given  under  the  Bill  by  the  Act  exposed  every  clergyman  to  the  liability 

of  Uniformity.    As  he  had  said,  he  was  of  being    attacked    and  exposed  to  a 

of  opinion  that  if  the  Commons'  Amend-  costly  law  suit,  it  was  vain  to  expect 

ment,   or  the  Amendment  proposed  by  that  any  such  good  result  would  ensue, 

the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool-  The  clause  professed  to  give  a  discre- 

sack,  were  adopted,  it  would  destroy  the  tionary  power ;  but  what  that  amounted 

best  feature  of  the  Bill.  to  might  be  seen  by  the  Dact  that  after 
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the  Bishop  had  decided,  with  all  the 
ndvantiige  of  his  local  and  personal 
knowledge,  that  labour  was  to  be  of  no 
use,  the  case  was  to  go  up  to  the  Arch- 
bishop. If  the  discretion  of  dealing  with 
those  cases  were  taken  from  the  Bishop, 
and  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Archbishop,  how  could  it  be  expected 
that  the  parishioner  would  be  satisfied 
with  the  decision  of  the  Bishop  in  a  case 
in  which  he  had  already  decided  that 
there  were  no  grounds  for  proceeding, 
but  in  which  he  had  been  overruled  by 
liis  Archbishop?  It  was  the  Bishop 
who,  knowing  the  parties,  was  the  best 
judge  in  the  case  of  a  dispute  arising  be- 
tween a  clergyman  and  his  parishioners. 
It  was  unfair  to  give  an  appeal  on  one 
side  only,  and  an  appeal  in  favour  of 
tlio  prosecution  on  a  matter  of  discretion 
was  uncommon  in  any  legal  Court.  In 
conclusion,  he  trust (»d  that  the  measure 
would  not  be  allowed  to  contain  any 
nwittor  which  would  provoke  those  well- 
im'aning  and  oarnost,  but  mislakenmc^n, 
who  held  piirtioular  views  on  the  subject 
of  public  wf)rsliip,  and  who  had  already 
IxM'u  nnich  oxcilod  at  the  prospect  of  the 
]){issing  of  this  Bill. 

Eat^l  F0ETESCU3']  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  dissent  altop^other 
from  tlio  principle  of  the  Amendment. 
Ho  tliouprht  it  necessary'  to  have  some 
sofurity  that  the  just  complaints  of  the 
laity  should  not  be  siloncod  in  pai*ticular 
dioceses,  and  he  knew  no  bettor  means 
of  o]>ta!iiin<::  that  so(nirity  than  pving 
tli(>  Archbishops  power  to  direct  that  a 
case  should  be  proceeded  with.  The 
Archbishops  were,  as  a  ti^eneral  rule,  men 
of  ^ro'dt  moderation  and  discretion,  and 
it  sometimes  happened — as  in  the  case 
of  the  late  IJisho])  of  Exeter  and  others 
— that  a  nmn  was  chosen  to  preside  over 
a  diocese  who  would  not  be  considf^ed 
([ualifiod  to  preside  over  a  IVovince. 

The  ^FARQrKss  of  SALISBI'RY  was 
of  ojnnion  that  the  Amendment  pro- 
pos(ul  by  the  nol)le  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  AVoolsack  did  not  in  the  least  dep^ree 
alter  the  substance  or  meet  the  objections 
which  had  be(»n  raised  to  the  Amend- 
ment adopted  by  th(^  other  House.  It 
left  the  matter  precisely  as  before — or 
rather  it  made  it  worse;  for  whereas 
under  the  Amendment  agreed  to  by  the 
House  ol*  Cmnmons  the  interference  of 
tlie  Archbishop  would  depend  upon  the 
l^ei-tinacity  or  length  of  purse  of  the 
persons  making  the  complaint,   under 

Lord  Hatherlc]! 
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the  Amendment  now  proposed  the  ii^ 
bishop  would  always,  and  aa  i  mitts  tf 
course,  interfere.     Moreora,  it  mtui 
to  him  that  the  particular  fomodi 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  AmeBdM 
would  be  more  derogatoiy  tothedinitf 
of  the  Bishop  than  the  fom  ^f^ 
Amendment  as  it  came  from  the  q^ 
House.     He  could  not  imagine  aor  pta. 
tion  less  satisfactory  or  less  dignU 
than  that  of   a  Bishop  appealing  ii 
public  as  the  author  or  apoUcyorthi 
exponent  of   opinions  ostenaibiT  ia^ 
pendent  while  in  reality  lie  waa  M 
by  the  action  of  the  law  to  actastliemn 
mouthpiece  of  a  more  powerfiil  pmoa 
who  remained  behind,  and  who  bad  tk 
privilege  of  dictating  what  vaa  to  b 
said.     Under  the  Amendment  sent  ^ 
by  the  House  of  Commong,  the  Aid- 
bishop  and  tho  Bishop  would  eacbital 
before  the  countiy  bearing  his  on  it 
sponsibility ;  but  under  that  of  tbewiUi 
and  learned  Lord  the  Archbisbopiaii 
decide  in  secret,  while  tlie  Bishop  idl 
Imve  to  l)ear  tho  burden  in  public.  H 
the  anomalous  power  was  givpntoaii 
man  of  closing  or  opening  the  dooroCi 
Coui-t  of  Law,  it  ought  at  all  erenu  * 
be  exercistKl  under  the  full  criticuand 
luiblic  opinion.     Thei-o  ouglit  to  k  tk 
security  which  would  result  fminaf«elr 
ing  on  his  part  that  ho  would  hopraiiil 
or  blamed  according  as  in  the  i*to  i 
his  country  he  did  right  or  wrong,  fcfi 
under  the  proposed  Amendment  no  ok 
would  be  able  to  say  for  certain  vheth^ 
it  was  the  Archbishop  or  the  Bishop  vbo 
was  responsible  for  the  initiation  of  t 
prosecuticm ;  for  it  was  a  great  mistake 
to  suppose  that,  because  it  took  away  the 
appearance  of  appeal,   tho  Amendment 
was  really  more  favourable  to  the  powa 
or  to  the  discretion  of  tho  Bitihop  than 
the  Commons'  Amendment — the  Knitran 
was  the  case.     Tlioro  was  one  con&iden- 
tion  which  he  would  venture  to  urge  ai 
a  ground  for  rejecting  tho  Amendment 
agreed  to  by  the   House  of  Commons 
whether  as  it  stood  or  in  an  alteri'd  form. 
One  of  the  great  difHculties  with  which 
the  Bishops  would  have  to  deal  in  the 
administration  of  this  law  would  be  con- 
nected with  its  effect,  not  only  on  the 
clergy,  but  on  those  who  were  becoming 
candidates  for  holy  orders.     As  to  the 
clergy,  it  might  be  said  that  they  had 
taken    an    irrevocable  vow    and  must 
submit,  whatever  tho  three  parishionen 
and  the  Bill  might  inflict ;  and  Parlia- 
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t  pleased,  laugh  at  their 
despise  their  struggles. 
3  witn  the  candidates  for 
lad  not  taken  the  vow, 
Qown  that  they  exercised 
independent  judgment, 
it  which  might  lead  to 
regard  to  the  dissensions 
ig  on  within  the  Church. 
)r  of  notoriety  that  for 
)yer    since    the    era    of 
Ration  began — there  had 
ung  off  in  the  number  of 
orders;   and  he  feared 
bers  binding  the  clergy 
I — as  their  course  was 
Bcult — as    they  became 
the  malignity  of  wander- 
d  as  it  was  made  more 
^grading  penalties  upon 
ae  proportion  it  would  be 
iread  to  place  their  neck 
te  would  increase  on  the 
ho  had  thoughts  of  be- 
tes.    He  had  no  doubt 
rork  tolerably  harmlessly 
Forked  tenderly;  but  in 
that  result,  it  must  be 
3  who  knew  the  circum- 
3ase  and  who  would  bear 
ty  of  their  acts.    If  the 
J  Bishop's  veto  were  done 
)ared  that,  even  although 
no  resistance  among  the 
'e-blood   of  the  Church 
d,  because  the  candidates 
Id  fall  off,  not  only  in 
the  qualify  of  the  men, 
3ry  man  of  independent 
ink  from  exposing  him- 
igers  which  the  Bill,  if 
•ied  out,  would  involve, 
n  said  of  the  majority 
lace"   and  of  the  peril 
Bill  would    be    if   the 
iscussion  were   rejected, 
reat  deal  of  that  land  of 
ny  particular  course  had 
the  other  House  of  Par- 
ould  be  borne  in  mind 
rity   was    only  23,   and 
were  most  interested  in 
Amendment  were  the  very 
bove  all  things,  desired 
ould  pass.  It  was  absurd, 
e  that  if  the  clause  were 
would  not  be  found  12 
m  with  sufficient  common 
the  Bill  without  it  rather 
[together.    He,  for  one, 


therefore,  utterly  repudiated  the  bugbear 
of  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was,  he  contended,  their  Lordships' 
duty  to  take  the  course  which  they 
deemed  to  be  right.  Upon  them  rested 
the  responsibility  of  making  a  measure 
which  could  be  worked  with  safety  to 
the  peace,  prosperity,  and  order  of  the 
Church  of  England,  or  one  which  would 
issue  in  endless  calamities  and  disasters. 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  as  his  Amendment  did  not  seem  to 
meet  with  much  favour,  he  would  not 
press  it,  and  would  put  the  original 
Question,  that  the  House  agree  with  the 
Commons'  Amendment. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  divided  ; 
Contents  32;  Not-Contents  44:  Majo- 
rity 12. 

CONTENTS. 

Canterbury,  Archp.  Bridport,  V. 

Cairns,  L.    (X.   Chtm-    Canterbury,  Y. 


cellor.) 

Hawarden,  Y. 

York,  Ajchp. 

Churchill,  L. 

Richmond,  D. 

Cotteeloe,  L. 

Ellenborough,  L. 

Hertford,  M. 

Fitzwalter,  L. 

Hammond,  L. 

Amherst,  £. 

Monson,  L. 

Bradford,  E. 

Penrhyn,  L. 

Camperdown,  E. 

Penzance,  L.  [Teller.'] 

{Teller.'] 

Bedesdale,  L. 

Derby,  E. 

Saltoun,  L. 

Fitzwilliam,  E. 

Seaton,  L. 

Fortescue,  E. 

Skolmersdale,  L. 

Harrowby,  E. 

Somerton,  L.  {E.  Nor~ 

Malmesbury,  E. 

manton.) 

Shaftesbury,  E. 
Yenilam,  E. 

Strathnaim,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Bath,  M.     [  Teller.  ]  Oxford,  Bp. 

Bristol,  M.  Rochester,  Bp. 

Salisbury,  M.  Salisbury,  Bp. 

Winchester,  M.  Winchester,  Bp. 


Bantry,  E. 
Beauchamp,  E. 
Carnarvon,  E. 
Devon,  E. 
Foverrfiam,  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Nelson,  E.     [Teller.] 
Pembroke  and   Mont- 
gomery, E. 
Powis,  E. 

De  Yesd,  Y. 
Hereford,  Y. 
Strathallan,  Y. 

Chichester,  Bp. 
Ely,  Bp. 
Lichfield,  Bp. 
Lincoln,  Bp. 

2  S  2 


Boyle,  L.  {JS.  Cork  and 

Orrery.) 
Clements,  L.  {E.  Lei' 

trim.) 
Colchester,  L. 
Dunmore,  L.  {E.  Dun^ 

more.) 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Ettrick,  L.  (X.  Napier.) 
Foxford,  L.  {E,  Lime' 

rick.) 
Hampton,  L. 
Hatherley,  L. 
Ker,  L.  (Jf.  Lothian,) 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Rayleigh,  L. 
Silchester,  L.  (E.  Long^ 

ford.) 
Sondes,  L. 
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Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Strafford,  L.  (F.  En- 

Jield.) 
Templemore,  L. 


Walsmgham,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Zouche    of    Haryng< 
worth,  li. 


Resolved  in  the  negative. 
Commons'  Amendments  on  Clauses  1 3, 
14,  15,  and  16,  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  (B),  the  clause  appointing 
the  hereditary  Visitors  of  the  Universi- 
ties to  exercise  the  powers  of  a  Bishop 
tmder  this  Bill, 

The  Earl  of  PEMBROKE  objected 
to  his  being  made  a  Bishop  against  his 
will.  He  said  that  nothing  could  be 
more  absurd  or  farcical  or  more  likely 
to  cause  scandal  than  that  a  young  gen- 
tleman like  himself,  who  was  utterly 
ignorant  of  Ecclesiastical  Law,  should  be 
put  in  such  a  position. 

The  Maequess  of  8ALI8BUEY  said, 
he  also  was  made  a  Bishop.  It  was  the 
wish  of  those  most  interested  in  the 
matter,  that  the  noble  Earl  should  be  one 
of  those  to  be  called  upon  to  act  if  ne- 
cessary under  the  Bill. 

On  Clause  (C), 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he 
would  propose  to  disagree  with  as  much 
of  the  clause  as  applied  to  the  case  of 
the  chapels  of  the  Colleges  and  Halls  in 
the  Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge, 
and  Durham.  There  were  many  cir- 
cumstances referring  to  the  Colleges 
which  rendered  the  Bill  singularly  inap- 
plicable to  them,  and  no  accusation  had 
been  made  against  them  which  would 
render  them  amenable  to  the  penalties 
of  the  BiU. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  pointed 
out  that  there  was  a  difficulty  in  apply- 
ing the  clause  to  the  Temple  Church  and 
the  chapels  of  Lincoln's  Inn  and  Gray's 
Inn,  wnich  were  practically  private 
chapels  as  far  as  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
ecclesiastical  authorities.  They  were 
only  brought  under  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  by  the  clause  under  discussion, 
whicli  specified  that  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  should  have  jurisdiction,  a 
proposal  to  which  he  could  not  agree. 

The  Archijishop  of  CANTERBURY 
in  supporting  the  clause,  said,  that  no  diffi- 
culty would  arise  in  administering  its 
provisions  as  far  as  the  University  cha- 
pels were  concerned.  There  were  two 
classes  of  offences  aimed  at  by  the  Bill 
—  the  offence  of  altering  the  structure 
illegally,  in  which  case  it  would  be  re- 
stored to  its  original  condition,  and  the 


Bill  sent  to  the  Society;  andfliiM 
was  where  the  officiating  chq; 
committed  an  offence,  in  idiidL  a 
appeared  there  ought  to  be  t  poi 
tiae  Bishop  to  suspend  him. 

The  Abghbishop  of  YOBKoki 
that  the  CoUeges  were  at  pmaiti 
the  control  of  Sie  Visitor,  andflutl 
so  he  did  not  see  that  there  m 
necessity  for  the  proposed  intafa 
with  the  College  chapels. 

Commons'  Amendment  imgnd 

Amendments  in  Schedules  tfmi 

A  Committee  appointed  to  p 
Reasons  to  be  offcored  to  the  Oh 
for  the  Lords  disag^reeing  to  n 
the  said  Amendments ;  The  Gon 
to  meet  forthwith ;  Report  fin 
Committee  of  the  Reasons;  md 
agreed  to ;  and  a  Message  sent  t 
Commons  to  return  the  said  BB 
the  Amendments  and  Beasons. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  Nine  o'dodu 

nioiTow,  Tmlvt 


%0^f^0^f^0^^*^t^*^*^t^^0^ 
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MINUTESJ  —  Public  Bill*  —  Cm 
Report — Third  Reading — Edacation 
ment  Orders*  [239],  and  pautd. 

Cotiiidered  as  amendeid — Third  Rettdi 
Councils  ♦[164]. 

Third  Reading — Irish  Reproductive  Lo 

1183]  ;  Commissioners  of  Works  a 
{uildings  ♦  [188],  and  pa*Med. 
Withdraicu — Coroners    (Ireland)  •  [41 
Tenant  Right*  [92] ;  Borough Fhm 
land)  [35]. 

LEICESTER    BOROUGH   MAGI8 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  a.  M'ABTHUR  (for  1 
Taylor)  asked  the  Secretazy 
for  the  Home  Department,  Wl 
is  a  fact  that  six  additional  mi) 
have  been  appointed  for  the  bo 
Leicester  without  any  recomm 
or  opportunity  for  discuasion  on 
of  the  municipal  authorities ;  ij 
state  on  whose  recommendati 
appointment  has  been  made ;  m 
wiU  lay  upon  the  Table  any  Pi 
lating  to  such  appointment  r 

Mr.  ASSHISoN  CROSS,  i 
said,  he  had  consulted  his  nohl< 
the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the  lubj 
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rformed  that  it  wm  a  ini«appr8-  ,^^  g^j^TAN  OF  ZAKZIBAE. 

0  Buppoee  that  boroUj^h  ma§;iB- 
re  appointed  by  the  I>)rd  Chan- 
i  the  recommeiidatioii  of  any 

1  body.  County  magiatratea 
ointed  by  the  Lord  G^ncellor 
recommendation  of  the  Lord 
nt  of  the  comity ;  but  borough 
tofi  vere  appointed  by  the  Lord 
w  on  hia  own  reBponaibiliU-. 
i  Chancellor  waa  alwaya  ready 
e  aoy  communications  from  a 
1  corporation  or  public  body, 
ndividuala,  aa  to  the  state  of  the 
>ut  he  did  sot  conceive  it  to  be 
to  invite  a  public  dif 


ited.    In  the  case 

Chancellor  appointed  six  gen- 
hom  he  considered  well  qualified 
£co,  one  of  whom  was  the  High 

gentleman  well  adapted  to  dia- 
le  duties,  but  of  Liberal  politics. 
ire  at  the  commencement  of  the 
naeiatratea,  four  of  whom  had 
a&S.  ta  reside  in  the  borough, 
lot  the  practice,  and  would  oe 
al  to  the  public  service,  \a  lay 
ible  the  Fapere  relating  to  Bucn 


ITCHELL  HENET  aaked  the 
uretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
tention  of  the  Board  of  Works 
d  to  cany  on  the  repairs  of  the 
Monuments  for  wliich  funds 
m  vested  in  them  under  the 
i  26tU  aectiouA  of  the  Irish 
.ct,  without  obtainingthe  assiat- 
ji  Inspector  specially  akilled  in 
nt  arcnitectuTe  of  Ireland  ? 
UCHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Joard  consider  the  Act  in  lefe- 
}hese  monuments  to  be  confined 
preservation  and  not  to  their 
in.  For  the  former  the  assist- 
superintendent,  skilled  in  prac- 
>liances  and  technicalities  of 
is,  in  their  opinion,  of  the  first 
oe,  and  such  a  person  they  con- 
employing.  But  ahaald  cir- 
ea  arise  at  any  time  to  render 
iry  that  the  advice  of  an  archieo- 
ould  be  obtained,  thev  wonld 
their    duty  to    seek   for  such 


8m  WILFEID  LAW80N  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afi'aizs,  Whether  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar, 
since  Uie  signing  of  the  Treaty  in  May 
last  year,  has  not,  through  Her  Majesty's 
£«presentatiTe,  intimated  a  wish  to  visit 
England ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Ma- 
j'ea^'a  Government  will  not,  in  view  of 
furUiering  the  object  of  that  Treaty, 
deem  it  expedient  to  facilitate  such  a 
visit  f 

Mb.  BOUBKE:  I  understand  that 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  has  upon  one  or 
more  previous  occasions  intimated  his 
wiah  to  pay  a  visit  to  England ;  but  no 
communication  to  that  effect  has  reached 
Her  Majesty's  present  Oovemment. 
Two  OT  Uuee  days  ago  a  letter  was  re- 
ceived &om  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar ;  but 
there  has  not  yet  been  sufficient  time  to 
ascertain  Her  Majesty's  wishes  upon  the 


CONVOCATION— THE  LETTERS  OF 

BUSINESS.— aUESTION. 

Mb.  holt  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Letters  of 
Business  issued  to  Convocation,  author- 
izing that  body  to  consider  and  report 
on  the  Fourth  Report  of  the  Kitual 
Commission,  are  to  be  understood  to 
authorize  them  to  make  su^estions  as 
to  changes  in  the  Bubrics  not  recom- 
mended by  the  Conunissioners  ? 

Mb.  DISEAELI  :  Mr.  8peakei--Tho 
Letters  of  Business  issued  to  Convoca- 
tion, my  hon.  Friend  will  obaerve,  are 
legal  documents.  They  now  lie  on  the 
Table.  It  would  be,  I  think,  an  act  of 
presumption  on  my  part  to  ofi'er  an  in- 
terpretation of  legal  documents.  The 
Letters  of  Business  have  been  adopted 
by  the  present  and  by  the  lata  Govern- 
ment, and  I  conclude  that  tliey  are  in 
their  tenour  appropriate  and  clear. 

JUDICATURE  ACT- REDISTRIBUTION 

OF  CIRCUITS  (ENGLAND). 

QUESTIOIT. 

Mb.  CHAELEY  asked  the  Sacretary 
of  State  for  tha  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  carry  out,  during 
the  Recess,  the  recommendationa  of  the 
Judges  with  rrapect  to  the  redistribution 
of  Qrcuits  in  England  ; 
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really  raised  by  the  substitution  of  an 
£8  rating  for  a  £10  rental  qualification. 
If  Government  would  take  the  matter  in 
hand,  and  apply  to  Ireland  the  prin- 
ciples adopted  in  England,  they  would 
do  much  to  conciliate  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. As  a  matter  of  form,  he  would 
move  the  second  residing  of  the  Bill,  so 
that  ho  might  not  have  made  a  speech 
on  false  pretences;  but,  of  course,  he 
did  not  mean  to  press  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  £utt) 

Mr.  VANCE  regretted  that  the  matter 
had  not  been  brought  forward  earlier  in 
the  Session  and  before  so  many  Irish 
Members  had  left;  town.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen)  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill,  and  doubtless  would 
have  been  prepared  to  reply  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  who,  however,  had 
travelled  very  much  beyond  his  Bill, 
that  was  simply  a  measure  to  reduce  the 
franchise  in  Ireland  from  one  of  £4  to  a 
general  household  sufiErage.  He  had  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  his  intention 
not  to  disfranchise  his  borough  in  his 
new  Reform  Bill ;  but  there  was  little 
doubt  if  he  carried  the  Bill  he  now  pro- 
posed, instead  of  a  majority  which  he 
had  at  present,  he  would  absorb  the 
whole  representation  of  Ireland  under  the 
banner  of  Home  Bule.  Before  the 
last  Reform  Bill  the  franchise  in  Ireland 
was  at  £8 ;  it  was  now  reduced  to  £4, 
and  the  reason  for  fixing  £4  was  that 
below  tliat  rental  the  landlord  always 
paid  tlie  rates.  In  the  present  state  of 
Ireland  it  would  be  a  dangerous  experi- 
ment to  reduce  the  franchise  below  £4. 
Bolow  that  line  they  would  introduce  a 
class  of  people  who  were  not  worthy  of 
the  franchise,  and  who  were  not  intelli- 
gent enough  to  exercise  it. 

Mr.  ALICARTNEY  said,  he  hoped 
the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed  to  a 
division,  because  that  would  place  in  a 
false  position  many  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  who  thought  the 
franchise  ought  to  be  lowered,  though 
not  to  the  extent  contemplated  by  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick. 
There  were  persons  occupying  houses  at 
rentals  of  £2  who  might  be  invested 
with  the  franchise  ;  but  it  would  not  do 
to  admit  the  class  paying  5«.  or  10«. 
a-year 

J/)-.  Butt 


Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBToodd] 
see  how  it  was  possible  for  them  toil 
any  other  principle  than  thtt  A 
should  be  a  fair  and  real  reproaflott 
of  Irish  feeling  in  that  House.  Fb 
ment  could  not  eventaally  resist  the 
mand  made  by  the  Irish  people,  ei 
that  they  should  be  allowed  to  nun 
their  own  affairs  or  be  placed  on  a  m 
equahty  with  England  and  treated  i 
integral  part  of  uie  United  Kingda 

Motion,    by  leave,    tcithdrawn: 
withdrawn. 

FIJI  ISLANDS— ANNEXATION 

KESOLimOK. 

Mk.   WILLIAM   M'AHTHUE 

to  move — 

"That  this  House  is  gratified  to  lou 
Hor  Majesty's  Government  have  yielded 
unanimous  request  of  tho  ChiofH,  Nativf 
lation,  and  White  residents  of  Fiji,  for  a 
tion  to  this  Country,  so  far  as  to  dip 
Hercules  Robinson  to  proceed  to  those  1 
'^'ith  a  view  to  the  accomplishment  q 
object." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  had  no  1 
tion  in  declaring  that  the  decision 
Her  Majesiy's  G-ovemment  had  a 
at  would  give  great  satisfaction  nc 
to  a  large  majority  of  the  people  c 
country,  but  to  the  colonists  of  New 
Wales  and  the  inhabitants  of  tb 
Islands.  He  asked  the  House  to  < 
him  for  referring  in  the  first  plac 
matter  which  was  personal  to  hi 
'  A  few  weeks  ago,  when,  at  the  r 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Minister,  he  gave  way  in  favoui 
measure  of  great  importance  then ' 
the  House,  exception  was  taken  1 
statement  he  made  on  that  occasi 
to  what  he  understood  to  be  the  < 
which  Her  Majesty's  Govemmex 
tended  to  pursue  on  this  subject 
explanation  he  must  now  say  th 
listening  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Col 
it  seemed  impossible  for  him  to  coi 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  whi 
drew  from  it.  What  was  the  lan( 
of  the  noble  Lord  ? 

"  On  this  pfcneral  rcWew  of  tho  circumsl 
your  Lordships  '^ill  not  be  surprised  V 
that  it  ifl  tho  feeling  of  Her  Majesty's  (r 
mont  that  thcv  cannot  doclino  the  duty 
copling  thcso  Islands.  If  wo  do  not'c 
them,  wo  accept  them;  and  it  then  be 
important  to  know  how  this  is  to  be  done.' 

The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to 
that  they  could  not  accept  the  condi 
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laid  down  by  Mr.  Thurston,  tlie  so-called 
P!rime  Minister  of  Fiji,  but  that  they 
liad  come  to  the  determination  of  sending 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  to  place  the  mat- 
ier  **  fully,  fairly,  and  candidly  before  the 
CSiiefs  and  the  White  population."  That 
^  was  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  For 
liis  own  part,  he  regretted  exceedingly 
that  the  cession  was  not  made  free  of  all 
oonditions  ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  had  no 
fear  of  the  result.  The  King,  the  Chiefis, 
and  the  White  population  would,  no 
doubt,  agree  to  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  trust  to  the 
honour  of  England  to  carry  out  such 
arrangements  for  the  future  government 
of  the  Islands  as  would  be  just  and  fair 
to  all  parties.  The  Government  had 
acted  wisely  in  deciding  to  send  out  Sir 
Sercules  Robinson,  and  the  country  was 
laid  under  great  obligations  to  the  noble 
liord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Depart- 
ment for  the  straightforward  and  states- 
manlike course  he  had  taken  in  the  mat- 
ter. He  trusted  the  House  would  approve 
the  measure  of  the  Government  for  the 
extension  of  British  authority  to  the 
Fiji  Islands  ;  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  with  more  confidence  because  it 
oould  not  be  alleged  that  the  subject  had 
been  prematurely  brought  forward,  or 
that  it  had  not  been  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed. On  the  contrary,  no  question 
submitted  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
had  occasioned  a  more  protracted  dis- 
cussion. He  would  renund  the  House 
that  the  proposal  to  annex  Fiji  dated  as 
far  back  as  the  year  1859.  At  that  time 
Mr.  Pritchard,  our  Consul  at  Fiji,  came  to 
this  country  armed  with  powers  to  make 
a  cession  of  the  Islands  to  the  British 
Crown.  Lord  Russell  was  then  Colo- 
nial Minister.  He  sent  out  Colonel 
(now  Major  General)  Smythe  to  report 
on  the  state  of  the  Islands  and  the  feel- 
ing of  the  population.  When  he  re- 
turned he  reported  against  the  cession, 
and  the  Gt)vernment  approved  and  acted 
upon  the  terms  of  his  recommendation. 
Since  then  Colonel  Smythe  had  acknow- 
ledged that  he  had  been  in  error,  and 
had  expressed  his  regret  at  the  course 
he  had  then  taken.  His  belief  latterly 
was  that  it  was  to  our  interests  to  annex 
the  Islands.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Dixon)  had  also  opposed 
the  annexation,  but  only  a  shoit  time 
ag^  he  had  acknowledged  that  his  former 
opinion  was  wrong,  and  that  it  was  our 


duty  to  accept  the  Sovereignty  of  thes  e 
Islands.  He  (Mr.  M 'Arthur)  contended 
that  the  objections  against  the  annexa- 
tion had  never  been  based  upon  the  merits 
of  the  question  at  all,  but  had  been  urged 
upon  altogether  false  issues.  In  the  course 
adopted  by  the  late  Government,  doubts 
were  suggested  as  to  whether  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Islands  really  desired 
the  establishment  of  British  authority. 
Hopes  were  expressed  that  the  attempt 
to  iound  a  Fijian  Kingdom  imder  Euro- 
pean control  might  prove  successful; 
a  fair  trial  was  asked  for  Cakobau, 
and  his  nondescript  Government;  and 
finally,  when  it  was  considered  necessary 
that  some  definite  steps  should  be  taken. 
Lord  Kimberley  sent  out  a  new  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry.  Commodore  Good- 
enough  and  Mr.  Layard  had  since  made 
their  Keport,  recommending  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Islands,  a  recommendation 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
wisely  thought  it  right  to  adopt.  In 
the  accounts  of  their  interviews  with  the 
Fijian  authorities  no  pressure  of  any 
kind  appeared  to  have  been  employed, 
and  the  circumstances  actually  attending 
the  offer  of  the  Islands  to  Great  Britain 
proved  the  bona  fides  of  the  cession.  In 
the  first  instance,  the  King  declined  to 
cede  Fiji ;  but  soon  after  he  expressed 
a  wish  to  re-consider  the  matter,  and 
the  result  was,  that  on  the  26th  of  March 
last,  a  conference  both  of  Chiefs  and 
Consuls  was  held  at  Nasova,  and  then 
and  there  the  King  and  Chiefs  unani- 
mously ceded  the  Government  of  Fiji 
to  the  Queen  of  England.  These  ac- 
counts showed  that,  in  offering  to  become 
British  subjects,  the  Native  authorities 
acted  solely  upon  their  own  sense  of 
what  was  best  for  the  interests  of  their 
country,  and  without  any  improper 
pressure  being  brought  to  bear  upon 
them.  It  was  clear  from  the  Beport 
of  the  Commissioners  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  no  honour- 
able alternative  but  that  of  annexa- 
tion. The  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment led  directly  up  to  that  point,  and 
we  could  not  now  recede  from  it.  J£  the 
Government  had  repudiated  all  respon- 
sibility and  left  the  Fiji  Islands  to  tiieir 
fate,  such  a  policy,  though  to  the  last 
degree  un-English  and  anti-national, 
would,  at  least,  have  been  intelligent 
and  consistent.  But  such  was  not  the 
policy  actually  adopted.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  act  on  the  theory  of 
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maintaining  a  neutral  position ;  but,  on 
i\ie  contrary,  pei-petually  i nt erf orod  with, 
tlio  affairs  of  Fiji.  During  the  last  two 
years  tliero  had  scarcely  been  a  day  on 
wliich  a  Britisli  cruiser  was  not  anchored 
in  the  !13ay  of  Levuka.  The  presence  of 
that  cruiser  of  itself  constituted  an  act 
of  intervention  ;  but  tlie  interference  as- 
sumed a  much  more  positive  political 
character.  It  was  stated  by  the  Com- 
missioners that  tlie  Fiji  (irovernmont  was 
only  able  to  keep  its  position  by  tlie  aid 
wliich  it  received  froin  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Sliips.  AVas  this  a  policy  which 
(•<mld  be  justified?  It  was  (me  wliich 
(•arriod  with  it  all  the  disadvantages 
which  were  said  to  be  involved  in  an- 
nexation without  any  of  its  attendant 
benefits.  Let  not  the  House,  however, 
suppose  he  was  arguing  tliat  as  be- 
tween intervention  and  non-interven- 
tion it  would  have  been  better  not  to 
interfere  at  all.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thouglit  it  was  better  that  a  British 
cruiser  shoidd  save  the  Islands  from 
anarcliy  than  that  tlio  peace  of  the 
(umntry  should  be  sacriiiced  by  hostile 
factions ;  but  tlie  wise  and  just  course,  in 
his  opinion,  would  liave  been  to  estab- 
lish liritish  authority  in  Fiji  some  j'ears 
jigo,  before  civil  strife  and  the  fear  of 
bloodshed  and  massacre  had  driven  the 
planters  into  bankruptcy,  compelling 
tlu.'m  to  mortgage*  their  lands  to  absen- 
tees. There  was  therefore  no  alternative 
loft  but  for  the  Government  to  accept 
annexation.  AVere  they  to  leave  the 
Islands  as  they  were  now,  there  would 
remain  no  authority  capable  of  preserv- 
ing public  order  and  of  carrying  on  a 
Government  sulHci(int  to  keep  society 
together.  He  would,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  refer  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Commissioners,  who,  when  asked 
whether  there  was  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  that  end  being  accomplished  in  the 
event  of  our  withdrawal,  replied — 

"Tlicn;  is  TiMiv-MStnialilf'  j>r«»sjii'('ttli:it;i  Xjitivu 
(Ji)V«'rniiii'iit  can  t'(^nliinn*  l<>  prrsiTvr  (jrder ;  it 
^.^.  iiulciMl,  iniin)>sil)li'  I'ur  tln-iii  lo<lu.so." 

F(^r  his  own  part,  he  should  be  greatly 
alarmed  at  the  prospect  did  he  not  feel 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  fully 
realized  the  responsibility  of  accepting 
the  duties  which  devolved  upon  them. 
It  was  therefore  with  no  little  satisfac- 
tion that  he  had  read  the  concluding 
sentence  of  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon's  ad- 
mirable speech,  in  wliich  the  noble  Earl 
said — 

Mr,  William  iU*J.rtliur 


"  I  believe  the  diflBcultics,  when  VuldlT  ik- „ 
will  not  Ijc  found  to  bo  so  vtry  fonnida^Kp- 
viJt'il  the  cession  comes  to  us  untrimni'll-i ' . 
unworkable  conditions ;  and  iilthouirh  1  \z\  rj: 
a  ware  of  the  magnitude  of  the  ta*k,  1,  fc-r  i-. 
shall  not  be  afraid  to  encounter  it." 

The  Report  of  the  Commissioners  ctt- 
roboratod  the  opinion  of  Captain  Wa.*L- 
ington,  the  Government  liydrogmj-hff. 
as  to  the  position  of  the  Fiji  Idan'lr 
Anyone  looking  at   the   map  murt  \* 
struck  with  the  fact  pointed  out  by  C  ar- 
tain  Washington  of  the  entin^  want  •: 
Great  Britain  of  any  advanced  l•r»^irivl: 
in  the  Pacific  Ocean.     While  on  thr  '-i' 
side  wo  had  Australia,  and  on  the  o!h'T 
Vancouver's  Island  and  Colum>>ia.  wr 
had  not  an  islet  or  roc-k  on  the  T.Oimi 
miles  that  separated  tlio.so   territ'jri*. 
and  wo  had  no  island  on  which  to  plar*- 
a  coaling  station  whore  we  could  in<ra*- 
fresh  supplies.     Was  that  the  posiinoc 
in  which  a  great  maritime  Power  lik- 
Great  Britain  should   bo  placed  in  thf 
Pacific?     Recent  events  had  rendtnsl 
these  Islands  still  more  important.   A 
lino  of  steamers  now  ran  between  An*- 
tralia  and  San  Francisco,  calling  at  Tv^ 
on  their  way,  and  thus  bringing  it  withu 
40  days'  sail  of  Enp^land.     France  ws* 
about  to  establish  a  line  of  steamer?  t*. 
New  Caledonia  on    the   one    side  ani 
Tahiti    on   the  other,   making  Fiji  it- 
central  dep«^t.     The  United   JStato?  ha: 
secured  an   admirable   harbour  in  U\^ 
Navigators'   Islands,    anrl    a  movvmHn: 
had  lately  been  set  on  foot — which  L- 
had  little  doubt  would  be  successful—?- 
annex  the  Sandwich  Islands  to  that  com- 
try.     Surely,  therefore,  our  intrrerts  i ; 
the  Pacific  imperatively  demanded  s!;« '.-, 
a  port  as  the  Fiji  Islands  would  give  ::• 
not  only  because  of  its  strategic  inip^r- 
ance,  but  in  connection  with  th*.*  tra'i- 
which  was  likely  to  be  developed.    '  »*- 
this  subject,  the  Report  of  the  Comc:i- 
sioners  was    most    satisfnctorv.     Tli'V 
confirmed    Dr.    Seeman's    Report,  ai:: 
said  his  predictions  had  been  amply  tui- 
iilled    by    experience.      These    Ij«lani? 
might  be  regarded  as  the  home  of  !;.► 
cotton  plant,  but  a  new  branch  of  in- 
dustry had  sprung  up,  which  was  lit*  ly 
to  make  Fiji  the  Mauritius  of  the  Sou:!:- 
em  Hemisphere — namely,   the  cultiva- 
tion of  sugar ;  its  hills  also  were  wt-11 
adapted  for  the  growth  of  coffee.      Per- 
sons who  could  speak  with  authority  "l 
Fijian  matters  bore  testimony  to  th-= 
great  capabihtics  of  the  country.    Ther- 
were  two    or    throe   considerations  in 
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favour  of  annexation  which    he    was 
anxious  to  impress  upon  the  House.     In 
the  first  place,   the  present  depressed 
state  of  affairs  rendered  the  time  a  fa- 
vourahle  one  for  a  hold  change  of  policy. 
"With  property  changing  hands,  and  the 
prospect  of  the  advent  of  a  new  proprie- 
tary, there  was  reasonable  hope  that  the 
turbulent  elements  which  had  hitherto 
existed  in  Fiji  might  have  left  the  coun- 
try before  the  establishment  of  a  new 
GFovemment.     At  all  events,  now  that  a 
portion  of  the  community  was  itself  in  a 
state  of  transition,  we  might  confidently 
expect  that  a  British  Governor  would 
liave  less  difficulty  in  carrying  out  his 
measures  than  if  he  wore  surrounded  by 
men  whose  passions,  lately  excited  to 
fever  heat,  had  hardly  yet  had  time  to 
cool.      There  was,  however,  another  ar- 
gument to  which  he  had  not  adverted. 
Without  annexation,  was  it  possible  to 
put  down  slavery  or  regulate  the  labour 
traffic  ?  K  Fiji  was  to  remain  a  separate 
kingdom,  it  would  be  impossible  for  Mr. 
Layard  to  enforce  those  measures  for  the 
protection  of  the  Natives  which  he  had  al- 
ready instituted.  We  should  stultify  our- 
selves in  the  most  extraordinary  manner, 
because  we  should  be  compelled  to  aban- 
don the  duties  which  we  knew  to  be  essen- 
tial to  the  successful  prosecution  of  the 
national   policy  on  the   subject   of  the 
slave  trade.     He  was  not  aware  that  in 
taking  over    Fiji   that  question  would 
have  to  be  considered.     In  the  interests 
of  civilization  and  humanity  that  consi- 
deration was  not  entitled  to  much  weight 
on  the  part  of  a  great  country  like  Eng- 
land.     But    there   was   no   reason   to 
believe  that  the   Government    of  Fiji 
might  not  be  made  self-supporting,  and 
would  not  require  one   shilling   to   be 
taken  from  the  pockets  of  the  English 
taxpayer.     A  Crown   Colony   could  be 
established  at  a  moderate  cost.     More- 
over, it  would  be  fair  to  ask,  what  was 
the  expense  of  the  existing  system  ?   He 
should  like  to  move  for  a  Return  show- 
ing the  actual  expense  which  had  been 
entailed  by   the  presence  at    Fiji   for 
months  and  years  past  of  every  man-of- 
war  stationed  there,  and  also  of  those 
employed  in  tlie  effort  of  suppressing 
kidnapping  throughout  the  Pacific.     On 
the   ground,   therefore,   of  economy  as 
well  as  humanity,  he  advocated  the  an- 
nexation of  Fiji.     He  had  stated  to  the 
House  some  of  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  ask  it  to   support   his 


Motion.  He  now  came  to  the  Amend- 
ment placed  on  the  Paper  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  Dilke),  to  the  following  effect — 

"  That  this  House  considers  that,  haWng  re- 
gard to  the  existence  in  the  case  of  Fiji  of  diffi- 
culties caused  by  a  heavj'  debt»  by  the  necessity 
of  *  subjugating  and  remoWng '  20,000  fero- 
cious mountaineers,  and  by  the  fact  that  domes- 
tic slavery  is  pronounce<l  by  Commodore*  Good- 
enough  and  Consul  Ijnyard,  in  their  official 
ll(»I)ort,  to  be  *  the  foundation  of  social  order '  in 
Fiji,  it  is  necessary  that  great  caution  should  be 
used  in  approaching  the  subjtjct  of  annexation." 

That  Amendment  divided  itself  into 
three  heads — first,  the  debt;  secondly, 
the  existence  of  domestic  slavery ;  and 
thirdly,  the  necessity  of  subjugating  and 
removing  20,000  ferocious  mountaineers. 
As  regarded  the  first,  there  was  really 
no  difficulty  in  the  way ;  for,  only  let 
confidence  be  established  by  annexation, 
and  capital  would  flow  in  from  all  quar- 
ters. The  cost  of  a  Crown  Colony  might 
be  estimated,  at  the  very  utmost,  at 
£15,000  a  year.  He  had  very  little 
doubt  but  that  the  revenue  would  soon 
be  at  least  £40,000.  This  would  pay  all 
demands,  and  leave  a  good  sinking  fund. 
Besides,  New  South  Wales  and  New 
Zealand  had  ofibred  to  take  their  fair 
share  of  any  burdens  tliat  might  press 
upon  the  Islands.  As  to  domestic 
slavery,  they  knew  it  did  exist,  and  they 
had  it  recorded  by  the  Commissioners 
that  prisoners  taken  in  war  were  sold  by 
the  Fijian  Government,  and  the  money 
paid  into  the  Treasury.  But  did  any 
one  imagine  this  would  be  tolerated, 
even  for  a  day,  when  the  British  flag 
floated  over  the  Island?  Commodore 
Goodenough  had  already  denounced  the 
practice.  The  most  effectual  mode  of 
putting  it  down  was  by  annexation. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  "  20,000  fero- 
cious mountaineers,"  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  the  number  was  greatly 
exaggerated.  The  Commissioners  stated 
that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Langham,  who  was  a 
very  good  authority,  had  estimated  the 
number  to  be  about  7,000.  It  should 
be  remembered,  however,  that  a  gene- 
ration had  already  passed  over  since  all 
the  inhabitants  of  Fiji  were  in  the  same 
state.  What  was  now  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners?  That  of  the  140,600 
which  constituted  the  outside  limit  of  the 
Native  population,  120,000  of  them 
**  lotued  " — that  meant  they  professed  a 
wish  to  become  Christians,  and  accepted 
a  Christian  teacher,  and  that  the  atten- 
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dauce  at  Cliurcli  worship  numbered 
113,000.  They  were  also  informed 
through  the  same  document — 

** Fiji  is  1)1l'8s<m1  with  a  most  virtuous  native 
race?,  who,  aided  Ly  the  good  tcachinp:  of  the 
mis8ionaricti,  have  managed  to  ktjep  themselves 
wonderfully  free  from  the  contamination  of  the 
vices  of  ciWlization." 

The  same  influence  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  mountaineera  would,  he  beheved, 
produce  similar  results;  and  he  concurred 
in  the  testimony  of  the  Commissioners 
with  regard  to  those  devoted  men  who 
had  been  the  means  of  accomplishing 
such  great  results,  but  who  had  been 
unjustly  assailed  in  ceiimn  high  quar- 
ters. Ho  was  content  to  set  off  the  tes- 
timony of  II or  Majesty's  Commissioners 
against  the  reckless  assertions  of  a  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Pembroke)  and  his 
doctor,  who,  after  visiting  the  Pacific, 
foolishly  rushed  into  print,  and  sent  out 
to  the  world  a  book,  bearing  the  sin- 
gularly appropriate  title  of  South  Sea 
Bubbles.  In  conclusion,  he  would  again 
congratulate  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
on  the  policy  they  had  adopted  in  regard 
to  this  question.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  in  a  speech 
delivered  some  two  years  ago,  justly 
remarked — 

"  No  ^linistnr  in  this  country  will  do  his  duty 
who  neglects  any  opportunity  of  re-constructing, 
as  much  us  possi})le,  our  ('olonial  Kmpire  and  of 
responding  to  those  distant  symiHithics  which 
may  become  a  sourci?  of  incalculable  strength 
and  happiness  to  this  land." 

In  those  sentiments  ho  fully  concun^ed, 
and  he  rejoiced  to  know  that  the  Colo- 
nial policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  based  upon  those  gi-eat  principles, 
and  tliat  they  were  endeavouring  to  carry 
out  that  policy,  not  only  on  the  Gold 
Coast,  but  now  in  relation  to  Fiji.  Such 
a  policy,  ho  was  convinced,  would  meet 
with  the  approval  of  tlio  people  of  tliis 
country,  because  it  was  in  harmony  with 
those  glorious  traditions  of  the  Empire 
which  had  encircled  the  globe  with  free 
communities  of  Englishmen.  It  was  a 
l^olicy  in  accordance  with  the  sentiments 
of  tlioso  noble  Australian  Colonics  which 
had  so  largely  contributed  to  the  wealth 
of  this  country — a  policy  which,  while  it 
elTectually  crushed  that  cursed  slave 
trade,  hitherto  our  humiliation  and  dis- 
grace, gave  us,  at  the  same  time,  the 
finest  group  of  islands  in  Polynesia,  and 
secured  to  England  the  maintenance  of 
her  maritime  power'  and  ascendancy  in 
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the  Pacific.    The  hon.  Oentlemui  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Kesolution. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHBANE,  in  k- 
conding  the  Motion,  agreed  vith  Hb- 
hon.  Member  for  Lambem  that  the  Gi- 
vernment  had  taken  the  wisest  conm 
which  could  bo  adopted  in  regard  to  iIh 
Fiji  Islands.  Their  policy  would  W 
agreeable  not  only  to  Fiji,  but  aUo  to 
the  whole  of  the  Australian  Colomeft. 
It  would  put  down  that  sentiment  whiit 
had  existed  for  some  time  among  9oci» 
of  the  people  of  this  country — he  did  it^. 
know  how  that  sentiment  originated,  vhr- 
ther  with  the  late  Government  or  with  th» 
late  Under  Secretary  for  Colonial  ASm 
— that  it  was  our  interest,  as  soon  u 

gDssible,  to  shake  off  connection  with  our 
olonies.  The  position  of  these  Islandi 
was  of  vast  importance  to  Englani 
There  was  a  distance  of  7,000  mUes  b«^ 
tween  the  Australian  Colonies  and  tk« 
continent  of  America,  and  it  was  higblv 
desirable  we  should  have  some  inter- 
vening place  for  coaling  our  war  steamen 
and  for  provisioning  our  Navy  in  case  of 
war.  He  agreed  with  the  account  whidi 
Commodore  Goodenough  and  Mr.  Con- 
sul Layard  had  given  of  the  character  of 
the  Natives  of  Fiji,  and  he  believed  theiv 
would  not  be  many  difRculties  or  dang«r« 
in  carrying  out  the  wise  policy  of  Hfr 
Majesty's  Government.  The  lion.  Gen- 
tleman had,  however,  cast  an  undeserred 
reflection  upon  the  work  of  Lord  Pem- 
broke, which  was  very  interesting,  and 
gave  a  clear  notion  of  the  disposition 
and  character  of  these  people.  jVothini: 
which  the  Wesleyans  might  havodoLr 
in  this  country  in  the  past  century  could 
siupass  the  remarkable  results  of  their 
efforts  in  Fiji.  All  the  people  of  tho 
Islands  were  cannibals  33  years  ag:o. 
The  present  Chief,  whom  it  was  ridiculu;:? 
to  call  a  King,  had  himself  been  a  can- 
nibal ;  and  he  could  narrate  one  or  tvo 
disagi'eeable  anecdotes  to  show  what  the 
Chief  had  been  guilty  of.  The  Betum« 
of  the  Fijian  Mission  for  the  year  ending 
April,  1867,  gave  the  following  statis- 
tics : — Chapels,  481 ;  other  preaching: 
places,  238;  missionaries,  12;  Native 
assistant  missionaries,  38 ;  catechiats, 
591;  day  school  teachers,  1,351;  local 
preachers,  474 ;  church  members,  17,829 : 
attendants  on  pubHc  worship,  90,44*2; 
day  schools,  1,215 ;  Sabbath  schools, 
750.  Considering  the  character  of  the 
people,  and  the  dangers  and  difficidties 
of  the  work,  this  result  of  oxJy  S3  yean' 
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as  most  successful  and  surprising. 
Agreeing  generally  with  tlie  policy  of 
the  Oovemment,  lie  vislied  \nth  great 
aubmiesion  to  offer  them  one  or  two 
Bo^estions.  He  had  greatly  admired 
tbfi  perspicuity  of  the  speech  of 
lihe    Colonial    Secretary    in    "  another 

Elace,"  showing,  as  it  did,  a  thorough 
Qowledge  of  the  subject ;  but  the  Qo- 
Temment  must  look  &irly  in  the  face 
tbe  fact  that  20,000  mountainecre  re- 
mained cannibals.  In  1869,  Mr.  Baker, 
a  missionary,  and  seven  teachers  who 
accompanied  him,  were  billed  and  eaten 
by  these  mountaineers.  The  first  diffi- 
cult to  be  encountered  would  be  the 
lajid  question.  It  appeared  that  every 
inch  of  land  in  Fiji  was  occupied  under 
Bncb  laws  and  regulations  as  existed ; 
and  there  was  a  Folynesian  Company 
vhich  set  up  a  claim  to  200,000  acres  of 
land.  He  thought  that  before  Her  Ka- 
iesty's  Qovomraent  hoisted  the  British 
flag  they  should  distinctly  know  what 
was  the  position  of  the  land  question,  so 
as  to  avoid  getting  involved  in  difficul- 
ties. He  would  make  a  suggestion  on 
tbe  subject.  A  gentleman weU  acquainted 
vith  tlie  lalanda  said,  that  in  taking 
possession  of  tbem  they  should  at  once 
assert  a  right  of  pre-emption — he  did 
not  say  in  what  proportion — paying  one- 
fourth  more  than  its  value.  The  effect 
of  that  would  be  that  if  the  Government 
made  an  advance,  or  guaranteed  a  loan 
of,  say,  £50,000,  for  the  purchase  of  the 
land,  it  would  repay  them  not  10,  or  20, 
but  one  hundred-fold,  and  immediately. 
In  this  way  not  only  would  capital  be 
given  to  the  settlers,  which  could  be  laid 
out  upon  the  land,  but  the  Qoveroment 
'would  be  in  a  much  better  position  to 
promote  emigration.  A  good  deal  hod 
been  said  about  organizing  a  Native 
force.  Before  we  attempted  to  colonize 
a  country  which  a  short  time  since  was 
in  a  state  of  barbarism,  we  ought  to  do 
everything  we  could  for  the  safety  of  the 
people.  He  would  suggest  that  for  four 
or  five  years  we  should  send  out  a  por- 
tion of  an  English  regiment,  as  we 
originaUy  sent  troops  to  the  Australian 
Cokinies.  We  had  withdrawn  our  troops 
tiom  those  Colonies  because  they  hod 
attained  to  a  state  of  civilizatioit  which 
rendered  it  unnecessary  for  us  to  keep 

them  there  any  longer ;  but  he  did  not 
know  of  any  Colony  where  we  began  our 

workirith  a  purely  Native  force.    Three 


or  four  companies  of  Home  ttoops  would 
give  due  protection  to  the  settlers  who 
would  resort  to  these  Islands.  It  was 
desirable  we  should  not  begin  this  work 
in  a  too  economical  spirit — that  wo 
should  not  look  too  closely  at  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence.  It  was  proposed 
that  the  Governor  should  receive  £1,200, 
and  that  the  other  salaries  should  be  in 
proportion.  In  this  country,  gentlemen 
of  great  ability  could  bo  found  to  give 
their  services  for  £1,200  or £800  a-year; 
but  an  opinion  of  the  importance  of  the 
new  Colony  would  bo  formed  from  the 
position  of  the  Governor,  and  no  gentle- 
man who  engaged  in  such  arduous  duties 
as  would  have  there  to  be  performed 
should  receive  less  than  £4,000.  Astotbe 
Legislative  Council,  and  "his  Majesty 
the  King,"  "his  Excellency  the  Vice- 
roy," and  "his  Majesty's  Ministers," 
that  was  all  nonsense  and  a  mere  bur- 
lesque, and  must  be  abolished.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  do  quite 
right  to  make  this  a  Crown  Colony  of  a 
rather  severe  type.  Annexation  would 
be  most  grati^ng  to  the  Australian 
Colonies  ;  it  would  afford  us  a  basis  of 
operations  for  putting  down  the  dis- 
gi-oceful  Polynesian  slave  trade,  and  it 
would  add  to  the  stability  of  our  Colo- 
nial Empire ;  and  for  these  reasons  he 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  ia  (^tifiixl  to  lenm  that 
Her  Majesty's  Govenunent  have  yielded  ta  tho 
uniuiimous  ret^ncst  of  tho  Chids,  Native  popula- 
tioti,!  and  'White  reeiileiits  of  Fiji,  for  uimexa- 
tion  to  this  Conabry,  to  far  as  to  direct  Sir 
HemileB  Holimson  U)  proceed  to  those  Islands, 
with  a  view  t«  tho  accomplishment  of  that 
ohjcct."— [Jfr.  iFiliiMn  M'Arthur.) 

gra  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said: 
Mr.  Speaker,  my  Amendment  says — 

"That  havine  regard  to  the  necessity  'of 
Bubjugating  and  removing'  20,000  ferodou* 
mountainoors,  and  to  tho  fact  that  domestic 
olaveiy  is  pronounced  by  Commodore  Qoodenough 
and  CoDstil  Layard,  in  their  official  Report,  to 
l>e  'the  fotmdatioii  of  social  order'  in  Fiji,  it  is 
necesiary  that  great  caution  should  be  uaed  in 
approaching  the  subject  of  annexation." 

I  have  not  spoken  of  annexation  as  be- 
ing  decided  upon ;  but  I  have  assumed 
that  it  is  in  view,  and  possible  at  an 
earlv  date,  and  that,  I  fear,  without 
{i&Bb.  reference  to  Parliament.  In  fact, 
there  is  no  cession  as  yet ;  but  there 
may  be  one  to-morrow  if  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  pleasee.     It  is  unusual  that 
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Parliament  should  delegate  the  power 
to  an  individual  of  accepting  the  annex- 
ation of  a  new  colony.  But  I  do  not 
dwell  upon  this  point.  I  only  mention 
it,  and  1  pass  on  at  once  to  my  reasons 
for  believing,  that  while  there  may  be 
some  hurry  in  this  matter,  there  possibly 
may  be  too  groat  a  hurry,  and  that  in 
tlie  face  of  special  circumstances,  which 
make  caution  more  than  usually  desira- 
ble. I  have  not  named  in  my  Amend- 
ment the  debt  of  the  Islands,  with  which 
1  would  couple  the  general  expense  of 
annexation,  but  have  pointed  only  to 
tlio  possibility  of  war  with  tlio  mountain 
Tribes  and  to  slaveiy.  I  will  treat  those 
eubjocts  in  that  order,  after  first  saying 
n  few  words  as  to  the  expense  and  the 
debt.  AVith  regard  to  the  debt  of  Fiji, 
and  to  the  cost  of  organizing  its  Govern- 
ment, the  Earl  of  Carnarvon,  in  the 
course  of  his  official  statement,  said 
that— 

"Thoro  WHS  not  only  the  proatciflt  possiLln 
diOiciilty  in  Fiji  on  thr  quostion  of  tlio  bind  titles, 
which  woro  im?xtricahly  confu.s(!«l," 

and  as  to  whidi,  I  might  add,  our  New 

Zoalau<l  wars  ought  to  be  to  us  for  ever 

a  warning ;  but  he  also  wont  on  to  state, 

tliat  tlio  debt  of  Fiji  would  form  another 

trtimendous  dilHculty— ^ 

**  In  thi*  cour.s(»  of  two  y«'ars,"  lio  said,  "so 
iTcklt'ss  was  tlu'  financial  administr.ition  of  Iho 
(rcjvirmncnl  Ihrri'  that  ilTi  1,000  was  spi.-ut,  and 

a  debt  of  L'S7,000  ri'uiains  sisa  h'jj^icy 

Tiu'  cnlculations  of  tin-  (.-oiiiniissioncrs  aiv  not 
as  salisfactury  as  I  couhl  havr  dosinjd--  inilcod, 
I  tliiiik,  they  arc  illusory —  ....  Thn  first 
few  vi-ars  will  In?  viars  of  ditHcnUv." 

Tlioso  last  words,  if  I  may  make  a  com- 
ment, seom  to  show  that  annexation  is 
Inoknd  upon  as  coi-tain  by  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon,  and  that  the  mission  of  Sir 
llcTcules  EoLinson  is  really  intended  to 
altor  tlio  conditions  upon  which  it  is  to 
tjike  place — tlitj  fact  itself  being  consi- 
dered as  settled.  Now,  what  is  this 
debt  ?  It  is  a  debt  that  was  contracted 
by  persons  who  have  boon  called  in  this 
1  louse,  by  a  Member  of  the  present 
Administration  (Sir  Janios  Elphinstone), 
'*  a  set  of  the  most  unmitigated  ruffians 
in  the  world ; "  but  whom  I  will  only 
describe  as  adventurers.  !Mr.  Burt  and 
Lieutenant  AVoods  contracted  a  large 
l^ortion  of  this  debt  in  Sv(biey,  at  90 
per  cent,  by  pledging  lands  which  they 
never  owned,  and  which  they  would 
have  had  to  steal  before  they  could  sell 
them  for  8tate  purjioses.  I  am  not  going 
beyond  the  words  of  the  official  lieport, 

Sir  ChnrJrH  IF,  Dilha 


as  will  be  seen  by  an  examination  of 
page  3,  of  paffes  8  and  9,  and  of  tlu 
Appendix.    I  believe  that  even  the  ex- 
isting Qovemment  of  Fiji  has  a  Minister 
of  Public  Lands  at  a  salary.    Certainly, 
it  has  accepted   a  loan   raised  on  the 
security  of  public  lands ;  but  there  tn 
no  public  lands   in  Fiji — not  a  nngl« 
acre.     Li  addition  to  this  strange  debt. 
wo  must  look  forward  in  contempkti&^ 
annexation  to  a  great  expenditure ;  arti 
putting  out  of  sight  the  pos.sibility  of  i 
war  with  the  Mountain  tribes,  to  wliica 
I  will  presently  allude.     WTien  the  Ut* 
Government  declined  to  accept  tlie  ces- 
sion of  Fiji,  but  proposed  to  New  South 
Wales,  that  tliat  colony  should  annex 
the  Islands,  the  Gk)yemnicnt  of  Sir  Janes 
Martin,  in  refusing,   gave  as  their  chitf 
reason  the  very   great  expense  of  cos- 
verting  Fiji  into  a  British   colony;  ana 
they  are  near  the  spot  and  know  wka: 
the  expense  would  be  better  than  we  cia 
know.      The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  himselt 
however,  in  his  official  statement  said— 

*•  I  do  not  inoan  to  say  that  tho  Kojiort  of  tbr 
Coinmissicmcra  in,  in  my  opinion,  an  altvz^lhtf 
Riitisfactciry  ono.  1  do*  not  think  tho  iM-i-JiU- 
tionH  of  tho  Coimiiissioni;rN  an.*  so  ri-lijiTiIi.-  that 
wo  can  trust  to  thum  on  all  important  jioiiits." 

And  in  other  words  wliitli  I  linve  already 
read  he  explained  to  us  that  the  wti- 
mates  of  the  Commissioners  as  to  th? 
probable  revenue  and  expenditure  are 
"  illusory."  So  much  for  tho  first  head 
of  my  case  which  deals  with  the  nei**- 
sity  of  caution  arising  out  of  the  undr- 
fined — not  to  use  a  harsher  word — nature 
of  the  Fiji  debt,  and  tho  danger  of  gi^a: 
expense  which  would  be  caused  by  the 
annexation — leaving  asido  for  "  the 
moment  the  bearing  upon  this  pcdnt  of 
the  possibility  of  land  riots,  slnverv"  riot*, 
and  war  with  tho  Mountain  tribes.  t'» 
which  I  will  presently  advert.  I  (H-imc 
now  to  the  case  of  these  Mountain  tril»^. 
The  hon.  Member  fur  Lambeth  .'Mr. 
M*Arthur)  in  1872  said  that  tho  abomin- 
able existing  Government  of  Fiji,  of 
whicli  he  was  at  tho  time  complaining, 
positively  intended — 

*•  to  bring  tho  MoimtaineiTS  under  snhi'<ti:n 
by  military  f<in.'0  and  to  «K:c-upy  thiir  Liiid.  If 
Fiji  WLTO  imdor  this  country'  nc»thinir  of  th- 
kind  would  occur."-    [3  Hauisard,  ccxii.  11*6.] 

Nothing  of  the  kind  would  occur !  Why 
our  Commissioners,  Commodore  Good- 
enougli  and  Consul  Layord,  actually  in- 
form us  that  this  course  will  be  of  the 
first  necessity,  and  that  our  very  first 


1277 


Fiji  Islandi^  {  Auoubt  4,  1 874 ) 


Annexatian. 


1278 


•ot  in  afwrnniTig  the  govemment  of  these 
IdandSy  must  be  to  **  subjugate  and  re- 
more"  20,000  mountaineers,  whom  I 
hAVe  ventured  in  my  Amendment  to 
■lyle  '' ferocious,"  inasmuch  as  the  Com- 
missioners also  inform  us  that  amongst 
them  '^  cannibalism,  strangulation  of 
widows,  and  infanticide,"  extensively 
prevail.  The  first  statement  will  be 
xcmnd  at  page  1 0  of  the  Eeport  and  the 
second  statement  at  page  15.  Those 
persons  it  is  proposed  to  ' '  subjugate  and 
remove  " — where  to,  I  do  not  know — 
by  the  use  of  a  portion — for  most  of  them 
will  be  needed  to  keep  order  in  the  settle- 
ments— a  portion  of  the  native  police 
Ibrce  of  300  men ;  and  if  a  single  man 
lieyond  that  were  needed,  the  estimates 
of  revenue  and  expenditure  made  by  the 
Commissioners,  would  become  as  the 
XSarl  of  Carnarvon  says  "  illusory."  In 
1872  the  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen)  said  that — 

•*  thoro  oxistetl  among  the  Mountain  tribes 
many  barbarous  practices,  which  it  would  be  im- 
poenble  to  tolerate  in  a  Rritish  possession,  but 
w^hich  could  not  1h)  eradicated  without  fj:n)at 
difficulty  and  no  inconsiderable  labour  and  ex- 
penBe." — [3  llamard^  ccxii.  206.] 

But  the  present  Commissioners  are  so 
well  aware  of  the  necessity  of  eradicating 
them,  that  giving  up,  it  appears,  all  idea 
of  reforming  those  mountaineers  they 

S repose  to  eradicate  the  mountaineers 
lemselves  and  to  remove  them  to  a 
ftiture  place  of  residence  unknown.  I 
have  been  told  by  a  gentleman  from 
whom,  I  believe,  the  hon.  Member 
foT  Lambeth  gets  his  information  that  a 
gratifying  spread  of  civilization  is  ob- 
servable among  these  Mountain  tribes ; 
but  I  believe  that  it  does  not  go  further 
than  this  point — namely,  that  now  they 
eat  only  their  enemies,  whereas  formerly 
they  used  to  eat  their  friends.  I  come 
now  to  the  third  and  principal  of  the 
points  which  force  me  to  beg  for  caution 
— namely,  slavery.  The  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon did  not  mention  in  his  statement 
the  question  of  domestic  slavery  in  Fiji 
but  he  said — 

"  It  has,  curiously  enough,  been  my  lot  this 
year  to  propose  to  Parliament  two  Colonial  poli- 
dos,  one  with  rep:ard  to  the  Grold  Coast,  and  the 
other  with  regard  to  Fiji,  ....  which,  if  they 
differ  in  many  respects,  yet  agree  in  this." 

I  thought  he  was  going  to  have  added 
that  domestic  slavery  exists  in  both 
countries ;  but  he  did  not — ^he  made  no 
reference  whatever  to  that  point,  which 
I  should  have  thought  deserved  some 


reference.  At  page  4  in  the  official  re- 
port, it  is  stated  that  the  Natives  are 
already  in  many  cases  the  temporary 
slaves  of  English  planters,  and  that  they 
are  habituaUy  in  the  relation  of  domestic 
slaves  to  the  Chiefs.  At  page  14  of  the 
Report  we  are  told  that  the  "  existing 
system  "  of  domestic  slavery — 

"can  only  be  altered  vorj'  gradually,  and 
that  any  abrupt  general  change  in  this  direction 
would  weaken  the  authority  of  the  Chiefs,  who 
are  now,  and  should  be  for  some  time  to  come, 
the  Rulers  of  their  own  people  under  the  Cen- 
tral Government.  The  old  system  should,  in 
short,  bo  allowed  to  exist  on  sufferance,  un- 
acknowledged, but,  except  in  the  cast^  of  extreme 
exactions,  not  interfered  with.  To  abolish  it, 
would  bo  to  take  away  tho  foundation  of  social 
order." 

Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  use  strong 
language — I  will  be  very  careful  in 
what  I  say;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  is  not  a  Protectorate, 
like  the  Gold  Coast — indeed,  we  are 
told  that  a  Protectorate  is  out  of  the 
question.  What  is  proposed  is  cession. 
This  is  to  bo  an  integral  part  of  tho 
Britisli  dominions — a  Crown  Colony  go- 
verned directly  from  Downing  Street  in 
the  name  of  the  Queen ;  and  we  are 
told,  by  English  Govemment  Commis- 
sioners that  in  this  integral  portion  of 
the  British  dominions,  davery  must  bo 
''allowed  to  exist  on  sufferance  un- 
acknowledged, not  interfered  with ;  " 
and  that  in  this  portion  of  British  soil 
it  is  to  continue  to  form  the  foundation 
of  social  order.  I  am  able  to  remem- 
ber the  outcry  that  there  was  in  this 
coimtry  when  the  most  eloquent  of  the 
orators  of  the  Southern  Confederacy 
spoke  of  slavery  as  the  comer  stone  of 
that  Empire  which  they  wished  to  found.  I 
will  add  no  words  of  mine,  except  that 
we  now  find  the  same  phrase  employed 
by  the  official  Commissioners  of  the 
British  Crown  in  reference  to  the  forma- 
tion of  a  new  British  Empire  in  the 
Pacific.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth (Mr.  M 'Arthur),  and  Sir  Charles 
Wingfield,  who  were  the  chief  advocates 
of  annexation  in  1872  and  1873,  rested 
their  case  mainly  upon  their  wish  to 
put  an  end  to  the  kidnapping  of  the 
Natives  in  the  Pacific ;  now  if  we  se- 
riously wished  it,  we  could  stop  the 
kidnapping  by  an  additional  expenditure 
upon  our  naval  force,  without  the  still 
more  costly  policy  of  annexation ;  but  I 
want  to  know  with  what  face,  after 
annexation^  we  should  be  able  to  put 
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down  kidnapping  for  the  benefit  of  the 
colonies  of  other  nations,  such  as  those 
of  France,  when,  according  to  our  own 
Commissioners,  slavery  will  be  the  foun- 
dation of  social  order  in  our  own  Colony 
of  Fiji,   and  cannot  be  put  an  end  to 
there.      I  remember  the    attacks   that 
wore  made  last  year  upon  the  adven- 
turers who  form  the  present  Govern- 
ment of  Fiji — attacks  made  in  the  sup- 
posed interest  of  the  Natives  and  on  a 
Government    wliich   it    was    said    was 
"  based  upon  the  slave  trade."    Accord- 
ing to  our  Commissioners  our  Govern- 
ment of  Fiji  is  to  be  based  not  upon  the 
slave  trade,  but  upon  slavery.     I   am 
not    speaking    against    annexation — it 
may   be  shown  to  me  to  be  wise — it 
may  be  shown  to  be  necessary.    I  am 
only    trying  to   demonstrate   that    the 
matter  is  not  sufficiently  clear  for  us  to 
allow  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  to  visit  the 
Islands  with  power — without  further  re- 
ference to  us — to  annex  them.    |Either 
we  ought  to  see  his  instructions,  or  else 
we  ought  to  let  it  be  understood  that 
Parliament  is  to  be  considted  before  an- 
nexation is  positively  resolved  on.  Those 
who    without     consulting    Parliament 
would  bring  to  pass  the  cession,  would 
bo  incurring    a   tremendous    responsi- 
bility.    You  have  in  Fiji  4,000  White 
settlers  well  armed,  some  of  them  hold- 
ing slaves,  many   of   them    occupying 
large  tracts  of  land,  to  which  they  pos- 
sess no  title.     You  must  either  govern 
through  those  men  or  against  them.     If 
you    govern    against    them,  you  must 
keep  there  a  great  military  and  naval 
force,   you    must    incur  vast    expense, 
and  very  possibly  to  no  purpose.      If 
you  govern  with  them,  you  run  the  risk 
of  stUl  worse  things,  inasmuch  as  you 
may  find,  that  you  are  committed  to  a 
policy  which  will  produce  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  bulk  of  the  Native  popula- 
tion, at  tho  hands  of  a  small  body  of 
slave- holding  White  planters,  governing 
the  Islands  in  the  name  of  the  British 
Crown. 

Sir  FKANCIS  GOLDSMH),  in  se- 
conding tlio  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  said,  ho  would  confine  himself 
to  two  points.  In  the  first  place,  there 
had  been  no  such  cession  as  the  Heso- 
lution  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
asserted ;  so  that  if  they  adopted  that 
liosolution  they  would  be  afl&rming 
what  was  distinctly  contrary  to  the 
fact.      The    Hesolution    declared    that 

Sir  CharUt  W.  Dilh 


there  had  been  a  unanimoiu  xtquit 
on  the  part  of  the  Chiefs,  Native  popo- 
lation,  and  White  residents  of  Fiji,  for 
annexation  to  this  country.     That  th» 
Whites  desired  annexation  he  had  so 
doubt ;  but  there  was  no  aemblanoe  d 
a  request  from,  the  Natives,  except  ■ 
far  as  the  Chiefs  affected  to  actforuoa. 
And,  further,   it  seemed  very  donbtU 
whether  the  Chiefs  themselves  deaih 
understood  what  was  conveyed  br  ^ 
cession  of  their  territory.     The  fom 
of  an  instrument  could  be  found,  but  i 
was  executed  by  Mr.  Thurston.    WtD, 
who  was  Mr.  Thurston  ?    Before  he  «« 
Ministerhe  was  Her  Maj  esty'sConsol.  ni 
an  instrument  from  one  who  had  recendr 
ceased  to  be  our  agent  and  which  xnai 
a  cession  of  territory  to  us  would  not  bi 
of  much  more  validity  if  tried  bj  ^ 
law  of  common  sense  than  an  analogooi 
deed  would  be  if  tried  by  a  Court  of  Lif. 
The  Commissioners  stated  how  far  Ai 
Chiefs    understood    the    cession.    Hi 
Commissioners  say —  '*  We  have  taka 
the  greatest  pains  to  insure  our  obtaia- 
ing  a  real  record  of  the  actual  wiska 
of  the  Chiefs  and  people,  and  we  ooi- 
sider  the  above-nanied  document  is  ■ 
accurate  a  representation  of  that  viA 
as    can    possibly    be    obtained."    Bat 
then  the  Commissioners  g^o  on  to  admit 
that  the  Chiefs  had  not  sufficient  intelfi- 
gence  really  to  know  what  was  meani 
The  record  referred  to  was  styled  *  *  a  papa 
showing  the  express  wish  of  Cakoua 
and  the  other  Chiefs  as  to  annexation  to 
Great  Britain."    But  tho  CommisaioneTK 
in  fact,  did  not  ascertain  anything  froD 
the   Chiefs,  but   took  it  all  from  ^. 
Thurston,  by  whom,    and   not   by  tht 
Chiefs,   the  paper    was    signed.  *  Tin 
whole  of  this  cession   on   the  pan  of 
the   Chiefs   was,   in   truth,    something 
that  they  did  not  understand,  nor  did 
they  know  the  eflect   that  the  change 
would  have  upon  thoni.     As  to  the  or- 
dinary Natives,  there  was  nut  even  tbii 
miserable  pretence  of  assent.     Ho  ;& 
Francis  Goldsmid)  could  not,  therefore, 
as  an  honourable  man  vote  for  this  Be^ 
lution,  which  asserted  that  there  was  an 
unanimous  cession,  and  which  assertion 
was  made  without  any  proof  of  it  ia  the 
printed  documents.     If  it  was  wished  x^ 
do  a  high-handed  things,  and  to  take  a 
teiTitory  which   was    supposed    to  be 
valuable,   let  it  bo  done ;  but,  at  aO 
events,  let  them  not  add  something  like 
meanness  to  high-handedness,  by  pre- 
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iding  that  that  was  a  cession  which,  in 
would  be  a  capture  by  force.  The 
I.  Member  for  Lambeth  had  pointed 
the  advantages  of  these  Islands  as 
ooaling  station  and  as  cotton  g^wing 
itory.  That  might  make  it  more  de- 
kble  for  England  to  possess  it ;  but  it 
not  add  any  strength  to  those  pre- 
IC68  which  the  hon.  Member  thought 
to  dignify  by  the  name  of  cession. 
the  second  place,  he  (Sir  Francis 
Idsmid)  woidoi  ask  whether  the  hon. 
[ember  was  not  struck  by  the  incon- 
i^  between  what  was  now  proposed 
be  done  and  what  was  taken  for 
ited  in  the  Gold  Coast  debate.  It 
then  admitted  that  slavery  could 
be  allowed  to  exist  in  any  part  of  the 
itish  Dominions ;  and  this  was  given 
a  reason  for  not  annexing  the  terri- 
on  the  Gold  Coast,  and  for  being 
ktisfied  with  establishing  a  Protectorate. 
Tow,  a  Protectorate  had  also  been  pre- 
fer Fiji ;  but  Lord  Kimberley  in 
Despatch  pointed  out  in  the  strongest 
i^tarms,  that  a  P]:otectorate  would  not  do 
-Jierey  and  that,  by  setting  one  up,  we 
we  should  make  ourselves  responsible 
far  the  acts  of  the  Native  Government 
without  having  the  right  to  control  them. 
The  same  objections  were  made  in  the 
<!  debate  on  the  Gold  Coast,  but  were 
^  overruled,  because  it  was  said  that  we 
liad  in  that  case  entered  into  engage- 
ments from  which  wo  could  not  retreat. 
■In  the  present  case,  however,  where  we 
bad  at  present  entered  into  no  entangling 
engagements,  the  House  was  asked  now 
to  enter  into  them  ;  and  when  once  that 
had  been  done,  the  Government  could 
not  afterwards  retreat.  Why  should  we 
do  here  what  we  were  imwilling  to  do 
there?  The  only  reason  seemed  to  be 
^  that  the  advantages  of  slavery  were 
heightened  and  diversified  in  the  pre- 
sent case  by  the  charms  of  cannibalism. 
The  course  proposed  was  not  only  un- 
wiaOy  but  almost  grotesque,  and  he 
Bhould,  therefore,  second,  with  the  ut- 
most confidence,  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**thiB  House  considers  that,  having  regard  to 
the  existence  in  the  case  of  Fiji  of  difficulties 
caused  by  the  necessity  of  *  subjugating  and  re- 
moving *  20,000  ferocious  mountaineers,  and  by 
the  fact  that  domestic  slavery  is  pronounced  by 
Commodore  €k>odenough  and  Consul  Layard,  in 
their  official  Report,  to  be  *the  foundation  of 
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social  order  *  in  Fiji,  it  is  necessary  that  great 
caution  should  be  used  in  approaching  the  sub- 
ject of  annexation,'* — {Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  in  hopes 
that  we  should  have  heard  at  the  stage 
of  the  discussion  which  we  have  now 
reached  the  opinions  and  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qt)vemment.  It  is  my  own 
conviction  that  it  would  have  been  well 
if  the  Government  had  at  an  earlier 
period  themselves  brought  this  subject 
before  the  House.  It  was  due  to  the 
Government,  and  due  to  the  House,  that 
they  should  do  so  if  they  contemplate 
during  the  Recess  any  stop  of  a  nature 
which  may  commit  this  country  with  re- 
gard to  its  future  policy.  But  that  is  a 
question  for  the  Government,  and  not 
for  me  to  judge  of.  All  that  I  have  to 
say  is  that  I  have  no  desire  to  take  the 
responsibility  out  of  their  hands.  I  have 
every  desire  that  they  should  have  a 
clear  stage  open  to  them,  without  any 
pre-judgment  of  questions  upon  which 
they  ought  to  bo  better  informed  than 
we  can  be.  I  shall  hold  them  entirely 
and  absolutely  responsible  for  the  steps 
they  may  take  in  regard  to  this  very 
important  question.  I  will  not  attempt 
to  forecast  this  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, an  explanation  of  which  in  this 
House  has  not  been  conceded  to  us ;  but 
I  will  state  very  briefly  the  position  in 
which  I  stand  with  regard  to  the  Motion 
now  before  us,  for  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  responsible,  and  with  which 
we  are  obliged  to  deal.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  (Mr.  M* Arthur)  re- 
quiroR  me  to  concur  with  him  in 
stating — 

"  That  this  House  is  gratified  to  loam  that 
Her  ilajosty's  Government  have  yielded  to  the 
unanimous  request  of  the  Chiefs,  Native  popula- 
tion, and  White  residents  of  Fiji,  for  annexation 
to  this  country,  so  far  as  to  direct  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  to  proceed  to  those  Islands." 

The  limitation,  so  far  as  the  Islands  are 
concerned,  maybe  a  very  important  one; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  may  be  no 
limitation  at  all.  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson 
may  go  with  instructions  to  say — **  You 
must  make  the  best  of  it.  Get  rid  of  as 
many  difficulties  as  you  can.  But  the 
extension  of  the  British  Empire,  so 
limited  as  it  is  in  territory  and  popula- 
tion,  and  with  the  enormous    surplus 
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power  of  governing  it  which  we  feel  our- 
selves to  possess — the  extension  of  that 
Empire  is  of  such  vital  importance  that 
you  must  not  miss  an  opportunity  of 
making  some  addition  to  the  scanty 
share  of  the  surface  of  the  earth  that  we 
possess."  That  may  possibly  be  the 
substance  of  the  instructions  given  to 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson.  But  I  treat 
this  as  a  Motion  in  favour  of  annexation, 
committing  this  House  to  annexation, 
and  committing  it,  not  at  the  request  of 
the  Government,  and  without  any  con- 
currence on  their  part,  but  by  a  volun- 
tary and  gratuitous  act  of  our  own,  by 
our  rushing  in  to  assume  a  responsibility 
which  they  have  not  sought  to  impose 
upon  us.  I  object  altogether  to  such  a 
mode  of  proceeding  on  the  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend  as  a  private  Member.  The 
Government  have  an  entire  right  to 
make  known  their  counsels  to  us,  if  they 
please,  and  cither  to  make  us  parties  to 
them,  or  to  give  us  an  oppoi-tunity  of  re- 
jecting them ;  but  I  altogether  object  to 
a  person  like  my  hon.  Friend,  who  is  a 
private  Member,  relentlessly  determining 
that  we  shall  become  sharers  in  the  re- 
8i)onsibility  of  the  Government  —  nay, 
more,  that  wo  should  direct  tliem  in 
their  course,  even  without  their  own  re- 
quest. ISfy  hon.  Frion<l  the  Member  for 
Lambeth  talks  of  tliu  'Mmaninious  re- 
(|Uost*'  of  the  inhabitants  of  Fiji  for 
annexation.  No  such  '*  unanimous  re- 
quest" exists.  From  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Fric^nd  wlio  has  just  spoken  it  ap- 
pears to  me  a  mocker v  to  speak  of  una- 
nimity amoiip:  the  inhabitants  of  Fiji 
on  this  subjt'ot.  Tliose  is  a  power  of 
gilding  facts,  and  especially  facets  at  a 
distance,  and  of  transmuting  them  by 
the  magic  art  of  eloquence,  wliich  my 
hon.  Friend  the  jSrembor  for  Lambeth 
evidently  possessr-s  in  a  remarkable  de- 
gree ;  but  to  a  plain,  prosaic  understand- 
ing I  find  nothing  in  these  Papers  which 
partakes  at  all  of  the  nature  of  an  "  una- 
nimous request."  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
administers  to  me  this  most  severe  de- 
mand— that  I  fim  to  declare  that  I  am 
gratified  with  this  '*  unanimous  request," 
which  does  not  exist.  But  I  have  a 
great  difficulty  in  doing  so.  I  am  not 
"gratified  to  leam."  1  am  vexed  "to 
learn."  This  step  appears  to  me  a  most 
unwise  proceeding,  and  if  it  is  an  un- 
wise procoeding,  I  cannot  profess  to  feel 
any  gratification  at  all.  I  have  looked 
at  this  Eeport  and  I  wish  I  could  com- 
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mend  it.  It  is  sufficiently  long.  iinAff 
meagre,  and  I  must  say  it  is  onetf  Ai 
most  chaotic  public  docomenti  I  m 
read  in  my  life.  Even  this  Sepolifl 
read  it  aright,  does  not  contain  h 
terms  on  which  annexation  of  da 
Islands  should  be  made.  It  issiidtte 
if  we  do  not  annex  them  there  lill  k 
very  awkward  consequences  to  thepc^ 
on  the  spot,  ruin  to  the  English  pluta^ 
and  confusion  to  the  Native  6010 
ment.  These  are  rather  serious  &ctji;  btf, 
assuming  that  the  facts  are  u  fa 
stated,  there  are  no  reasons  atiBi^ 
we  should  annex,  unles^s  the  Cqis» 
sioners  had  shown  us  a  statcofCMtfi 
whicli  we  can  proceed  safely  and  iwk. 
and  charge  the  British  people  with  ik 
great  responsibility  wliich  it  is  prowrf 
to  lay  upon  them.  There  is  not  a  rd^ 
point  in  the  Report  of  these  Cona* 
sioners  on  which  they  have  made  a  ^ 
factory  answer.  And  for  the  truth  of  ik 
I  may  refer  to  the  speeches  of  the  \m 
and  Seconder  of  the  Motion,  hnt  wii 
more  naturally  to  tho  speeches  of  mjkt 
Friends  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  tb 
Amendment.  We  are  encountered  i4 
the  threshold  with  a  controvcrsr  wi 
the  United  States.  "We  are  to  anan 
these  Islands,  and  to  take  upon  onr- 
selves  the  conduct  of  that  controT*w 
in  respect  of  a  very  large  s«um.  Tbd 
sum  must  bo  dealt  with  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  international  right,  and  1  my- 
st'lf  have  had  some  experience  in  di*- 
cussing  such  a  question  with  the  United 
States.  I  own  I  am  not  very  preath 
attracted  bv  this  first  vision  whifh  nie«!i 
me  on  the  verv  threshold  «»f  th»*  Ril- 
ject.  With  regard  to  tlio  debt.  theCVra- 
missioners  were  instructed  to  obtain  fa 
us  most  satisfactoiy  information,  an-ith? 
reply  is  that  the  White  resident -«  Lit? 
declared,  more  or  less  formally  at  dif- 
ferent places,  their  willingness  to  ao 
knowledge  their  responsibility  for  it.  ai 
well  as  for  the  expenses  of  the  fntnn 
Government.  "More  or  loss  fonnall] 
declared  !  "  I  think  wlion  dominion  hi 
been  assumed,  and  when  these  acknov 
lodgments  come  to  be  examined  vds 
tested  as  to  their  value,  wo  shall  thei 
find  that  they  have  less  formally.  an( 
not  more  formally,  admitted  that  th*; 
have  recognized  this  responsibility.  1 
is  quite  plain  that  if  anythinj^  is  to  \i 
done  in  regard  to  this  debt,  if  we  are  t( 
make  them  really  responsible,  the  ¥> 
knowledgment  ought  to  bo  more  fonniJ 
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;  less  formal.  And  then  there  is 
iculty  of  getting  a  recognition 
le  Chiefs,  because  they  cannot 
uid  what  they  have  to  recognize, 
must  say,  is  an  extraordinary 
lere  is  a  country  in  which  the 
isioners  announce,  as  my  hon. 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  correctly 
that  there  is  a  distinction  be- 
erfdom  and  slavery,  and  that  is 
iction  which  is  unknown  to  the 
Constitution.  The  distinction  be- 
lavery  and  serfdom  is  sometimes 
mportant  distinction  indeed.  It 
aportant  practical  distinction  in 
ike  the  serfdom  which  prevailed 
da  until,  to  his  everlasting  hon- 
e  present  Emperor  of  Bussia 
>d  it  by  one  of  the  noblest  legis- 
cts  in  the  world.  But  the  Com- 
ers, if  I  recollect  right,  say  that 
undefined  serfdom  which  exists 

I  think  that  imdefined  serfdom 
mother  name  for  slavery.  Well, 
to  annex  Fiji  and  become  Sove- 
f  those  72  Islands  with  this  un- 
serfdom,  which  I  contend  to  be 

and  the  philanthropists  of  the 
are  to  hug  themselves  with  the 
lat  that  is  the  most  delightful 
.  the  world,  because  aU  we  have 
3  to  put  down  slavery  in  that 
But  we  are  to  go  in  upon  the 
endations  of  the  Commissioners, 
stead  of  saying  that  slavery  is  to 
lown,  tell  us  distinctly  that  it  is 
laintained  and  allowed,  and  left 
its  own  course.  We  are  to  wink 
i^e  are  to  know  and  allow  it  to 
.nd  allow  those  interested  in  it 
every  means  in  their  power  to 
Q.  it,  and  allow  it  to  exist  upon 
lis — that  this  slavery  which  we 
;o  in  and  recognize  is  in  these 
the  foundation  of  social  order, 
accept  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
;he  Member  for  Lambeth,  it  will 
1  to  place  the  Crown  of  England 
on  of  sovereignty  over  a  savage 
aong  whom  slavery  exists,  and 
pect  to  whom  our  own  Commis- 
inform  us  that  that  slavery  is 
s  of  social  order.  Then  we  are 
them  over.  Their  Chiefs — there 
y  large  number  of  them — are  to 
salaried  officers  of  the  British 
nent ;  and  we  are  to  enter,  after 
warnings  we  have  had  in  New 
1,  upon  the  same  complicated 
Ls  of  land  tenure  in  Fiji,  which 


in  New  Zealand  cost  us  many  wars  and 
many  millions  of  money,  and  which  made 
us  responsible  for  much  that  has  oc- 
curred in  that  Colony  which  we  have 
great  cause  to  regret.  We  are  to  have 
reproduced  in  Fiji,  first  of  all,  the  ques- 
tions we  had  to  deal  with  in  Now  Zea- 
land— namely,  those  between  White  pur- 
chasers and  Native  vendors.  But  if  I 
understand  this  rather  obscure  Eeport, 
we  are  to  have  in  Fiji  what  was  not  in 
New  Zealand — that  is  difibrent  sets  of 
Native  rights  to  the  same  soil — rights  of 
families  who  are  the  proprietors,  toge- 
ther with  certain  rights  of  the  Chiefs, 
but  there  is  no  single  proprietorship.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  there  is  a  division  of 
rights  to  the  soil  between  the  Chiefs  and 
the  people,  so  that  we  have  complications 
of  the  most  formidable  kind  to  contend 
with,  and  what  assistance  does  the  Re- 
port give  us  ?  Then  comes  the  case  of 
the  mountaineers,  whose  case  is,  I  think, 
sufficiently  set  forth  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  own  I  am  astonished  at  the  demand 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lambeth.  My  hon.  Friend  is  a 
courageous  man.  When  he  last  pro- 
posed the  annexation  of  Fiji,  he  was  so 
pleased  with  his  speech,  and  with  the 
impression  it  made,  that  he  published  a 
corrected  report  of  it,  and  in  that  cor- 
rected report  last  year,  or  last  year  but 
one — I  am  not  sure  which — he  made  a 
triumphant  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
Gold  Coast.  He  said — **Look  at  it! 
What  can  be  more  satisfactory?"  He 
boasted  of  the  firm,  solid  foundation  of 
the  peaceful  relations  and  the  ^eedom 
from  entangling  engagements  on  the 
Gold  Coast ;  but  before  the  ink  was  dry 
came  the  war  upon  the  Gold  Coast,  from 
which  we  have  happily — at  any  rate  for 
a  time — escaped.  Well,  are  we  really 
now  to  be  driven  on  by  such  a  passion 
of  eagerness  for  augmented  responsi- 
bility under  the  guidance  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  whom  we  cannot  call  to  account 
for  any  defect  ?  If  the  Government  does 
it,  we  can  call  them  to  account ;  but  my 
hon.  Friend*s  proposal  is  one  which  may 
lead  us  into  dangers  which  we  can  never 
settle  effectually  upon  him,  if  under  his 
unfortunate  counsels  we  go  wrong.  We 
cannot  move  to  expel  him  from  the 
House  merely  because  he  leads  us  into 
all  manner  of  international  difficulties. 
He  is  not  responsible,  and  I  object  to 
marching  under  the  leadership  of  irre- 
sponsible  persons.      My    hon.   Friend 
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points  out  to  me  a  noose,  and  he  says — 
**  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  put  your 
head  into  that  noose?"  I  object.  By 
degrees,  I  believe,  that  noose  -will  be 
tightened  round  the  necks  of  those  who 
liave  deliberately  committed  the  acts  of 
folly,  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  invites 
us.  There  ought  to  be  most  careful  and 
deliberate  examination  of  this  subject 
by  the  responsible  Government  of  the 
country  on  their  responsibility.  The 
embarrassments  of  British  planters,  and 
even  the  confusion  of  the  Native  Go- 
vernment, are  not  reasons  why  we  should 
commit  the  British  nation  to  engago- 
monts  which  are  not  well-defined,  and 
with  respect  to  which  we  do  not  see  the 
way  of  working  them  out  effectually.  I 
soo  disagreeable  and  distorted  phantoms 
stalking  across  the  stage  of  this  House 
before  my  eyes.  I  see  new  Votes  in  the 
Estimates — now  Votes  for  future  wars 
in  Fiji — new  Votes  for  future  engage- 
ments—  a  reproduction  in  aggravated 
forms  of  all  we  have  had  to  lament  in 
Now  Zealand.  And,  Sir,  believing  that 
wo  are  an  Assembly  of  sane  Gentlemen, 
against  not  one  of  whom  a  writ  de  limafico 
iuquirendo  can  justly  or  ought  reasonably 
to  be  taken  out,  1  say  upon  that  basis 
that  I  will  urge  the  claims  of  prudence 
against  the  real,  but  at  the  same  time, 
I  think,  sadly  deluded,  philanthropy  of 
my  hf >n.  Friend,  and  I  distinctly  declint' 
to  utter  the  gi'oss  untruth  of  which  I 
should  bo  guilty  if  I  were  to  say  that  I 
would  b<?  gratiiied  with  steps  virtually 
amounting  to  the  premature  annexation 
of  Fiji. 

^ru.  J.  LOWTITEE  said,  there  was 
one  i^ortion  of  the  speech  of  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  whicli  he  cordially 
agi'eed,  and  it  was  that  in  which  he  re- 
commended the  hon.  l^Feniber  for  Lam- 
beth not  to  persevere  witli  his  ]Motion. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  iho  responsibility  for 
the  annexation  of  the  Fiji  Islands  or 
otherwise  should  jiroperly  attach  to  Her 
^lajesty's  Government,  and  ho  certainly 
did  not  seek  to  throw  any  portion  of 
that  responsibility  from  the  shoulders  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  those  of 
the  House  of  Conmions.  He  could  not 
so  heartily  endorse  some  other  portions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  following  iq) 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Ikl ember 
for  Clielsea,  proceeded  to  argue  that  the 
institutions  of  Fiji  were  founded  upon  a 
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system  of  domestic  slavery.    Thit  vn 

an  expression    we    had   heard  befon 

during  the  present  Session.    It  im  t 

red  herring  which  had  been  preriouh 

drawn  across  the  floor  of  the  Hooseat 

Commons.    When  he  first  eawthea. 

pression  in  the  Amendment  of  the  Imb. 

Baronet,  ho  anxiously  re-read  tbeB«> 

port  of  the  Commissioners  to  see  i^ 

ne  had  on  an  attentive  perusal  failed  li 

detect.     He  was  bouna  to  confess  te 

he  still  failed  to  detect  these  words,    b 

was  quite  true  the  Conmiissioners  siii- 

"  The  old  position  of  the  givat  body  d  % 
tivoR  towards  thoir  Chiefs  is  one  <'i  iaiUad 
serfdom,  Tnodonttod  by  certain  ciut^mii.  A  CU 
hnH  food  brought  to  him  and  to  hi>  if'Xtcm^ 
and  liiis  ulwavs  been  ucenritome<l  to  ciait  •» 
tiibiitinns  of  mats,  oil,  &c.,  from  thoik-  vh<>V« 
to  him  ti8  their  head.'* 

He  failed  to  see  in  these  wonls  ''uad^ 
fined  serfdom,"  for  thev  distinctlr  sturi 
in  what  the  serfdom  consisted.  Thm 
was  no  reference  made  to  persoDsl  m- 
vitudo.  The  right  hon.  Ocntlomaiiwiid 
see  that  it  bore  a  close  resemhlaiiM  ti 
local  taxation  paid  in  kind.  The  BOt 
sentence  oonfirmed  that  view  of  tkf 
case,  for  the  Rc^wrt  went  on  to  sav— 

"llioso  contributions,  whirh  an*  UixtmA 
vrxaliouH  btraiiso  unctTtain  and  arbitnirr.  kw 
hivn  and  an*  still  mad*'  :it  the  ]irfs«  nt  liaMsi 
art'  pvatly  valued  hy  thp  <.'hii.f!«  as.  {<i^ 
thr  greatest  pi-oof  of  tiuin-'riority  ih^y  ja 
show." 

Now,  if  the  greatest  proof  of  supenoriiT 
was  that  certain  payments  in  kin«l  wew 
made  to  the  Chiefs  by  tho.«»e  who  lonkd 
up  to  them,  that  nnswcreil  the  obj«- 
tion  of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman.  No 
doubt,  the  Commissioners  said  thattlk-y 
found  the  Chiefs  on  thi.s  subj«tbTt) 
means  open  to  argument  in  the  direrti's 
they  contemplated,  and  that  some  ai* 
might  he  requirc«d  before  the  Chi*f* 
could  view  matters  in  a  practical  ligit; 
and  ho  admitted  he  was  far  from  Mtiif 
a  termination  to  the  system  whitli  Id 
been  sketched  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  others.  He  objected  to  p??- 
sonal  ser^'ice  in  any  shape  or  foic 
though  if  there  was  any  form  of  scrri- 
tude  less  open  to  objection  it  was  'fc 
in  the  shape  of  payments.  But  tt 
matter  might  be  cut  short  by  sam 
that,  imder  no  circumstances,  would  Ea 
Majesty's  Government  consent  to  ad- 
minister tho  affairs  of  any  territoir  ia 
which  domestic  slavery  in  any  sLape « 
form  was  recognized  by  the  law.  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  with  regard  t 
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financial  position  of  Fiji.  It  was 
r-^poifectlj  true  tiiat  the  financial  arrange- 
"^rJOnents  of  the  present  Ministry  of  Fiji 
^buid  not  been  particularly  satisfactory, 
that  the  debt  was  now  estimated  at 
,000.  He  was  not  concerned,  at  pre- 
t,  to  defend  either  the  action  or  the 
ividual  character  or  capacity  of  the 
bers  of  the  Fiji  Ministry.  He  was 
id  those  gentlemen  could  not,  per- 
,  lay  claim  to  any  very  great  mode- 
ESnttion,  and  he  could  not  say  that  their 
history  was  any  guarantee  of  their 
pacity  for  the  administration  of  the 
emment.  But  with  regard  to  the 
uestion  of  the  acceptance  by  Her  Ma- 
's Government  of  the  cession  of  the 
iji  Islands  upon  the  terms  suggested 
■  l>y  Commodore  Goodenough  and  Mr. 
\.  Ijayard,  he  would  say  at  once  that  it 
^^ras  out  of  the  question.  The  Commis- 
Y  aioners,  in  the  first  place,  sought  to 
\.  oommit  us,  witliout  further  inquiry  or 
U  investigation,  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
H  debt,  which  was  estimated  at  £87,000, 
1>at  we  had  no  guarantee  that  it  might 
not  exceed  that  amount.  The  Govern- 
ment would  never  think  of  entering 
|.  blindfold  into  an  arrangement  of  that 
f .  lEind,  which  would  commit  them  to  an 
.  unknown  liability.  But  there  were  still 
:  more  formidable  objections  in  another 
portion  of  the  Report.  If  the  House 
would  turn  to  page  20  they  would  see 
\  eome  conditions  attached  to  the  cession 
of  a  nature  far  more  serious  than  any 
financial  considerations.  In  Article  9 
this  extraordinary  paragraph  occurred — 

**  Every  native  executive  officer  to  draw  the 
alormaid  allowances  continp:(;nt  u|)on  the  actual 
performance,  in  respect  to  Fijians,  of  the  duties 
confided  to  him.  Should  any  high  native  officer 
1>e  removed  from  his  post,  his  place  to  bo  tilled 
by  the  next  man  of  his  family  entitled  to  suc- 
ceed him  by  Fijian  law  or  customs." 

Such  a  condition  would  bo  scouted  as 

impossible.     The  next  Article  said — 

**  The  Government  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
to  concede  and  preserve  to  the  Chiefs  and  people 
of  Fiji,  under  any  form  of  British  Government, 
an  equitable  share  in  the  Councils  of  State,  and, 
in  the  event  of  Fiji  becoming  a  Crown  C'olony, 
to  ap^int  not  less  than  four  Fijian  Chiefs  to 
■eats  in  the  Executive  Council." 

The  only  possible  form  of  government 
for  Fiji,  if  annexed,  would  be  that  of  a 
Crown  Colony.  It  had  been  already 
mentioned  that  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson 
had  been  despatched  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ooyemment  personally  to  conduct  an 
inTestigation  into  the  proposal  of  the 


Fiji  Government.  Sir  Hercules  Eobin- 
son,  as  the  House  was  well  aware,  was 
a  gentleman  eminently  qualified  to  con- 
duct an  inquiry  of  that  description.  It 
was  felt  by  the  Government  that  some 
officer  of  higher  rank  and  consequently 
greater  authority  than  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  in  a  position  which 
would  enable  him  to  approach  this  ques- 
tion with  a  greater  chance  of  arriving 
at  a  satisfactory  settlement.  Sir  Hercules 
Eobinson,  though  acting  under  instruc- 
tions from  the  Secretary  of  State,  would 
be  required  to  exercise  his  own  discre- 
tion with  regard  to  a  great  number  of 
details.  Without  waiting  for  his  Re- 
port, the  Government  had  determined 
that  in  the  event  of  all  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  being  overcome,  the  cession 
must  be  a  purely,  or  at  any  rate,  a  virtu- 
ally unconditional  one.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  a  so-called  responsible 
Government  had  been  for  some  time  in 
existence  in  Fiji,  he  could  not  hesitate 
in  recommending  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  approve  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment if  it  should  bo  found  neces- 
sary to  adopt  the  more  original  system 
of  a  Crown  Colony.  An  idea  had  pre- 
vailed with  some  that  an  exact  pattern 
of  the  British  Constitution  would  be 
suitable  to  every  description  of  popula- 
tion. That  idea  had  been  taken  up  by 
these  persons  without  waiting  to  inquire 
whether  the  nucleus  existed  round  which 
the  forms  of  Constitutional  Government 
might  grow.  But  the  House  would 
agree  with  him  that  if  a  cession  should 
be  finally  decided  on  the  only  form  in 
which  the  Government  of  Fiji  could  be 
carried  on  was  that  of  a  Crown  Colony. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
difficulties  attending  the  ownership  and 
occupation  of  land,  and  this  was  among 
the  first  subjects  that  would  require  the 
anxious  attention  of  the  Government. 
It  must  receive  prompt  attention,  and 
no  claims  woidd  be  recognized  without 
the  fullest  inquiry.  There  was  one  cir- 
cumstance which  would  caU  forth  the 
hearty  approbation  of  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  the  House,  and  that  was  the 
proffered  co-operation  of  New  Zealand 
and  New  South  Wales  in  any  arrange- 
ment which  the  Government  might  see 
their  way  to  adopt.  He  did  not  wish  to 
be  thought  to  attach  undue  importance 
to  the  acquisition  of  these  Islands,  nor 
to  the  sovereignty  of  Her  Majesty  in 
those  seas.    He  did  not  advocate  a  policy 
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of  annexation,  and  bv  annexation  he 
meant  the  acquisition  of  territoiy  con- 
trary to  the  wislies  of  its  iuliabitants, 
and  without  duo  regard  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  communities  and  tlie  de- 
Firahility  of  the  acquisition  in  itself.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  lion.  Member 
for  Greenwich  in  deprecating  the  idea 
tliat  because  a  country  was  badly  go- 
verned and  miglit  appear  to  be  imgo- 
vernablo,  or  because  certain  practices 
might  prevail  there  wliich  wo  might 
disapprove,  we  were  therefore  to  rush 
in  and  take  possession  of  it.  But  he 
must  enter  a  protest  against  a  doctrine 
which  found  favour  in  certain  quarters, 
according  to  which  all  annexations  or 
additions  to  British  dominions  would  be 
sternly  discouraged.  He  did  not  admit 
that  the  colonizing  mission  of  Great 
Britain  had  come  to  a  close.  Ho  ven- 
tured to  hope  not  only  that  wo  should 
not  abandon  our  Colonies,  but  that  wo 
should  not  abandon  colonization,  for 
such  abandonment  liad  usually  been,  if 
he  read  history  aright,  the  precursor  of 
a  period  of  national  decay.  He  did  not 
for  one  moment  admit  tliat  our  Colonies 
were  to  be  regarded  merely  as  a  source  of 
weakness  and  a  danger  in  time  of  war, 
or  that  thvj  involved  us  in  serious  re- 
sponsibility without  adequate  return  to 
the  Home  Government.  He  did  not 
deny  the  very  serious  and  grave  respon- 
sibility which  attached  to  the  possession 
i)?  colonial  Kinpire ;  the  Government 
were  i'ully  alivt*  to  the  r(»sponsibility 
which  its  retention  involved,  and  tlu^y 
were  by  no  moans  disposed  lightly  to 
regard  tlie  addition  it  made  to  their 
labours.  He  must  d<'nmr  to  the  idea, 
wliicli  found  favour  in  many  high 
quart<Ts.  that  our  (^olonics  entailed  upon 
us  all  those  responsibilities  without  giving 
to  us  any  sulliciont  return.  Although 
the  rotoniion  of  our  Cohmies,  if  we  were 
unhappily  engaged  in  war,  might  tlirow 
cortain  burdens  on  our  resources,  we 
must  place  as  against  lliom  tlie  fact  that 
any  Power  wliioh  tlnmglit  lit  to  engage 
in  a  life  and  death  struggle  witli  us, 
which  h(!  hoped  might  never  be  the  case, 
would  not  have  to  reckon  merelv  with  the 
.•)0  odd  millions  of  the  Ih'ilish  Isles,  but 
with  many  other  millions  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  race,  who  looked  on  the  mother 
country  with  feelings  of  veneration  and 
regard,  and  were  by  no  means  indisposed 
to  accept  the  duties  and  obligations 
which  attached  to  them  as  members  of  a 
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groat  Colonial  Empire.    It  had  hccn  1$. 
serted  that  there  was  a  desire  ozitLe^. 
of  tlus  country  to  bo  rid  of  the  respaii. 
sibilities  of  her  Colonies ;  and  thtr^ 
ho  should  not  bo  doing  his  duty  if  hei^ 
not  avail  himself  of  this,  and.  indetd,-^ 
ever}'  occasion,  to  repudiate  on  b»if 
of  tlie  Qt)voriiment  any  synijiathy  lii 
what  was    called     ''the    abaudon&tt: 
policy."     The   Government  vi»-wf^  1^ 
retention  of  our  Colonial   Empiiv  i>  1 
subject  of  tho  greatest  importance.   Hf 
was  happy  to  sa^'  it  was  no  longer  a  qw*. 
tion  of  retaining  the  allegiance  01  a- 
willing  populations ;  ho  would  ^t.  vi^ 
out  fear  of  contradiction,  and  withomii 
any  way  imderrating*  the  loyalty  of  ^ 
British    Islands  themselves.    Her  ]!&• 
josty  had  no  more  loyal  subjects  in  ut 
of  her  dominions  than  she  had  in  tiw 
British  Colonies.     These  Colonies  urn 
fully  prepared  to  discharge  thfir  dor. 
whatever  it  might  bo,  and  to  recipxasi 
tho  feelings  of  confidence  with  which iImt 
were  regarded  by  tho  Home  Govema«K. 
He  had  no  fault  whatever  to  iind  witkdt 
suggestions  of  the  bon.  Baronet  oppc^ 
site  (Sir  Charles  Dilkc),  who,  nomoretlm 
the  light  hon.  Member  for  GreenvicL 
wished  to  interfere    with  the  policy  tf 
tho  Government,  and  only  wished  to' im- 
press upon  them  the  necessity  of  cautini 
and  care.     In  reference  to  the  quwtiuE. 
whether  annexation  would  be  comjile>; 
without  further  reference  to  Pariiamt'ii: 
— [iSir  CiiAKLKs  DiLKE  :   Previous  to  \h. 
actual  ces.sion] — he  had  already  saiJ  l* 
decision  had  beenan-ived  at :  indi-ed,*!! 
elements  for  forming  a    de«i>i«jn   Wf-:- 
still  wanting ;  but  if,  in  the  opinion  «<: 
the  Government,  annexation  should  In- 
desirable,  that  annexation  would  be  de- 
termined ujion,  on  the  responsibiliiv  i-: 
the    Government,    without    sleeking  t" 
throw   on  tho  shoulders  of    I'arliamtE: 
any  portion  of  that  responsibility.    H»- 
hoped,  under  these  circumstance.*^,  th- 
hon.   Member  for    I^ambeth    would  l* 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  which  haii 
arisen,  and  would  not  press  liis  Moii-a 
to  a  division,  and  that  the  hon.  Baron^: 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  would  be  tAXw 
lied  with  the  assurance  that  the  utnuK 
caution  and  care  would  be  ob.<«erTed  Ly 
th(?  Government,  and  would  consent  :•' 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULIi  -  HUGE.SSEX 
thought  that  in  tho  I^Iotion  and  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  and  in  ih^ 
speeches  delivered  in  support  of  each. 
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the  House  would  be  able  to  perceive  a  fair 
representation  of  the  two  schools  of 
thought  which  existed  upon  the  general 

aneetion  of  the  annexation,  or  acquisi- 
ion  by  England  of  new  territory.  The 
'  one  school — represented  by  the  hon. 
'  If  ember  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  M' Arthur) — 
•looked  mainly  to  the  advantages  to  be 
'  derived  from  such  acquisition  in  the 
way  of  increased  trade,  extended  com- 
merce, the  development  of  the  resources 
of  the  annexed  country,  and  the  consoli- 
dation of  our  Colonial  Empire.  The 
other  school — represented  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  and  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich — looked  rather  to  the  disad- 
vantages, and  were  disposed  to  magnify 
fhe  difficulties  which  stood  in  the  way 
of  annexation.  They  brought  into  view 
the  probable  expense  to  the  British  tax- 
payer, the  possible  complications  with 
Native  tribes,  and  the  undesirability  of 
increasing  our  responsibilities  and  creat- 
ing materials  for  possible  trouble  here- 
after. It  was  impossible,  however,  to 
lay  down  any  general  rule  by  which  the 
British  Government  sliouLl  bo  inflexibly 
bound ;  and  in  the  present  instance,  con- 
sidoring  the  position  which  he  (Mr. 
Knatchbull  -  Hugossen)  had  occupied 
under  the  late  Government,  he  felt  bound 
to  express  his  satisfaction  with  what  had 
fallen  from  the  last  speaker,  and  his 
opinion  that,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to 
judge,  the  Government  had  exercised  a 
wise  discretion,  and  might  be  trusted  to 
proceed  with  the  caution  which  was  ne- 
cessary. It  must  not  be  forgotten  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  (Mr.  KnatchbuU- 
Hugessen's)  side  of  the  House  that  the 
late  Government  sent  out  the  Commis- 
sioners whose  Report  had  been  scruti- 
nized, and  that  Lord  Kimberley,  in  his 
letter  of  instructions  to  them,  dated 
August  15th,  1873,  pointed  out  only  four 
possible  modes  of  action  for  the  British 
Government,  three  of  which  were  repu- 
diated by  this  Report — namely,  the  in- 
vesting the  British  Consul  with  magis- 
terial powers,  recognizing  the  Govern- 
ment of  Cakobau,  which  had  confessedly 
failed,  and  the  establishment  of  a  Pro- 
tectorate. There  remained,  then,  only 
annexation,  unless  we  were  prepared 
to  abandon  altogether  any  interference 
with  the  affairs  of  Fiji.  In  considering 
this  question,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  me  sending  of  Messrs.  Goodenough 
and  Layard  to  Fiji  to  make  inquiries 


naturally  raised  expectations  and  hopes 
on  the  part  of  the  people  which  it  would 
not  be  fair  and  honourable  to  disappoint. 
Moreover,  he  felt  bound  to  say  that  there 
had  been  a  disposition  to  magnify  the 
difficulties  of  acquisition.  As  to  the 
statement  that  there  had  been*  no  offer 
of  a  cession,  he  would  call  attention  to  a 
passage  in  the  Report,  on  page  6,  which 
stated  that  the  Commissioners  enclosed 
a  Paper  expressing  the  distinct  wish  of 
the  Chiefs  for  annexation,  and  stating — 

"  They  have  full  power  and  authority  to  make 
the  cestdon:  and,  were  wo  to  add  anything  to 
this,  wo  should  say  the  lesser  Chiefs  and  people 
are  more  anxious  for  annexation  than  the  high 
Chiefs." 

The  Report  also  stated  that  the  Commis- 
sioners— 

"  had  taken  the  greatest  pains  to  insure  ob- 
taining a  real  record  of  the  actual  wishes  of 
the  Chiefs  and  people,  and  wo  consider  the 
above-named  document  is  as  accurate  a  represen- 
tation of  that  wish  as  can  possibly  be  obtained.' 

This  was  also  ''the  unanimous  wish  of 
the  White  settlers."  The  dangerous 
mountain  tribes  called  the  Kai  Colos 
were  confined  to  the  mountains  of  Viti 
Levu  only.  In  another  part  of  the  Re- 
port it  was  stated  that  these  mountaineers 
only  numbered  about  7,000,  that  they 
were — 

"scattered,  had  continual  quarrels  among 
themselves,  and  were  not  in  the  least  degree 
dangerous,  though  their  depredations  might  be 
annoying." 

This,  therefore,  was  a  very  different 
state  of  tilings  from  that  which  we  had 
to  encounter  in  New  Zealand.  He  was 
glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  made  so 
explicit  and  satisfactory  a  declaration  on 
the  subj  ect  of  slavery.  The  Government 
must  know  that  no  slavery  in  any  shape 
was  legal  in  British  territory,  nor  would 
the  House  or  the  country  permit  such  a 
state  of  things  for  one  moment.  If  he 
had  risen  before  his  hon.  Friend's  speech, 
he  should  have  expressed  his  confidence 
that  the  noble  Lord  at  present  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department  and 
the  present  Government  would  never 
have  sanctioned  the  negotiation  for  any 
territory  in  which  the  continuance  of 
domestic  slavery  was  to  form  a  part  of 
the  bargain.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
failed,  though  &om  mere  omission  pro- 
bably, to  notice  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
that  one  of  the  great  slave  markets  was 
our  Colony  of  Queensland.    That  state- 


ever.  It  was  a  case  in  wliich  Parlia- 
ment must  of  necessity  repose  confidence 
in  the  Executive  Government,  and  muat 
not  tnke  the  reBponsibility  off  their 
shoulders.  Of  course,  however,  he  and 
other  hon.  Memlrars  who  took  tliis  view 
held  themselves  perfectly  free  and  open 
to  criticize  the  action  of  the  Government 
hereafter  if  tliey  ahould  see  reason  to 
disapprove  it.  The  doctrine,  too,  of 
maintaining  our  colonial  possessions  in- 
tact was  one  upon  which  he  had,  during 
the  three  years  he  was  at  the  ColonifU 
Office,  insisted,  he  feared,  usque  ad 
nauseam,  having  always  loudly  protested 
against  those  who  appeared  to  under- 
value our  Colonial  Empire.  Aa  to  in- 
creasing that  Empire,  he  would  only  say 
that  a  country  in  the  position  of  Great 
Britain  could  not  avoia  the  responsibili- 
ties of  that  position,  nor  refuse  addition 
to  her  territory  from  merely  selfish  con- 
siderations. Questions  of  this  kind, 
however,  must  be  dealt  with  according 
to  their  particular  merits,  and  he  believed 
that  the  present  Government — or,  indeed, 
any  Government  of  British  gentlemen — 
might  be  trusted  to  deal  wisely,  justly, 
and  cautiously  in  those  matters. 

Sir  WILFBID  IAW80N  observed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  apparently  possessed  more 
faith  in  any  Cabinet  composed  of  English 
gentlemen  than  he  did  in  Ms  own 
Leader,  who  sat  beside  him ;  and  his 
speech  afforded  only  another  proof  that 
it  was  absolutely  imDOSsible  for  anv  two 


tho  beginning  on  the  rep 
lie-houses,  and  at  the  ena 
tion  of  public  worship. 
matter  was  too  important 
over  without  some  co 
Islands  proposed  to  be 
admirable  aa  far  as  natu 
went.  Man  only  'was  vili 
it  appeared  to  hitu  that  i 
very  vile  indeed.  Altoge 
bitants  numbered  about 
until  lately,  they  were  th 
cannibals  that  existed  on 
whole  earth.  Since  thii 
first  come  before  them,  1 
a  book  upon  Fiji  written 
missionarj'.  ^e  writer 
of  the  inhabitauta  who  w 
of  adding  a  stone  for  eT« 
to  a  certain  line  of  stoi 
eated  the  number  of  mei 
There  were  172  stones  in 
doubt,  a  great  number 
been  removed,  this  man 
killed  and  eaten  abov 
Another,  again,  had  a 
which  roached  the  numb' 
ho  became  a  Christian. 
however,  now  chaQg*ed, 
150,000,  no  less  than  10 
attended  a  place  of  woi 
gratifying  to  find  that 

Slelded  to  the  vices  of  civ: 
e  could  prevent  it,  he 
best  to  prevent  their  bein 
lized.  But  in  addition  1 
neonle  who   attended  d 
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i  moned  to  give  in  their  allogiance,  and 
-^lat  **  teachers  "  should  be  sent  among 
fiiem.  So  that  we  were  first  to  kill  them 
and  bum  their  villages,  and  then  to  send 
tfiem  teachers,  in  conformity,  probably, 
with  the  old  notion  that  the  British 
Army  should  be  regarded  as  one  of  the 
;.liranches  of  the  Society  for  the  Propaga- 
tion of  Christian  Knowledge.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  Natives,  there  were  about 
'9,000  Europeans  in  the  Islands,  nearly 
all  of  whom  were  escaped  convicts,  and 
these  were  the  pious  founders  of  the  new 
Chx)wn  Colony.  These  convicts  had  set 
up  a  Government  which  had  been  de- 
ioribed  by  the  Junior  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
nlty  (Sir  James  Elphinstone)  as  ''a  set 
df  the  most  unmitigated  rufiBans  in  the 
world."  The  Appendix  to  the  Eeport, 
mt  page  69,  told  them — 

**  Worthless  adventurcrH  driven  from  other 
eonntries  by  their  ovdl  habits  and  other  faults, 
luiTC  souj^ht  a  rt'fugo  amonp^  thes^j  islands  in 
amnbcrs  out  of  all  jiroportion  to  the  rest  of  the 
iettlers,  and  by  their  example  and  influence  too 
often  load  their  weaker  minded  neighbours  in 
fheir  footsteps." 

They  drink  kava,  which — 

**  Producing  a  partial  paralysis  of  the  muscular 
^jTstcm,  together  with  a  lethargic  state  of  the 
MQsibility,  without  the  excitement,  coma,  and 
following  discomfort  of  drunkenness,  has  recom- 
mended it  to  many  when  alcohol  cannot  be  got." 

He  begged  to  recommend  this  to  the 
Home  Secretary  when  he  next  meddled 
irith  Intoxicating  Liquors  Bills — 

"  Its  taste  has  been  compared  to  that  of  Gre- 
gor}'*s  Hklixture  combintnl  ^-ith  soapsuds,  and  its 
appoarance  to  that  of  dirty  dish  water,  ice.  Of 
iho  presence  of  delirium  tremens  there  is  no  lack 
of  evidence." 

But  in  addition  to  all  that,  Fiji  had 
incurred  a  debt  of  £80,000  within  two 
years.  There  must  surely  be  some 
great  and  good  object  to  be  gained  by 
taking  these  people  over.  They  were 
told  the  proper  thing  was  a  Crown 
Ck)lony — a  despotism  tempered  by  the 
advice  of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
what  did  they  know  about  these  people  ? 
They  were  in  almost  total  ignorance  re- 
specting them.  He  had  ascertained  that 
the  name  of  these  Islands  was  pro- 
nounced in  15  different  ways,  and 
whereas  the  Prime  Minister  called  them 
the  Fi-ji  Islands,  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  pronounced  it  Fee-gee.  The  hon. 
Memoer  for  Lambeth  said  this  subject 
had  been  much  discussed  both  in  the 
House  and  in  the  Press;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  was  wrong  on  that  point.    The 


question  had  been  discussed  only  twice, 
and  really  the  Press  coidd  not  know 
much  about  it,  whatever  the  papers 
might  say.  In  fact,  nobody  knew  any- 
thing about  it  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
talked  about  an  unanimous  request 
for  annexation;  but  he  thought  that 
had  been  exploded.  If  it  was  really 
desirable  to  adopt  this  policy,  was  it  not 
curious  that  the  great  boon  of  annexa- 
tion shoidd  have  been  reserved  for  this 
country  ?  Both  Germany  and  the  United 
States  had  had  these  Islands  offered  to 
them,  and  those  nations  were  sharp 
enough  to  know  what  was  a  good  bar- 
gain. They  had  refused,  however,  to 
accept  them,  and  had  left  us  to  make 
the  bad  bargain.  We  made  a  bad  bar- 
gain with  reference  to  the  Gold  Coast. 
It  had  already  cost  us  £1,000,000,  and 
it  would  shortly  cost  us  another  if  we  did 
not  speedily '  get  rid  of  it.  The  Gold 
Coast  should  be  a  warning  to  us.  There 
was  an  indescribable  simplicity  in  the 
people  of  this  country  in  mixing  them- 
selves up  with  such  transactions.  For 
himself,  ne  actually  shuddered  when  he 
heard  of  an  adventurer  or  a  geographer 
going  hunting  about  the  world  and  dis- 
covering a  fresh  island  in  some  barbarous 
sea.  That  meant  sooner  or  later  the 
establishment  of  a  Crown  Colony,  and 
the  imposition  of  fresh  taxes  upon  the 
people  of  England.  Philanthropy  had  un- 
fortunately been  mixed  up  with  this  ques- 
tion. Now,  'he  was  of  the  same  opinion 
as  Mr.  Albert  Grant,  who  had  lately  lefb 
that  House,  very  much  to  the  regret  of 
himself.  He  objected  to  unite  business 
and  philanthropy.  He  should  like, 
therefore,  to  know  whether  the  taking 
over  of  these  Islands  meant  business  or 
philanthropy?  It  was  said  annexation 
was  necessary  to  put  down  the  slave 
trade ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  they  might 
put  a  stop  to  the  slave  trade  without 
annexing  the  Islands.  The  case  of  New 
Zealand  should  be  a  warning  to  us. 
What  occurred  there  ?  Simply  because 
we  did  not  clearly  understand  the  titles 
to  land  in  that  country,  we  had  been  in- 
volved in  a  war  which  cost  us  £11,000,000. 
It  would  be  cheaper  to  send  ships  to 
bring  over  or  take  elsewhere  the  2,000 
sufferers  from  delirium  tremens  and  leave 
the  Methodists  and  the  cannibals  to 
settle  matters  between  themselves.  But 
the  Colonial  lltGnister  let  the  whole  truth 
out  when  he  said  the  moment  English 
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jsovcroignty  was  acknowledged,  the  value 
of  land  in  the  Islands  would  be — not 
doubled,  but  quadrupled  for  those  in 
behalf  of  wliom  we  were  about  to  pledge 
our  credit,  and  i)os.sibly  our  blood  and 
treasure.  Something  had  been  said  of 
the  blessing  of  our  rule  and  civilization 
to  the  Natives  of  l^iji.  Tlie  blessing  we 
conferred  on  Native  tribes  of  any  country 
we  colonized  was  tlieir  extermination. 
If  always  ended  so,  except  in  the  case 
of  India.  He  had  heard  lately  of  a 
tribe  of  North  American  Indians.  It 
was  once  a  noble  tribe,  but  was  now  al- 
most extinct,  for  nothing  remained  but 
one  old  chief,  two  worn-out  horses,  and 
three  gallons  of  whisky,  and  as  when 
last  seen  the  Chief  was  engaged  in 
drinking  the  whisky  it  was  believed  that 
shoi-tlv  nothinjjr  would  be  left.  Did  the 
lion.  Member  think  that  we  were  such 
(excellent  governors  that  our  rule  abroad 
must  bo  perfect  ?  Was  the  state  of  this 
countrv  an  absolute  Paradise  ?  He 
could  not  think  so  when  we  had  a  stand- 
ing army  of  1,000,000  paupers,  and 
while  our  ^aj.)ls  were  filled  in  the  midst 
of  our  civilization.  AVo  talked  of  spread- 
ing our  national  religion  abroad,  but  ho 
would  tell  the  House  what  our  practice 
was.  AVo  raised  about  .{:30,0()(),000 
a-year  by  encouraging  p(M)ph»  to  drink, 
and  we  spent  nearly  tliat  £;50,000,0()0  in 
weapons,  men,  and  war.  Our  gods 
might  thus  be  said  to  bo  I»acchus  and 
!Mars — the  God  of  l^attlc»s  and  the  God 
of  ]>«)ttlos.  J  Jut  h(.'  would  jmt  the  case 
on  rather  lower,  altliough.  perhaps, 
stronger  grounds.  Had  n(>t  this  Parlia- 
nunit  enougli  to  do?  What  a  Session 
they  had  had  of  it  ?  How  many  harassed 
and  worri«.'d  classes,  and  individuals,  and 
trades  had  th(y  put  right  (luring  the 
Session?  During  the  last  live  months 
they  had  been  engnged  in  legislating  for 
enthusiastic  Kitualit^ts,  plundering  pub- 
licans, indiscreet  Bishops,  aggrieved  Com- 
missioners, and  bond  fidf  drunkards. 
Parliament  had  been  overl)urdened  with 
work,  and  he  <'ntn^ated  it  not  to  add  to 
its  anxiety  by  annexing  the  "'  King  of 
the  Cannibal  Islands,*'  and  those  inte- 
resting savages  who  had  wound  them- 
selves round  the  heart  and  aftections  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lam- 
beth. 

]\Ir.  MT^NDELLA  said,  that  as  no 
ind<'pendent  ^Member  had  supported  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Iklember  for  Lambeth, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
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subject   before  the  House.    His  W 
Friend  (Sir  WilfHd  Lawaon;  had  i^ 
minded    the    House    that    we   liad  i 
standing   army  of    1,000,000  pauj«^; 
but  how  many  would  there  be  &:  this 
moment  but  for  our  Colonies,  and  ^ 
emigration  which  they  had  enal'M;^ 
to  carry  out.     We    had    the  p^i*< 
Colonies  in  the   world.     He,  lor  je-. 
deprecated  the  tone  in  which  our  Q-l^ 
nies  were  sometimes  spoken  of  Lv  wci 
of  his  hon.  Friends  on  that  Hide  •'kf  t^ 
House;  and  he  rejoiced  that  thf-  Xi'.c 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  fur  tL 
Colonics  had  spoken  in  such  a  iiu£r 
tone  as  to  the  colonial  policy  of  tht-  »}'^- 
vernment.     So  far  from  foeling  th-  ^E- 
trust  in  tlie  Colonial  Office  which  had  b^i 
expressed  that  night,  ho  would  say.  witi 
out  making  any  invidious  compari^ii- 
that  he  felt  tho  fullest  and  nios^t  imp'il :: 
confidence  in  the  wisdom,  hunianitr.  a::c 
patriotism  of  the   noble  Lord  wh«>  pr- 
sided  over  tho  Colonial   Office,    rn-a 
never  was   a    more    general  wish  in  i 
Colony  than  thero  was  in  Fiji  thai  d» 
British  GK>vernment  should  takeovi-riLr 
Colony.     The  Commissioners  state^i  thtf 
tho  lesser  Chiefs  were  even  more  anxi*>&e 
for  annexation   than    the  great  Chiefs 
With  regard  to  the  dfdit,  our  Australiaa 
Cohmies  had  expressed  tlieir  willin^e» 
to  take  anv  reasonable  share  of  it  th-: 
might  be  allotted  to  thrm.     TIk-  tjuf^ 
tion  was,  whether  these  I.slands  wi-iv  tvi 
have  British  rule  and  justice,  or  Bri>L 
lawlessness  and  civil  war.     The  Islani* 
were  in  a  state  of  anarchy,  and  in  th- 
interests  of  civilization  and  liumaLitj .: 
was    our    duty   to    acci.'pt    the  cessii. 
There  was  nothing    like    the  •'lu««-: 
territory "   which   hud  been  sj^kcr.  ■  f 
The  people  had  invited  us  to  rule  oxrr 
them,  and  if  we  failed   to  do  so,  jitni- 
other  Government  would  probably  K-p 
in.     The  French  had  taken  i>osses!?ion if 
New  Caledonia  as  a  penal  settlomett. 
and  it  was  a  disgrace  to  us  that  we  Lai 
allowed  them  to  do  so.    The  Secretary  '•: 
•State  had  refused  to  accept  the  ct^s  -r. 
imless  it  was  made  unconditionally,  aii 
Lord  Carnarvon  and    the   Cfovernni'Ei 
had  done  tho  only  wise  thing  that  c<»uli 
bo  done  by  sending  Sir  Hercules  Eobia* 
son  to  inquire  into  the   circumstoLCw. 
We  might  get  rid  of  all  our  difficulties 
by  shirking  our  obvious  duties;  but  i: 
would  be  a  case  of  absolute  cowardice  ii 
the  Government  wore  to  shirk  herein  the 
duty  that  was  plainly  and  obviousljbefcm 
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them.  K  the  Govommont  were  to  allow 
the  United  States  to  obtain  these  Islands, 
because  Great  Britain  refused  to  take 
them,  they  would  be  regarded  with 
Mom  and  contempt  by  our  Australian 
•Oolonies. 

Mr.  AVIIJ.IAM  M^AETHUR  said, 

lie.  was  satisfied  with  the  debate,  and, 

MB  he  had  full  confidence  in  the  Govern- 

-ment,  he  was  willing  to  withdraw  his 

liotion. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  was  un- 
Hilling  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 
until  a  division  had  been  taken. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  81  ;  Noes 
38:  Majority  53. 

Main  Question  put,  and  negatived. 


POST  OFFICE— AVEST  INDIA  MAIL 
CONTllACT.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  W.  n.  SMITH,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Contract  entered  into  with  the 
Boyal  Mail'  Steam  Packet  Company  for 
the  conveyance  of  Mails  to  and  from  the 
West  Indies  be  approved,  said,  this  con- 
tract had  been  entered  into  to  effect  a 
service  very  nearly  the  same  as  that 
which  was  now  conducted  for  a  much 
larger  sum  of  money.  The  only  omis- 
sion from  this  contra(;t  was  that  of  the 
service  to  Mexico.  The  subsidy  to  be 
paid  under  this  contract  was  £84,750, 
as  against  a.  payment  at  present  of 
JB  172, 9 14,  and  the  contract  was  to  con- 
tinue for  five  years.  Her  Majesty's 
(Government  had  advertised  for  tenders, 
and  besides  that  received  from  the  Royal 
Mail  Steam  Packet  Company,  a  second 
had  been  received  from  Messrs.  Alfred 
Holt  and  Company  for  £129,000,  and  a 
third  from  another  West  India  Steam 
Company  for  £120,000.  It  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House  to  know  that 
the  very  serious  loss  sustained  by  the 
public  as  between  the  postage  realized 
by  the  Post  Office  and  the  amoimt  paid 
to  the  Company  was  now  reduced  almost 
to  nothing — at  least,  it  would  not  amount 
to  more  than  £12,000  or  £14,000  a- 
year,  instead  of  £80,000  or  £90,000. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  to  answer  all 
questions,  and  would  now  simply  move 
tiiat  the  contract  be  approved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**ThAt  the  Contract  entorod  into  with  the 
Boyal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Ck>mpany  for   the 


conveyance  of  Mails  to  and  from  the  West 
Indies  be  approved.** — {Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith,) 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  said,  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Motion,  but  he  must  ob- 
ject to  contracts  entered  into  for  so  long 
a  period.  He  could  understand  that  the 
Company  would  say  that  new  ships  would 
have  to  be  built  for  the  new  contract. 
That  argument  might  have  done  well 
20  years  ago,  but  would  not  apply  to 
the  present  day,  as  these  ships  were 
now  built  for  carrying  cargo,  ana  not  for 
mails. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  moved— 

"That  the  further  Contract  hotwoen  the 
Postmaster  General  and  the  lioyal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  Companv,  under  which  it  is  pro>'ided 
that  the  Vessels  of  the  Royal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  ComiMiny  shall  call  at  PljTnouth  on 
their  homeward  voyage  to  land  the  Mails,  he 
approved." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  had  received 
memorials  from  various  influential  com- 
mercial bodies  representing  that  there 
was  an  important  omission  in  the  con- 
tract with  the  Company,  which  had  been 
formally  settled  by  the  late  Government, 
in  not  requiring  the  vessels  to  call  at 
Plymouth.  To  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
and  other  northern  towns  which  had  a 
larffe  correspondence  with  the  West 
Indies  it  made  a  difference  in  some  cases 
of  24  hours,  and  in  all  of  12  hours,  whe- 
ther the  steamers  called  at  a  western 
l)ort  before  reaching  Southampton,  and 
therefore  to  secure  the  earlier  delivery 
of  letters  in  the  provinces,  the  Govern- 
ment felt  it  necessary  to  call  upon  the 
Boyal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Company  to 
continue  to  call  at  Plymouth.  They 
were  asked  to  do  so  without  further 
charge;  but  they  represented  that  the 
reduction  they  had  made  was  so  large 
that  they  coidd  not  incur  the  additional 
cost  of  calling  at  Plymouth  without  an 
addition  to  their  subsidy.  Therefore, 
the  Government  thought  it  right  to  sanc- 
tion an  additional  contract  for  the  pay- 
ment of  £2,000  for  calling  with  the 
homeward  maiU  at  Plymouth  for  the 
Ave  years  the  original  contract  had  to 
run. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  the  further  Contract  between  the 
Postmaster  General  and  the  fioyal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  Company,  mider  which  it  is  provided 
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that  the  Vcudfl  of  tho  Hoyal  Mail  Steam  Packet 
(^mpituy  shall  call  nt  Plvmnuth  on  their  home- 
ward vovuKO  to  hind  the  iLiils,  bo  njiprovcd." — 
(Jf-'.  m-/l,-,„«  Hem-.j  Smith.) 

Mr.  D.  JENIONS  contended  that  tlie 
delivery  of  the  mails  would  be  accele- 
rated by  the  substitution  of  the  more 
westerly  port  of  Falmouth  for  that  of 
Plymouth.  It  was  Hatd  that  there  was 
lint  a  tiingle  lino  of  railway  between 
Falmouth  and  Plymouth;  but  a  portion 
of  theiino  between  Exeter  and  Plymoutli 
was  also  a  single  line.  If  advantage 
Mas  gained  by  landing  at  a  western  port 
it  must  bo  increased  by  calling  at  the 
moat  westerly  port,  and,  in  flie  mer- 
chant service,  for  one  vessel  that  called 
at  Plymonth  for  orders,  or  to  land  de- 
spatches, 50  called  at  Falmouth.  That 
would  not  be  the  case  if  it  were  not  the 
better  port  so  fur  aa  tho  saving  of  time 
was  eoueorned.  Tho  matter  had  been 
under  discussion  !tO  or  40  years,  and  the 
ovidenue  given  before  a  Conunittee  of 
tliis  IIouso  in  1840  by  Captain  Evans 
and  Captain  Plumloy,  of  the  Royal 
Navy,  was  coucluaive  in  favour  of  Fal- 
mouth as  against  Plymouth.  Falmouth 
was  between  40  and  60  miles  west  of 
Plymouth,  and  steamships  mode  for  tlie 
Lizard  Point,  in  passing  which  thoy 
wore  within  throe  or  four  miles  of  tho 
ontraneo  to  Falmouth  harbour.  Thore 
was  a  railway  parallel  with  the  sea- 
coast,  and  it  wua  absurd  to  assume  that 
.1  steamship  coiUd  traverse  the  distance 
in  the  same  time  ns  a  railway  train. 
Largo  sums  of  money  had  been  ex- 
pended at  Faliuoutli  in  eojiatructing 
docks,  in  deepening  tlie  harbuur,  and  in 
connecting  tho  rruln-ay  with  tho  landing 
stage,  in  the  roasouablo  hope  that  the 
Govenmtent  would,  in  the  public  in- 
ti^resfs,  select  Falmouth  aa  &e  port  of 
cull,  seeing  thut  it  was  connected  by 
railway  witli  all  pai'ts  of  the  Kingdom 
In  conclusion,  he  moved,  as  an  Amend 
iiient,  that  so  much  of  tho  "West  ludii 
Ifail  Contract  as  authorized  the  sum  of 
i!2,0(10  per  annum  for  calling  at  I'ly. 
moutli  with  the  homeward  Mails  be  not 
sanctioned. 

Mr.  young,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  .'iaid  that,  unlike  the 
Mover,  he  had  no  connection  with  Fal- 
mouth, but  thought,  if  there  were  tc 
be  n  port  of  call  it  had  better  be  thc- 
most  westerly  port,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, for  going  to  Falmouth  at  once. 
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Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "TTnt'ti 
i-ndof  the  Uucfltion,  in  Older  touUOev 
•'  su  Diuch  of  the  West  Indis  Uul  CoUbi 
iiuthoriiiea  the  ium  of  £2,000  pei  u^ 
I^)Jling  at  Plymouth  with  tho  hDmevnd  ) 
be  not  8anrtionod,"^(Jf/-.  OaridJmtim^ 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "Tliat  the  i 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  put  o 
Question." 

Mr.  bates  said,  the  hon.  lb 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  thit 
this  question  vas  oincussed  bdc 
was  merely  with  refereni^e  to  tl 
spective  merits  of  Southamptoi 
Plymouth,  the  point  discussM  1 
been  whether  Southampton,  PIji 
or  Falmouth  should  be  selected. 
Committee  which  sat  to  coniidc 
question  unanimously  came  to  tl 
elusion  that  Plymouth  was  the  bes 
at  which  the  mails  could  be  landi 
consequently  the  mails  had  been 
at  that  port  since  1869.  The  L 
vemment  in  drawing  up  the  ne 
tract  had  accidentally  suostituted 
amptan  for  Plymouth  as  the  pi 
landing  the  mails,  and  he  havii^] 
out  the  mistake  and  numerous  F 
from  Liverpool  and  other  com: 
centres  in  favour  of  Plymouth 
boon  received  the  mistake  was  rei 
He  did  not  think   that  for  the 


ceive  their  letters  by  these  m 
hours  later  than  they  did  at  I 
which  would  be  the  result  of  1 
tho  mails  at  Falmouth  instead  of 
mouth.  Falmouth  was  a  ver 
and  a  very  nice  port ;  but  it  CO 
compare  for  convenience  with  PIt 
which  vesaols  could  enter  at  a) 
of  the  tide  and  in  any  state  of  tl 
tlier.  Under  these  circumstan 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Membei 
seriously  press  his  Motion. 

Mr,  T.  E.  smith  said,   he  1 
tho  opinions  that  had    been  es 


it  appeared  to  him  strange  th 
Majesty's  Government  shoidd  be 
to  pay  £2,000  per  annum  additit 
having  the  mails  landed  at  a  [i> 
convenience  of  which  mercanti 
did  not  recognize.  He  trusted  t 
Member  for  Penryn  and  Falmontl 
go  to  a  division  on  the  subject. 
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TheCHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER expressed  his  regret  that  the 
Postmaster  General,  being  confined  to 
luB  house  by  rather  severe  indisposition, 
was  unable  to  be  present  on  that  occa- 
sion, seeing  that  no  one  was  able  to 
enter  so  fully  into  the  subject  as  he  could 
do.  As  far  as  the  Treasury  had  received 
information  on  the  matter,  it  appeared 
that  the  contract  having  been  originally 
made  to  land  the  mails  at  Southampton, 
oommercial  gentlemen  residing  in  Scot- 
land and  the  North  of  England  thought 
they  would  be  prejudiced  by  the  conse- 
quent delay  in  thedelivery  of  their  letters, 
and  a  large  number  of  memorials,  signed 
by  eentlemen  of  considerable  standing  and 
eminence  in  the  commercial  world,  were 
presented  to  the  Postmaster  General  and 
to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject.  The 
effect  of  these  memorials  was  to  induce 
the  Treasury  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
^  the  Postmaster  General  that  this  addi- 
tional sum  of  £2,000  per  annum  should 
be  paid  in  order  to  enable  the  mails  to 
be  landed  at  Plymouth  instead  of  South- 
ampton. The  hon.  Member  for  Penryn 
and  Falmouth  had  now,  with  laudable 
jseal,  put  in  his  claim  on  behalf  of  the 
constituency  he  represented,  and  cer- 
tainly no  one  who  knew  the  West  of 
England,  and  especially  Falmouth,  woidd 
fail  to  appreciate  the  merits  of  that  port, 
with  the  charms  of  which  he  was  per- 
sonally acquainted.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  not  one  of  the  memorials  to  which 
he  had  referred  had  suggested  that  Fal- 
mouth should  be  selected  as  the  port  for 
landing  the  mails ;  and,  doubtless,  the 
Postmaster  General  had  been  influenced 
in  his  decision  in  favour  of  Plymouth  by 
that  fact,  and  also  by  the  fact  that  there 
was  only  a  single  line  of  rails  running 
eastward  from  the  former  place,  the 
traffic  on  which  was  of  a  very  slow 
character.  He  thought  the  feeling  of 
the  House  would  be  entirely  in  favour 
of  the  decision  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
who  had  no  interest  whatever  in  select- 
ing one  of  these  ports  rather  than 
another. 

Me.  ANDERSON  said,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  in  the  preparation  of 
this  second  contract  a  great  mistake  had 
been  made  by  the  Government.  Not- 
withstanding that  in  the  late  contract 
there  was  no  stipulation  to  call  at  a 
western  port,  still,  when  the  new  con- 
tract came  up,  the  Government  forgot 
altogether    about   a   former    omission. 


The  Company  took  advantage  of  that, 
and  the  Government  had  had  to  alter 
the  contract  in  order  to  get  the  mails 
delivered  at  Plymouth,  as  they  were 
before.  If  it  were  a  question  between 
Plymouth  and  Falmouth,  he  shoidd 
have  nothing  to  say ;  but  it  was  a  question 
between  Plymouth  and  Southampton. 
If  the  mails  were  landed  at  Southampton, 
the  whole  of  the  northern  letters  would 
be  a  day  later  in  being  delivered.  The 
question  was  between  paying  £2,000 
a-year,  or  having  the  northern  letters 
delivered  24  hours  later ;  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  should  vote  for  paying 
the  £2,000. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  observed, 
that  the  £2,000  was  paid  not  because 
the  mails  were  delivered  at  Plymouth, 
but  because  they  were  delivered  at  some 
port  other  than  Southampton ;  and  there 
were  serious  objections  to  Falmouth  and 
Southampton  which  did  not  apply  to 
Plymouth.  He  would  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  had  decided  in  favour  of  Ply- 
mouth, and  he  hoped,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Amendment  would  not 
be  accepted,  especially  as  by  making 
Plymouth  the  port  of  call  the  people  of 
Glasgow  and  the  North  of  England 
would  receive  their  letters  several  hours 
earlier. 

Mr.  HEEMON  said,  it  was  ho  and 
others,  who  had  urged  the  Government 
to  land  the  mails  at  Plymouth,  who  were 
chiefly  to  blame  for  the  decision  in  the 
matter  which  had  been  arrived  at.  If 
it  could  be  shown  that  if  the  mails  were 
landed  at  Falmouth  they  would  bo  re- 
ceived in  the  North  of  England  12  hours 
earlier,  he  should  be  happy  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  for  that  borough  his  sup- 
port on  a  future  occasion. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  pointed  out 
that  the  tenders  were  open  tenders,  and 
that  the  Company  having  proposed  to 
start  from  Southampton  on  more  favour- 
able terms  than  could  be  obtained  from 
others,  the  proposal  was  accepted.  Sub- 
sequently, memorials  had  been  received 
pointing  out  the  importance  of  Pljrmouth. 
The  Supplementary  Vote  was  one  which, 
under  the  circimisttmces,  he  thought  the 
House  would  do  well  to  assent  to. 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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pass  their  vessels  throngh  tlie  Caail 

They  represented  the  mconTenienc«  o! 

landing  their  passengers  and  goods  c 

Suez   and    embarking    them    again  s*. 

Alexandria,,  and  how  their  interwt  saf- 

fored  by  the  continuance  of  the  strin^ra: 

provisions  of  the  contract   under  whici 

they  worked.     The  Post  Office  expre^srf 

their   willingness     to    accept  a  ^^Tr> 

which  would  effect  a  saving  of  14  tons 

in  the  transit  of  mails  ri'ti  Brindisi  !n 

Bombay,  Point  de  Galle,  Hong  Kons. 

and  Japan,    leaving   the    s^rvire  fr.i 

Bombay  exactly'  as  it  was  under  the  c*.ii- 

tract,  and  suggesting  that  a  further  24 

hours  should  be  allowed  for  the  senrkt 

from  Bombay  to  Southampton,  iindrifi 

rensd,   Tlie  Postmaster  General  required 

that  an  abatement  should  be  mail''  &(& 

the  subsidy  of  £30,000  a  year.     ThrP^ 

ninsular  and  Oriental  Conipanj- dt«clinri 

the  pi-oposal ;  but  offered  in  rftum  to 

convoy  the  mails  from  England  to  tk« 

ports  of  Bombay,   Calcutta,    Shanghai 

and  Yokohama  in   2-1    hours  losss  ticf 

than  thoy  were  bound  by  thoir  cxi<tiiij 

arrangement  to  do.       The   Post  Offict 

would  not  accede  to  this  propjosal.  and 

the  reason  why  no  iiltoration  was  effcil«d 

under  the  late  Government  sseemcii  to  br 

mainly  that  the  induction  of  subsi'lv  to 

whicli  the  Company  was  willing  t«»  *ul- 

mit  was  not  sufficient.     "When  In*  »am»» 

to  consider  the   matter,   after  fntennj 

upon  liis  present  office,  ho  was  inclin^'i 

at  first   to   take   the    same    view.     T!:- 

Company  seemed  to  have  los^t   a  larp- 

part  of  tlif'ir  rt* venue  bj'  the  transfiT  nf 

a  poi*tion  of  thoir  busint»ss  to  other  Coci- 

pauios    and    shipowner.-^,     and    it    wi< 

thought  tliat  their  object  was  to  n^gain 

that  business  by  means  of  a  chang*"  in 

the  provisions  of  the  mail  c(>ntra«*t.    (»!i 

making     inquiries,     however,     it    va- 

found  that  the  advantage  to  be  gain<='i 

by  tlio  Company  would  not  be  so  gnrii 

as  had  been  supposed.     In  one  ri/sp«'Ct, 

no  doubt,  there  would  bo  an  advanta::t'. 

inasmuch  as  the  Company  would  not  h? 

ol)lige(l,  as  it  seemed  it  had  si»m«.tinj*^ 

been,  to  land  the  mails  at  the  jwrt  on 

one  side  of  the  Isthmus  and  pa*««  th** 

steamer  as  quickly  as  possible  throu^'b 

the  (^anal,  in  order  that,  at  the  port  un 

other  side,  she  might  take  up  th».'  same 

mails.     The  present   Government  took 

the  matter  into  consideration,  and  while 

he  was  as  anxious  as  any  one  to  save  the 

pu])lie  monej'  wherever  it  was  possible 

to  do  so,  he  submitted  that  the  arrange- 


Reiohed,  That  the  further  Contract  between 
tlie  PostmaBter  tteneral  and  the  Royal  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Comiiany,  undor  which  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  Vr-HstjlH  of  the  Koyal  Mail  St«'Jim 
I'aoket  Cmnpony  shall  call  at  Plpnouth  on  their 
homeward  voyage  to  land  the  IMails,  be  ap- 
proved. 

l^OST   OFFICE— EAST  INDIA,  CHINA, 

AND  JAPAN  MAILS  CONTILVCT. 

RESOLUTIOX. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  rose  to  move— 

*'  That  the  CVmtr.ict  entered  into  l)etw<>en  the 
]*ostinaster  C4(.'neral  and  the  IV.'ninaiilar  and 
()ri«»nlal  Stt-am  Navigjition  Cnnipany  for  the 
<oiivoyanc(^  of  the  East  India,  C'hina,  and  Japan 
mails  be  approved." 

The  hon.  IMember  said,   he    regretted 
having  to  propose  a  Motion  which  an 
h<in.  !Member  (jMr.  Rathbone),  who  had 
the  regard  of    every    Member    of  that 
House,  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose;  but 
nevertlieless  he  (Mr.  Smith)  hoped  he 
should  bo  able  to  persuade  the  House 
that  the  proposals  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter  were  just,  fair,  and  reason- 
able, and  to  the  public  advantage.    Tliis 
was  not  a  now  contract,  but  a  proposal 
to  modify  an  existing  contract  with  a 
Company  which  had  conveyed  the  mails 
between  England  and  the  East  during 
Iho  last  six  or  seven  years,  and  would 
continue   to    do    so    for   a    subsidy   of 
£-i.0(),OO()  a-year  until  the  Ist  Ecbruarv, 
IH80.      Tlie  contract  was  entered   into 
in  1807,  and  was  modified  in   1870  at 
Ihe  instance  of  tlie  noblo  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  New  Ixadiior  (the  Marquess  of 
Ilartingtou),  who   was    tli<m  the    Post- 
nijistcr  (Tcni^ral.     Tlie  Government  had 
up  to  tliat  time  been  in  a  stn't  of  partner- 
ship with  that  Company.      It  had  un- 
dertaken to  pay  £l(K),000  a  year,  and 
to    contribute    a     further    sum    up    to 
I'iV. 0,000,  incmler  to  make  the  dividend 
up  to  C  per  cent  if  it  should  not  be  earned 
by  the  Compaiiy  in  its  ordinary  commer- 
cial transactions.     It  was  folt  that  there 
were  great  inconveniences  in  tlie  associa- 
tion of  the  Government  with  a  Compan}' 
in  a  spt.'cios  of  i)artnership,  and  a  iixed 
subsidy   of    £  l.)0,000  a-vear   was  con- 
sentedtoin  lion  of  the  then  existing  ar- 
rangement.     At    that   time    the    »Suez 
Canal  was  scarctdy  open  ;  but  within  the 
last  three  or  four  years  tlioro  had  been  a 
practical  transfer  of  the  traflic  in  pas- 
sengers and    goods  from  the  long  sea 
voyage  t<j  the  passage  through  the  Canal. 
In    1873  the   Company  applied  to   the 
Guveniment  of  the  day  for  ]^ennissiou  to 
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~    ment  which  had  been  entered  into  was 
flur  and  reasonable.    There  was  a  sub- 
^  sitting  engagement  with  the  Company 
4^  which  would  entitle  them  to  come  to  the 
§  €k>vemment  and  say — **  We  are  willing 
9  to  make  such  and  such  terms  to  the  pub- 
3  He    advantage  provided  certain  condi- 
ef^tions  be  relaxed  in  our  favour."     Well, 
^,  lie  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  not  be 
^  tor  the  public  benefit  that  the  Company 
should    be  put  into  a  position  which 
would  be  hard  on  any  contractor  who 
'f  andeavoured    fairly     and    honestly    to 
a }  carry  out  his  contract.    .If  it  were  a  new 
I    contract,  he  confessed  he  would  desire  to 
^  i  put  it  up  to  competition  and  to  alter  the 
I .  verms  ;  out  we  had  now  to  consider  the 
! :  position  in  which  we  found  ourselves, 
and  under  these  circumstances,  he  sub- 
^^  mitted  to  the  House  that  a  fair  proposal 
'was  made.     An  entirely  new  trade  had 
sprung  up  within  the   last  few  years, 
owing,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  fact 
tliat  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Com- 
pany had  been  excluded  by  the  terms  of 
their  contract  from  the  profitable  use  of 
the  Suez  Canal.     Those  who  objected  to 
the  contract — and  their  representations 
deserved  the  most  serious  consideration 
•^had  alleged  that  there  was  no  gain  in 
time,  but  an  absolute  loss  in  the  propo- 
sal now  submitted  to  the  House.     But 
those  gentlemen  lost  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  Post  Office  under    successive 
Administrations  had  thought    it  right 
and  necessary  to  proscribe  certain  times 
of  stoppage  during  the  period  of  the 
▼oyage  from  England  to   the  extreme 
Sast,  a  circumstance  which  had  not  been 
taken  into  account  by  the  objectors  to  the 
new  contract.      Under    different    time- 
tables sanctioned  by  different  Postmasters 
General  for  the  last  six  years,  there  had 
been  stoppages  of  24  hours  at  Aden  on 
the  outward  voyage,  and  20  hours  on  the 
homeward,  28  hours  at  Point  de  Galle, 
six  hours  at  Penang,  and  other  stoppages 
of  a  similar  character,  amounting  to  the 
difference  between  the  estimate  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  proper  time  for 
^e  service  and  the  time  in  which  it  was 
to  be  performed,  which   would  justify 
his  statement  that  there  would  be  an  ac- 
tual saving  of  24  hours  on  the  passage 
outwards  to  India  and  China,  and  of  40 
hours  on  the  passage  to  Australia.     But 
if  the  House   refused  to   sanction  this 
proposal,  there  would  be  no  acceleration 
of  the  mails  beyond  the  extent  which  his  i 
nffht  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair)  endeavoured  to  secure  in  Feb- 


ruary last,  and  which  was  limited  to  10 
hours.  We  should  lose  the  small  sum 
which  the  Company  undertook  to  sur- 
render from  their  subsidy  of  £450,000, 
and  also  the  great  advantage  of  being 
able  to  exact  the  penalties  for  delays 
whether  occasioned  by  stress  of  weather 
or  any  cause  other  than  shipwreck. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  recommend  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  contract  as  one  fully 
justified,  and  as  tending  largely  to  the 
advantage  of  the  mercantile  community. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Contract  entered  into  between  the 
PoRtmastor  General  and  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Steam  Navigpation  Company  for  the 
eonvoyaneo  of  the  East  India,  C^ina,  and  Japan 
Mails  be  approved." — {Mr.  IFilliam  Henry 
Smith.) 

'  Mb.  EATHBONE,  after  presenting  a 
Petition  from  the  Liverpool  Chamber  of 
Commerce  praying  the  House  not  to 
approve  the  contract,  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  it  be  not  approved 
this  Session.  He  and  those  who  agreed 
with  him  felt  no  want  of  confidence  in 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury;  they 
acknowledged  his  anxiety  for  the  public 
purse  and  his  desire  for  the  promotion 
of  trade.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  met 
the  representations  which  had  been 
addressed  to  him  in  a  candid  spirit,  he 
had  withdrawn  one  contract  and  accepted 
modifications  in  another,  and  the  very 
fact  that  he  had  done  so  showed  how 
necessary  it  was  that  when  a  question 
of  such  difficulty,  of  such  wide  bearings, 
and  important  consequences  to  the  trade 
of  the  country  was  proposed,  there  should 
be  no  undue  haste,  but  that  ample  time 
should  be  ffiven  for  its  consideration. 
The  original  contract  was  made  on  the 
9th  of  November,  1867,  before  the  Go- 
vernment had  time  to  receive  represen- 
tations on  the  subject  of  the  great  im- 
providence which  was  being  shown.  It 
was  made  for  12  years  at  a  period  when 
the  greatest  improvements  were  being 
eiGfected  in  the  construction  of  steamers, 
and  when  there  was  every  prospect  of 
the  mails  being  carried  with  increased 
celerity.  When  the  contract  was  made 
the  main  sources  of  revenue  contemplated 
by  the  Company  and  the  Government 
were  the  mails  and  the  passengers.  The 
quantity  of  goods  carried  was  small,  but 
the  opening  of  the  Suez  Canal  made  an 
enormous  difference  in  that  respect.  It 
was  notorious  to  everyone  acquainted 
with  the  shipping  trade  that  if  such  a 
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contract  had  to  be  made  now,  it  would  that  contract  until  fbrthertimewtap 

be  made  at  enormously  reduced  rates,  for  its  consideration ;  and  the  Gtm 

The  Company  had  got  largely  overpaid  ment  ought  not  to  make  a  oontnci  i 

for  the  work.     [**No!"]     Would  the  tie  it  round  theirnecks  for  another 

hon.  Gentleman  who  saia  '*  No  "  stake  years  and  a-half  without  more  can! 

his  reputation  on  the  assertion  that  if  going    into    the    subject.      Mana 

this  contract  were  abrogated  it  would  Trieste,  and  similar  places  had  bcc 

not  be  taken  up  at  greatly  reduced  rates  ?  more  than  heretofore  the  centres  of  te 

He  ventured  to  think  that  when  the  and  it  was  only  by  the  enterprise  of 

Company  asked  to  be  relieved  &om  the  active  traders  that  so  large  a  poilk 

stipmations  in  order  to  be  enabled  to  the  traffic  through,  the  Suez  Ctiul 

compete    with   private    companies,  the  been  retained  for    this   country  v 

Government  were  bound  to  see  that  the  great  disadvantages-     Those  men 

country  should  obtain  such  a  reduction  fairly  said  that  before  a  contnct 

in  the  subsidy  as  would  be  equivalent  made  which  would  enable  a  large  n 

to  the  relaxation  they  might  grant.     If  poly  greatly  to  injure,  if  not  to  mint 

they  relaxed    the   stipulations  without  the  Government  ought  to  obtain  & 

reducing  the  subsidy,  the  taxpayer  would  country  some  commensurate  advn 

bo  unfairly  burdened  and  the  Company  He  hoped  the  Government  would 

would  have  a  surplus  fund  which  it  could  draw  tiie  contract  till  next  Session, 

use  to  suppress  competition.    The  Go-  all  events,  that  it  would  only  be  al 

vemment  ought  not  to  hurry  through  at  to  run  till  the  let  of  March,  in  od 

the  end  of  the  Session  without  sufficient  give  time  to  the  commercial  int€ii 

consideration  a  contract  which,  while  it  ascertain  its  true   character  and  < 

did  not  give  the  public  the  benefits  to  He  begged  to  movo  that  the  contr 

which  it  was  entitled,  would  inflict  a  not  confirmed, 

great  injury  on  the  shipping  interest.  Mr.     ANDERSON      seconded 

As  to  the  argument  that  diiOferent  Post-  Amendment.     He   thought  that  i 

masters  General  under  diiforent  Govern-  change  was  to  be  made  in  the  co 

luonts  had  all  taken  tlio  same  course,  at  all  it  ought  to  be  one  in  the  dir 

it  must  be  remembered  that  Postmasters  of  a  reduction  of  the  subsidy.     H< 

General  were  often  not  selected  for  their  plained  that  the  conveyance  of  the 

great  knowledge  of  mercantile   affaii*s,  to  India  by  the  Peninsular  and  Oi 

and  were  naturally  at  the  mercy  of  the  Company  took  a  much  lonp^r  tim« 

permanent  officials  of  the  Depai'tment,  was   necessary,  and  that   time  co' 

wlioso  bias  had  for  years  been  far  too  saved  were  another  Company  to  1 

mucli  in  favour  of  contractors,  and  far  ployed.     He  regarded  it  as  a  grea 

too  little  in  favour  of  the  public  interest,  fortune  to  be  tied  down  by  this  oc 

He  would  illustrate  the  want  of  vigilance  for  another  six  years,  because  if  i 

and  care  sliown  on  behalf  of  the  public  not  for    such   an    arrangement.  1 

by  the  case  of  the  West  India  and  Brazil  lieved  they  might  even  now  do  ys 

contracts,  in  respect  to  which  a  new  con-  a  subsidy.     He  hoped  the  Gover 

tract  of  a  most  improvident  description  would  not  insist  upon  pressing  th 

was  precipitately  entered  into.     A  prac-  this  new  contract  at  tliat  late  per 

tical  man  of  business  had  told  him  that  the  Session, 

he  would  have  been  glad  to  carry  out  a         i        i.                  j     x     i 

for  £12,000  the  service  for  which  the  ,.^^!^T°*    P~P?ff?'   *ZJ^] 

Government  had  given  £32,000.     With  J**  """"f     approved,     m  order  1 

regard  to  the  manner  in  wliiJh  the  Penin-  *^^  ,T     „    M      ^P^^^  J^J-  ^ 

sular  and  Oriental  Company  had  done  -if'--^<'f^ion»,)--mste^thet^ 

their  work,  he   (Mr.  Eithbone)  main-  .   ^'^^'^T'  ^!°^^'     '  ^**  *^* 

tained  that  they  could  have  done  it  a  'aPP^oved,' stand  part  of  the  Que, 

great  better  if  they  had  chosen,  and  that  Mr.  SAMUDA  said,  ho  thougl 

they  ought  to  have  gone  faster  consider-  his  hon.  Friend  who    brought  ftj 

iug  the  great  improvements  which  had  this  Motion  had   not    fully  apprc 

been  made  in  connection  with  steam-  the  subject  really  before  the  Hous 

boats.     Theyi  had  been  beaten  in  the  it  appeared  to  him  the  only  cours 

most    extraordinaiy    way    by    private  to  them  was  to  accept  that  whic 

traders.     The  private  trade  were  unable  been  recommended  by  the  Secret 

to  see  what  were  the  full  bearings  of  the  Treasury.     In  1867  a  contrac 

Mr,  Rathhone 
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^^texed  into  with  the  PeninBular  and 
r^Oriental  Company,  and  they  were  to 
;^>eoeiTe  either  £400,000  or  £500,000 
•year,  according  to  the  amount  of  re- 
they  were  able  to  get  from  the  con- 
ktntct  they  had  entered  into.  If  they 
^-€Oiild  obtain  a  fair  return  for  their  capi- 
^ttif  they  were  to  be  contented  by  receiv- 
£400,000.  If  not,  they  were  to  be 
le  to  draw  an  extra  £100,000  a-year 
make  up  for  the  deficiency.  If  they 
[iw^eived  6  per  cent  for  their  money  they 
iirere  to  be  contented ;  if  not  they  were 
receive  the  supplementary  sum.  After 
ivin^  had  the  contract  for  three  years 
[;fli&7  nad  not  been  able  to  get  a  sum 
^■nfficient  to  relieve  the  Government  from 

e^ying  the  extra  £  1 00, 000,  and  the  noble 
arouess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
file  l^ostmaster  General  at  the  time, 
Snade  an  arrangement  in  the  interests 
of  the  public,  saying  that  as  he  had 
been  compelled  to  pay  £100,000  a-year 
*  under  the  contract,  and  as  there  was  no 

Oect  \)f  the  Government  being  re- 
[  from  paying  it,  he  would  make 
m  Tariation  in  the  contract — namely,  that 
instead  of  remaining  in  partnership  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company, 
to    share  their  profits,  he  would   give 
fhem  a  fixed  sum  of  iB  4  5 0,000   a-year, 
•ad    they  should  shift  for  themselves. 
The  country  accepted  that  arrangement, 
and  had  since  been  relieved  from  paying 
£50,000  a-year.     Instead  of  there  being 
<K>rrectness  in  the  statement  of  his  hon. 
TViend  (Mr.  Rathbone)  that  the  subsidy 
alone  was  sufficient  without  either  the 
carriage  of  the  mails  or  passengers,  and 
that  the  Company  was  greatly  overpaid, 
lie   (Mr.  Samuda)  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Company  had  never  paid  more 
than  6   per  cent  from  the   time    they 
entered  into  the  contract  in   the  year 
1867,  and  that  on  the  last  occasion  the 
dividend  paid  to  the   shareholders  was 
only  5   per   cent.      The    subsidy    was 
£500,000  a-year,   and  the  earnings  of 
the  Company,    including    the  subsidy, 
varied  from  £1,500,000  to  £2,000,000, 
and  yet  they  were  only  able  to  pay  their 
shareholders  £170,000  a-year.     It  wq^s 
therefore  absurd  to  say  that  the  subsidy 
would  be   sufficient  to   carry  the  mail 
service  without  cargo  or  passengers.  He 
wished  to  call  attention  to  another  fact 
which  appeared  to  be  lost  sight  of — 
namely,  that  it  was  not  proposed  that  any 
Tariation  should  be  made  in  respect  of  the 
carriage  of  the  important  mails  between 
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this  country  and  India.  The  only  alte- 
ration suggested  had  reference  to  slow 
or  water-borne  traffic ;  but,  whether  as 
regarded  the  fast  mails  or  the  slow,  the 
proposal  made  by  the  Company  would 
confer  a  great  advantage  on  the  public. 
It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
existing  contract  was  one  which  must 
last  for  six  years.  What  was  asked 
was  that  while  the  really  valuable  por- 
tion of  the  service  should  be  carried 
through  Egypt,  as  it  now  was,  permis- 
sion should  be  given  to  carry  the  heavy 
portion  of  it  through  the  Canal,  instead  of, 
as  heretofore,  by  railway.  Not  a  single 
passenger,  however,  being  prevented 
from  travelling  overland  if  he  thought 
fit  to  do  so.  The  Company  went  fur- 
ther, they  oflfered  to  accelerate  the  mails 
and  to  malce  concessions  in  the  matter  of 
fines.  If  they  were  deprived  of  the  con- 
tract after  serving  the  country  for  25 
years,  the  result  would  be  that  having 
received  only  5  or  6  per  cent  for  their 
expenditure  their  property  would  be  de- 
preciated in  value  to  the  extent  of  the 
dividends  they  had  paid  for  over  20 
years.  He  could  not  conceive  that  any 
fault  could  be  found  with  the  arrange- 
ment that  had  been  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter.  It  secured  to 
the  public  many  important  advantages, 
and  the  Company  had  acted  very  disin- 
terestedly in  entering  into  the  contract. 
Their  vessels  were  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter. Indeed,  during  the  last  five 
years  they  had  only  lost  one  vessel  out 
of  their  entire  fleet,  and  that  under  the 
most  exceptional  circumstances,  and  this, 
in  his  opinion,  ought  to  have  a  great 
deal  of  weight  in  the  view  which  the 
House  was  to  take  of  this  question.  He 
certainly  did  hope  the  House  would  not 
be  led  away  by  the  statements  of  those 
interested  in  rival  trades,  and  who 
wished  to  keep  everything  in  their  own 
hands. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  had  no  in- 
terest or  feeling  either  for  or  against 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company, 
or  any  other  Steam  Packet  Company. 
His  only  anxiety  was  that  that  should 
be  done  which  was  best  for  the  public 
service.  This  contract  had  been  prepared 
with  very  insufficient  attention,  and  bet- 
ter terms  might  have  been  made,  as  he 
believed,  for  the  public.  There  were  no 
fewer  than  14  blunders  in  the  contract  as 
originally  drafted  in  July  last.  They  had 
been  corrected ;  but  it  was  mainly  through 
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the  instrumentality  of  riral  shipowners, 
whose  interference  in  these  matters  had 
l)oen  so  much  deprecated,  that  their 
existence  had  heen  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Treasury.  There  were  some 
points  in  the  amended  contract  that  re- 
quired attention.  Among  others,  he 
foimd  it  was  stated  that  **  96  hours  ad- 
ditional "  were  to  bo  allowed  from  Bom- 
bay to  Suez,  and  from  Shanghai  to 
Bombay.  To  what  time  were  those  96 
hours  additional  ?  and  were  they  to  count 
twice  over  on  those  two  voyages  ?  With 
regard  to  the  acceleration  of  24  hours, 
so  far  as  the  contract  wont,  it  would  be 
an  acceleration  that  would  not  involve 
any  increase  of  the  speed  of  the  vessels, 
us  the  Company  might  gain  the  timo  by 
curtailing  the  stoppages  at  different 
ports.  With  regard  to  the  acceleration  of 
the  hours  in  the  delivery  of  letters  to 
Australia,  that  appeared  to  be  merely  a 
voluntaiy  statement  on  the  part  of  the 
Company,  which  thoy  were  under  no 
o})ligation  to  fulfil.  Then  it  was  said 
til  at  the  penalties  had  boon  increased. 
The  object  of  increasing  penalties  was 
to  ensure  the  fulfilment  of  the  contract 
as  entered  into,  and  therefore  it  was 
essential  that  they  should  examine  whe- 
tli(T  the  increase  of  penalties  in  the 
aiiionded  contract  was  such  as  to  give 
the  desired  assurance.  IIo  maintained 
that  thoy  were  not.  The  present  penal- 
tios  applied  to  the  several  links  in  the 
whole  route,  and  were  cumulative. 
Tinder  the  new  contract,  however,  the 
penalties  wore  terminal,  and  they  were 
not,  in  eflect,  any  larger  than  they  were 
at  prosont.  Evi?u  under  the  amended 
contract .  there  were  some  voyages  in  re- 
gard to  which  penalties  were  omitted. 
Tie  was  of  opinion  that  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers talked  of  quadruple  penalties  being 
imposed  on  steamers  not  keeping  time 
from  England  to  Bombay  and  l^ombay 
to  Shanghai,  it  was  all  moonshine.  The 
lime  allowed  for  the  entire  voyages 
was  so  ample,  and  the  stoppages  so 
entirelv  at  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
pany.  that,  practically,  the  Company 
stood  in  no  risk  of  incurring  a  penalty. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  s])oke  referred 
to  the  amount  of  tlie  original  contract 
of  1867  and  to  the  reduction  that  had 
been  made  upon  it.  There  was  one 
thing  that  he  showed  effect uaUy  — 
nann»ly,  that  that  contract  was  a  re- 
markably improvident  one.  It  was  an 
advantage  that  there  would  be  no  pre- 
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mium  to  pay  under  the  second  contnrt 
Altogether  there  was  a  gain  by  the  nb- 
cession  to  the  extent  of  £24,000  a-yw 
at  the  outside,   and  the  qneetioaiH 
whether   that  was   enongh.    The  ki 
Postmaster  General  and  his  Predec««r 
and  the  late  Treasury  were  of  opisia 
that  it  was  not  enough ;  and  that  0Di> 
nion  had  at  first  been  endorsed  brw 
present  Treasuiy,  which,  however,  bii 
given  way  to  the  remonstrances  of  ti» 
present  Postmaster  Oeneral.  and  mi  it 
had  been  greatly  influenced  by  the  fob 
explanation  g^ven  by  the  Company  life 
the  cause  of  the  reduction  of  their  ref^ 
nuo,  and  the   slight   probability  of  in 
considerable  increaso  resulting  frfviBtb 
contemplated  changes  in   their  serrke 
It  was  desirable   that  that  fuller  expk- 
nation  should  bo  laid  before  the  Honst 
and  until   that  was   done    the   How 
ought  to  pause  before   confirming  lAm 
contract.    The  assumption  as  to  the  di» 
crease  in  the  profits   of   the  Compaf 
did  not  appear  to  be  based  on  snfBcios 
data,  and  on  the  other  hand  sufficiat 
allowance  was  not  niado    for  incretiii 
advantages  which  the  Company  enjmrel 
since  the  original    contract  was  entm 
into.     lie  beliovod  that  if  the  Gomn- 
ment  went  into  tho   market  now  thw 
could  get  the  service  performed  for  od*- 
half  of  the  present  amount — [**No.  do  7" 
— at  any  rate,  for  two-thirds.     S^^  far  tt 
the  mails  were  concerned  there  wa§  m 
advantage  to  the  public  in  sending  them 
through  the  Canal,  but,  on  thecontran". 
disadvantage,  if  thoy  looked  only  to  tie 
object  of  tho  subsidy — namely,  the  ex- 
pediting the  mails  ;  while  the  advanta2«s 
of  the  Company  were  very  great  indn*! 
By  this    arrangement    tho    Companff 
steamers  would   gain    a    precedeni^«»  is 
passing  through  tho  Canal  over  all  their 
competitors  in  trade,   and  could  be  re- 
paired and  coaled  in  this  eoimtrr,  instead 
of  in  the  East,  which   would  diminiafa 
their  working  expenses.       He  stronplj 
urged  tho  advisability  of  postponing  the 
matter  imtil  next  Session. 

The  CHANCEI.LOR  of  the  KXCHE- 
QUEll  said,  he  did  not  know  that  i: 
would  be  necessary  for  him,  or  agreeable 
to  the  T  louse,  that  he  should  attempt  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  'Mr. 
Dodson)  through  all  the  details  of  hif 
statement.  He  very  much  regretted  that 
the  Postmaster  General  was  not  in  hif 
place,  as  ho  could  reply  more  directlj  to 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement^. 
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light  hon.  Ghentleman  had  entered 
some  details  of  this  contract,  and 
enlarged  upon  and  criticized  the  14 
ders  which  he  said  had  been  com- 
itted ;  but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
ihequer)  must  say  that  they  had  been 
considerably  exaggerated ;  and, 
respect  to  the  omissions  to  which 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  the 
on  why  they  took  place  was,  that  it 
intended  to  make  alterations  in  the 
tract.  With  regard  to  the  number 
hours  in  which  the  voyages  were  to 
performed,  there  had  been,  in  point 
fact,  an  improvement  made  in  the 
itract,  and  the  Government  had  given 
tion  to  those  matters  to  which  the 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liver- 
1  (Mr.  Bathbone)  had  referred.  The 
ht  hon.  Gentleman  directed  attention 
▼arious  matters  ;  but,  in  point  of  fact, 
question  which  the  House  really  had 
4o  consider  was  one  relating  to  the  con- 
tract. This  was  a  contract  by  which 
Ihurliament  was  bound  for  five  years. 
During  that  time  the  mail  service  was 
iecared  by  agreement  with[a  respectable 
laid  responsible  Company.  It  was  a 
J^estion,  no  doubt,  whether,  if  they 
g  were  going  to  enter  into  a  new  contract 
i^.tlt  the  present  time,  the  Government 
I  muld  not  obtain  better  terms ;  but  this 
pwaB  beside  the  question,  because  the 
]  Gk>Temment  were  bound  by  the  existing 
'  contract.  The  position  of  the  Company 
was  this — that  whereas  it  formerly  relied 
on  its  ordinary  trade,  its  passengers  and 
oargo,  to  enable  it  to  make  its  profit,  the 
Company  now  found  itself  so  hampered 
"by  its  contract  that  it  could  not  avail 
itself  of  the  natural  and  more  advanta- 
geous route  which  it  would  prefer  to 
take.  Although  some  of  the  Company's 
ships  went  through  the  Canal,  yet  others 
were  bound  to  go  by  way  of  Alexandria. 
The  Company  were  told  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  those  whom  they  re- 
presented, that  the  Company  were  asking 
for  a  favour  to  themselves,  and  that  they 
ought  to  give  the  State  a  share  in  the 
advantage.  The  Company  rejoined  that 
they  did  not  desire  to  take  all  the  benefit, 
ana  that  they  were  ready  to  give  some 
advantage  to  the  public.  They  were 
ready  to  undertake  that  the  voyage,  or 
a  certain  portion  of  it,  should  be  made 
in  a  much  shorter  time  than  at  present. 
They  were  also  ready  to  undert^e  that 
the  mail  service  outwards  should  be  per- 
formed in  24  hours'  less  time.    Lastly, 


they  undertook  to  accept  a  reduction  of 
something  like  £20,000  a-year  from 
what  they  now  received.  There  were, 
also,  some  small  further  sums  of  about 
£4,000  a-year  which  they  were  willing 
to  give  up.  The  Company,  therefore, 
said — "Relieve  us  from  the  disadvan- 
tage that  now  presses  upon  us,  and  we 
will  give  you  an  accelerated  service,  and 
accept  a  reduction  of  £24,000  a-year  in 
the  amount  now  payable  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  term  during  which  the 
contract  has  to  run."  It  was  difficult  to 
see  why  the  Government  should  refuse 
this  offer.  The  owners  of  private  steamers 
represented  that  this  change  would  place 
them  at  a  disadvantage,  because  the 
Company  were  thus  the  better  enabled 
to  compete  with  them.  That  was  an 
argument  which,  it  appeared  to  him,  was 
difficult  to  maintain  in  that  House. 
Another  argument  was,  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  asked  to  give  the  Com- 
pany so  much  that  they  ought  to  get 
more  from  them  in  return.  Looking  at 
the  matter  from  the  point  of  view  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  lay  before  the 
House,  he  did  not  think  they  ouffht  to 
look  upon  the  Company's  difficulty  as 
the  public  opportimity.  The  terms  on 
the  whole  were,  in  his  opinion,  the  best 
which  the  country  was  likely  to  get; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  assent  to  the  decision  at  which 
the  Government  had  arrived. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYTAIR  said :  This 
contract  should  not  be  ratified  by  the 
House  until  its  bearings  on  the  general 
interests  of  commerce  and  of  shipowners 
have  been  fully  considered.  The  Penin- 
sular and  Oriental  Steam  Company  is 
very  highly  subsidized  by  the  State,  and 
partly  through  that  subsidy,  but  largely 
also  by  its  own  energy,  has  a  magni- 
ficent fleet  of  vessels  which  have  been 
an  important  means  of  keeping  up  our 
communication  with  Eastern  countries. 
Principally  and  chiefly,  in  its  relations 
to  the  public,  it  is  a  service  for  carry- 
ing mails  speedily.  Its  vessels,  in  the 
light  of  cargo  and  passenger  vessels,  are 
incidental  to  that  service,  and  have  no 
claims  to  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Its  subsidy  is  purely  for  mail 
transit,  and  is  sufficient  for  that  pur- 
pose. If  it  build  large  vessels  for  cargo 
and  passengers,  care  must  be  taken  that 
the  interests  of  these  do  not  affect  in- 
juriously the  mail  service,  for  which 
alone    the    public    pay    £450,000    per 

2  U  2 


1319 


Post  OfficeSaBt  (COMMONS!        India,  §-f.,  Ctmirati.       119 


aiiTiiim.  Now  the  Suez  Canal  has  altered 
the  conditions  of  cargo  and  passenger 
traffic.  It  may  be,  and  is,  an  injury  to 
this  traffic,  that  they  liavo  to  be  sent  by 
rail  over  the  Isthmus  of  Suez,  when, 
without  disembarking  they  might  pass 
through  the  Canal.  If  the  steamers  of 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company 
desire  to  pass  through  the  Canal,  they 
have  a  right  to  do  so,  provided  the  mails 
are  carried  with  the  utmost  possible 
celerity,  and  provided,  also,  the  Com- 
pany do  not  use  a  Government  subsidy 
to  injure  the  private  shipping  enterprise 
of  tlie  country,  which  in  its  aggregate  is 
much  more  important  to  the  interests  of 
the  nation,  even  than  the  noble  fleet  of 
tlie  contracting  Company.  A  deputa- 
tion whic^h  came  to  me  last  week  to  re- 
monstrate against  this  contract  repre- 
sented upwawls  of  1,000,000  of  tons  of 
steam  shipping,  while  the  tonnage  of  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company  is 
122,000  tons.  Now,  there  is,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  much  apprehension  among  ship- 
owners trading  to  the  East.  They  do  not 
fear  a  fair  and  open  competition  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Compnny, 
})ut  they  ask  us  not  to  allow  our  mail 
subsidy  to  be  used  for  an  unfair  com- 
petition in  regard  to  passengers  and 
cargo.  Mail  st(»aniers  have  the  prece- 
dence of  ordinary  vc^ssels  in  the  Canal. 
Suppose  that  a  lloet  of  20  vessels  are 
arranged  in  order  to  pass  through  the 
Canal  and  that  a  mail  steamer  amves, 
by  tliis  precedence  the  20  merchant 
vessels  have  to  give  way  to  the  mail 
steamer.  If  that  steamer,  in  addition  to 
the  mail,  carries  passengers  and  cargo, 
as  it  always  does,  of  ctnirse  this  prece- 
dence gives  an  enormous  mercantile  ad- 
vantage to  tlie  mail  carrying  vessid. 
Some  of  the  largest  shi])owners  from 
Livei-pool  and  ( rlasgow  assured  me  when 
1  was  Postmaster  General,  that  this 
invcedenee  would  be  injurious  to  them 
and  would  give  sucli  an  unfair  adv^yi- 
tage  to  their  vessels,  in  regard  to  mer- 
chandize in  which  speed  is  an  obj«»ct, 
as  would  render  competition  difficult. 
If  these  apprehensions  are  true,  this 
would  be  an  unfoi'tunate  result  of  our 
subsidy,  l^ecauso  its  eliect  would  be 
that  in  1880,  when  the  contract  ends, 
you  might  no  longer  find  a  large  and 
fine  fleet  of  fast  vessels  to  compete  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company, 
and  you  might  be  forced  to  renew  aeon- 
tract  which   is  now  so  onerous  to   the 
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nation.  My  predeceBsor  in  the  oCBmq 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Monsell'^  ki 
foreseen  this  evil,  and  he  stipulated  ii 
condition  of  allowing  the  vessels  oft! 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  ComptB? 
pass  througli  the  Canal,  that  they  iUba 
drop  £30,000  a-year  out  of  their  piw 
heavy  subsidy  of  £450,000  per  inn 
Subsequently,  ho  thought  that  this  i 
too  small  an  abatement  upon  what  i 
essentially  a  now  contract,  and  he  ni 
the  demand  to  £50,000.  This  was 
state  of  affairs  when  I  entered  the  1 
Officfj.  I  thought  the  sum  of  £oO. 
named  by  my  predecessor  was  a  re* 
able  price  for  a  very  important  cob 
sion  to  a  Company,  which  admits 
the  loss  which  they  have  hustiUM^ 
the  Tanal  competition  has  excei 
£300,000  a-year.  Tlie  Treasury,  I 
ever,  did  not  np^roo  with  me  in  && 
£50,000,  and  thought  that  £60 
should  bo  demanded.  On  what  gro 
tlie  present  Government  have  const 
to  the  small  abatement  of  £20.000 
not  pretend  to  understand.  It  is 
that  with  their  mail  precedence 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  st«'amen 
drive  the  competition  of  light  cai 
out  of  their  way,  and  thev  mavn 
their  £300,000  *los8.  If  thev  'do. 
country  ought  to  havo  participate 
their  earnings,  and  should  have 
upon  them  a  substantial  liaudica 
prevent  private  sliips  from  being  w! 
driven  out  of  the  race.  It  was  in  i 
circumstances  that  the  contrat-t  of 
8th  July  was  presented  to  us 
fortunate  was  it  that  Parliament 
quired  to  see  and  confirm  this  ront 
for  it  was  strangely  imperfect,  anil 
already  been  substituti**!  by  a  i^- 
contract  of  the  1st  Aujnist,  issued 
►Saturday.  After  the  remarks  of 
hon.  Member  for  Liverjiool  (Mr.  E 
bone)  I  will  simply  remark  that  the 
or  abandoned  contract  left  unrogul 
the  whole  of  the  mail  service  outi 
from  England,  and  the  whole  of 
homeward  service — heavy  and  light 
the  Shanghai,  Calcutta  and  P(»in 
Galle  sections.  The  new  contract,  j 
we  pointed  out  these  stranjfe  omi*si 
does  contain  time  regulations,  but 
satisfactory  ones.  It,  in  fact,  apw 
the  present  time-table  rules  which 
not  a  part  of  the  old  contract,  but  hith 
have  been  merely  variable  times  fixec 
the  Postmaster  General,  and  it  mi 
them  in  the  future  fixed  times  by  c 
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;  tract.    The  disadyantages  of  the  change 
iirill  be  understood,  when  I  mention  that 
the    old    contract    fixed    the    times    of 
voyages  at  11  knots  from  Brindisi  to 
'Alexandria,  and  on  other  routes  at  10 
knots  westward  of  Egypt,  and  9^  knots 
4Murtward.     All  this  is    rery  moderate 
when  we    recollect    that  vessels    from 
liverpoolto  New  York  average  12  knots 
in  a  moderate  passage.     The  new  con- 
tract fixes  no  such  speed,  but,  in  fact, 
lessens  it  to  under  9^  knots  for  the  whole 
distance,  by  making  the  variable  time- 
tables of  the  Post  Office  the  fixed  condi- 
tions of  the  contract.     Now,  these  time- 
tables were  more  constructed  in  the  con- 
venience of  the  vessels  as  cargo  and 
passenger  ships  than  as  mails,  for  they 
cUd  not  give  uniform  times  of  voyages  to 
and  fro,   but  allowed   from   10  to  43 
hours'  difference  in  various  routes  so  as 
to  suit  the  requirements  of  mercantile 
adventure  with  which  the  Post  Office 
had  nothing  to  do.     And  this  conside- 
sation  to  the  Company,  which  had  crept 
into  the  time-tablos,  is  now  made  un- 
ehangeablo  by  tlio  new  contract.     It  is 
true  that,   compared    with   the  former 
time-tables,  there  is  a  saving  of  24  hours 
to  India ;  but  much  more  than  this  could 
liave  been  obtainod  by  a  proper  appli- 
cation and  reasonable  (tonstruction  of  the 
old  contract.     The  Khedive  has  lately 
entered  into  a  Convention  with  England 
for    hastening    the    transit  across    the 
Isthmus  of  Suez,  and  under  this  the  60 
hours  occupied  by  the  heavy  mail  might 
have  been  largely  reduced.     It  is  quite 
dear  that  a  proper  use  of  the  railway 
must  gain,  at  least,  two  days  over  the 
Canal.     By  that  route  three  days  are 
required  from  Alexandria  to  Port  Said, 
while  24  hours  would  be  ample  for  the 
heavy  mail  from   Southampton;  as,  in 
point  of  fact,   17  hours  only  are   now 
given  to  the  light  mail  from  Brindisi, 
the  actual  time  of  transit  being  10  hours. 
Take  it  as  you  like,  the  mail  could  be 
sent  two  days  quicker  by  rail  than  it 
could  be  sent  in  the  detour  by  the  Canal. 
To  speak  generally,  then.  Her  Majesty's 
mails  are  sacrificed  for  cargo  and  pas- 
sengers.    This  is  unjustifiable  with  the 
enormous  sum  of  £430,000,  which  we 
are  in  the  future  to  pay  for  them.     The 
remission  of  £20,000,   or   £24,000,    is 
nothing  at  all  in  comparison  with  the 
advantages  which  might  have  been  de- 
rived by  a  better  administration  of  the 
old  contract.    But  what  I  complain  of 


is,  that  the  new  contract  stereotypes  all 
the  errors  of  administration  into  it,  and 
renders  it  impossible  till  1880  to  obtain 
better  terms  for  the  public.  Looking  at 
the  matter  in  its  general  relations,  there 
are  two  views — one  a  departmental,  and 
the  other  a  national  aspect.  Let  us  first 
take  the  departmental  one.  We  find, 
at  the  present  moment,  private  merchant 
steamers  making  their  runnings  much 
quicker  than  the  mail  vessels ;  and  it  is 
certain  that,  if  there  were  now  no  subsidy, 
we  could  get  mails  carried  faster  than  the 
contract  time,  for  the  mails  are  lagging 
behind  cargo.  By  this  contract  you 
aggravate  the  errors  of  a  past  adminis- 
tration, and  you  are  content  to  take  a 
low  saving  of  £20,000,  when  in  all  pro- 
bability, by  their  own  showing,  the 
change  may  gain  to  the  Company  at 
least  ten  times  as  much.  Now,  look  at 
the  national  point  of  view.  You  are 
allowing  this  heavily  subsidized  Com- 
pany to  commit  a  crushing  injustice  to 
the  unsubsidized  mercantile  navy  trading 
to  the  East.  Witli  its  mail  privileges 
in  the  C&nal  and  heavy  subsidy,  the 
Company  can  carry  light  and  precious 
freights  at  great  advantage  over  other 
steamship  owners.  The  probable  result 
will  bo  that  the  latter  will  have  to  alter 
the  fast  ships,  which  they  have  con- 
structed for  tlie  Canal  traffic,  and  run 
slower  ships  for  lieavy  cargo.  And 
when  your  action  results  in  this  change, 
the  year  1880  will  be  upon  you,  and  you 
may  have  to  renew  your  mail  contract 
on  its  present  exorbitant  terras.  The 
contract  of  1867  was  a  bad  one  for  the 
country,  and  now  this  new  contract  tends 
still  further  to  clog  the  development  of 
free  trade  in  steam  to  the  East,  by 
intensifying  the  competition  of  an  im- 
politic monopoly.  The  small  saving  of 
£20,000  to  the  Revenue  is  as  nothing, 
compared  with  the  present  and  prospec- 
tive evils  of  a  subsidized  competition  in 
a  new  route  to  the  East.  It  was  this 
consideration  that  induced  the  late 
Government,  when  I  was  Postmaster 
General,  to  demand  some  substantial 
reduction  of  the  subsidy — our  amount 
being  £60,000,  while  the  present  Govern- 
ment is  content  with  one-third.  The  policy 
of  the  Post  Office  for  the  future  ought 
to  be  to  have  no  highly  subsidized  mail 
contracts.  We  have  before  us  an  example 
to-day  of  the  new  contract  for  the  West 
India  mail  service,  which  I  had  arranged 
before   leaving  office.    Formerly,  that 
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was  carried  on  at  a  loss  of  £110,000  per 
annum.  The  new  contract  is  substan- 
tially at  the  price  paid  to  the  Post  Office 
for  the  letters  carried,  and,  after  the 
first  year  or  two,  may  result  in  a  small 
gain,  instead  of  loss.  And,  except  at 
some  out  of  the  way  small  ports,  this 
method  of  securing  sea  mails  at  the 
postage  carried  may  readily  be  adopted 
for  the  future.  Probably,  it  could  be 
for  the  East,  if  we  do  not  by  this  bad 
new  contract  drive  competition  out  of 
the  field  by  the  year  1880.  The  mail 
subsidies  of  the  Post  Office  have  not  pro- 
moted, but  largely  injured,  the  progress 
of  navigation.  Look  at  any  of  the 
modem  improvements  in  steam  vessels — 
ux)n  ships,  screw  propellers,  or  com- 
pound engines.  These  have  not  arisen 
within  the  great  subsidized  Companies, 
but  external  to  them.  Subsidies  pro- 
mote conservatism  in  navigation — free 
competition  leads  to  reforms  and  im- 
provements. Now,  why  I  particularly 
object  to  this  contract  is,  that  I  fear  it 
stands  much  in  the  way  of  the  future 
and  speedy  abolition  of  the  subsidy  sys- 
tem in  the  Post  Office.  It  intensifies 
the  monopoly  of  a  heavily  subsidized 
Company,  and  tends  to  perpetuate  itself 
})y  the  pressure  of  an  undue  competition. 
When  this  contract  was  entered  into,  in 
1867,  the  Suez  Canal  was  rapidly  in 
course  of  completion ;  and  yet  this  Com- 
])any,  and  the  Government  of  the  day, 
doliboratoly  entered  into  arrangements 
for  upwards  of  10  years  to  go  in  the 
old  way  under  a  subsidy  wliich  is  huge 
in  amount.  Now,  the  Company  desire 
to  adopt  a  route  wliich  they  refused  to 
boliovo  in  then,  and  drop  their  subsidy 
by  a  trivial  sum  in  order  that  they  may 
bo  allowed  to  travel  on  the  same  line  as 
competing  steamers  which  have  arisen 
because  that  route  was  free  from  their 
formidable  rival.  I  contend  that  this  is 
unwise,  dcpartmentally  and  nationally, 
unless  the  terms  of  the  subsidy  are 
largely  reduced.  As  this  is  not  the  case 
in  the  present  contract,  which  is  practi- 
cally a  new  one,  I  will  vote  for  the 
Amoiidmont,  which  refuses  to  approve 
it  (luring  the  i)resont  Session. 

Mil.  GOLDNEY  said  that  the  Penin- 
sular and  Oriental  Company  offered  to 
accelerate  the  the  mails  by  24  hours,  and 
to  give  the  public  £24,000  a-year  on 
the  condition  that  they  should  have  the 
same  trading  facilities  as  other  com- 
panies.   The  request  was  one  which  ho 
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could   not    but    consider   ai  peifi 

reasonable. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  believed  the  que 
to  be  a  very  simple  one;  it  i 
amounted  to  this — ^whether'  id 
'months  at  all  events,  and  posiiU 
five  years,  the  public  shoiud  iol 
loss  of  £24,000  and  the  mails  be  de 
24  hours,  simply  because  some  p 
companies  might  otherwise  be  inte 
with.  The  question  was  preciaa 
same  as  that  which  had  been  In 
forward  last  year  in  respect  to  the  \ 
atlantic  mail.  He  should  vote  \ 
Motion  with  the  object  of  getti 
mails  delivered  earlier. 

Mb.  T.  E.  SMirn  said,  that  the 
tion  was  really  whether  an  entirs 
trade  should  be  thrown  open 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Compan 
whether  in  carrying  on  that  tad 
should  receive  aid  and  subsidy  fr 
Government.  Under  the  prese 
tract  they  might,  if  they  liked,  ym 
London  or  Liverpool  instead  of 
ampton,  and  he  did  not,  thersfi 
gam  the  compensation  offered 
Company  as  anything  like  adeqi 
the  advantage  tbey  would  receive 
should  vote  for  tbe  Amendment. 

Mr.  CHILDKRS  said,  he  tho 
would  be  better  that  the  Hoose 
confirm  the  present  contract.  H< 
Member  of  the  Committee  of 
which  looked  carefully  into  the  qi 
and  he  also  took  part  in  the  del 
1868  when  the  original  contra 
adopted.  What  the  House  oughl 
preciate  was  this,  that  when  the  c 
was  settled,  there  was  not  the  s 
idea  of  the  route  through  the  Suea 
being  available  for  any  purpose 
ever.  That,  however,  was  now 
cally  the  sole  route  to  the  £as 
therefore  they  had  to  deal  with 
tirely  different  state  of  circums 
This  fact  ought  to  be  taken  in 
sideration,  and  although  he  re] 
the  original  contract,  yet  as  1 
heard  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  \ 
quer  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Tr 
that  a  saving  to  the  public  oi 
£20,000  to  £30,000  a-year  would 
fected,  besides  other  advantages,  \ 
proved  of  the  confirmation  of  the 
ment  at  the  present  time. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  145; 
23  :  Majority  122. 

Main  Question  put,  and  a^^ed  U 
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*.«iltaraiid  Oriontftl  Stenm  Navigation  Compaiiv 
t;fcr  the  convoyanee  of  the  East  India,  Chiin., 
Htd  Japan  Mails  be  approved. 

IRELAND— DUBLIN  UNIVEHSITY. 

RESOLUTION, 

Mk.  butt,  in  riBing  tomove- 
^That,  harinK  rognrd  to  tho  importonco  nf 
fte  changes  in  tho  cunstituUon  of  tho  Dublin 
TTnivoraity,  and  tho  pcrioil  at  which  the  draft  nf 
the  Moposed  UuocQ'd  Letter  has  hoen  laid  upi^n 
-the  Table  of  thid  House,  it  is  desirabla  thut  l»  - 
Core  they  are  finally  sanetioned,  a  fullor  oppor- 
tunity JioulJ  bo  atForded  for  thtiir  coosideratiiiu 
than  is  poasible  during  tho  prsBcnt  Session." 

aaid,  that  the  managing  body  of  Trinity 
College  had  prepared  the  draft  of  a  Letti^i- 
to  be  submitted  to  Her  Majesty  for  hur 
^proval,  making  certain  changes  in  t)iL' 
oonatitution  and  system  of  the  College. 
Ihe  proposed  statute  was,  indeed,  very 
IbUj  discussed  in  the  Senate  of  Dublin 
UniTersity,  but  it  was  not  laid  on  tho 
'Table  of  that  House  until  the  9th  of  July  ; 
And  it  was  to  be  presumed  that  the  oIj- 
jeot  of  laying  it  on  the  Table  at  all  was 
to  enable  it  to  be,  property  discussed  in 
that  House.  From  the  Answer  given  by 
the  QoTernmeut  to  a  Question  wh{<li 
lie  had  put  to  them  on  that  subject  <->u 
the  23rd  of  April  he  hod  understood,  tit 
the  public  out-of-doors  also  understood, 
that  that  House  as  well  as  the  Senate  of 
the  UniTersity  would  have  a  full  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  that  matter.  Thn 
effect  of  the  Bill  introduced  in  a  preTious 
Session  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackn>.'y 
(Mr.  Fawcott)  for  abolishing  religions 
tests  in  the  Dublin  University  hml 
changed  the  whole  relation  of  that  Uni- 
versity to  the  Crown  and  Parliament. 
and  it  woidd  he  unwise  in  the  Qovem- 
mout  now  to  force  on  the  issuing  of  ttut 
Letter  without  giving  the  House  sm 
opportunity  of  considering  it.  What 
they  had  to  consider  was  whether  tho 
Queen's  Letter  would  introduce  suih 
changes  into  the  Dublin  University  iia 
would  make  it  a  national  institution.  Hl' 
contended  that  it  would  not,  and  that 
that  result  was  not  likely  soon  to  be  rea- 
lized. No  change  would  really  malco 
Dublin  University  a  national  University 
irhich  did  not  provide  in  some  way  ior 
Bomau  CathoUca  receiving  educatic^n 
there  such  as  they  were  willing  to  at- 
cept.  There  was  no  attempt  whatevm 
in  Uie  Queen's  Letter  to  achieve  that 
desirable  object,  and  that  was  a  sufficient 


leason  to  oondram  it.  He  contended 
that  this  Letter  ought  to  be  delayed  until 
fuU  time  was  given  for  its  consideration, 
and  until  those  who  were  interested  in  it 
had  had  the  opportunity  of  submitting 
their  views  in  regard  to  its  proposals. 
Tho  question  was  one  of  the  veij  greatest 
importance  to  Lrelaud,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  what  endorse  what  he  had  sub- 
mitted. ^__ 

The  O'DONOGHUE  seconded  the 
Motion.  He  admitted  that  the  subject 
dealt  with  by  the  Queen's  Letter  was  a 
difficult  one ;  but  there  was  nothing  in- 
superable connected  with  it,  nor  would 
it  be  impossible  to  grapple  with  it  suc- 
ceesiully  if  proper  time  wore  taken  for 
consideration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  hai-ing  regard  to  tho  importanco  of 
tho  changes  in  tho  uonstitution  of  the  Dublin 
University,  and  tho  period  at  which  tho  draft 
of  tho  proposed  Queen's  Latter  has  been  laid 
upon  tho  Table  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable 
that,  boforo  thoy  are  linally  sanotionod,  a  fuller 
opportunity  should  bo  afforded  for  their  con- 
Bicferation  than  is  powdblo  duiing  tho  present 
Session."— (Jfr.  BtUt.) 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that  no  doubt  the  draftcharter  was 
only  laid  upon  the  Table  in  July  ;  but 
there  had  boon  many  opportunities 
afforded  for  the  matter  to  have  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  if  hon.  Members  were  anxious 
to  do  BO.  Even  on  Saturday  last  at  2 
o'clock,  the  hon.  and  leamedMember  had 
a  fair  opportunity  of  discussing  the  mat- 
ter, but  neither  ho  nor  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghuo]  hod  availed 
himself  of  that  opportunity.  The 
hou.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
and  the  hon.  Oentleman  who  seconded 
his  Motion  rather  exaggerated  the  im- 
portance and  purport  of  the  document 
which  would,  if  acted  upon,  simply  and 
solely  carry  out  the  legislation  of  the  last 
Session  of  the  last  Parliament.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  proposed  Queen's 
Letter  which  would  in'  any  way  debar 
any  hon.  Member  who  looked  at  the 
question  &om  a  denominational  point 
"  view  &om  bringing  it  forward  next 


Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

SiE  MIOHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  re- 
sumed :  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 


1327 


Ireland — Duhlin 


{LOEDS) 


University. 


W 


for  Limerick  had  himself  admitted  that 
the  University  of  Dublin  occupied  a 
pecidiar  position — that  under  the  terms 
of  its  original  charter  power  was  given  to 
change  its  constitution  in  a  much  easier 
way  than-  that  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge 
coidd  be  altered.  The  form  of  charter 
before  the  House  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Senate  of  the  University  after  full 
consideration  of  many  plans  which  were 
submitted  to  them.  Let  them  suppose 
this  letter  to  be  issued,  what  would  be 
the  result?  Merely  this — that  a  par- 
ticular change  woidd  be  made  for  the 
present.  There  was  no  necessary  finality 
about  it.  If  it  were  found  that  the  new 
system  did  not  work  satisfactorily  it  could 
bo  altered  at  any  future  period.  Consider- 
ing therefore,  that  with  regard  to  the 
abolition  of  tests,  the  Queen's  Letter 
merely  carried  out  recent  legislation,  and 
with  regard  to  the  constitution  of  the  new 
Governing  Body  of  the  University,  it 
might  be  altered  next  year  if  it  was  found 
not  to  work  well,  he  thought  the  opportu- 
nities for  its  consideration  were  all  that 
those  most  interested  in  the  subject  could 
desire. 

Mr.  EEEUSTGTON  supported  the  Mo- 
tion in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  an  institu- 
tion of  which  he  was  proud.  He  de- 
clined, however,  to  sacrifice  the  educa- 
tional interests  of  Irelahd  to  what  he  re- 
garded as  the  selfish  interests  of  a  small 
and  select  Governing  Body. 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  foimd  present. 

Mr.  EEEINGTON  resumed:  He 
would  suggest  that  only  that  part  of  the 
Queen's  Letter  which  would  abolish  tests 
should  be  acted  upon,  and  that  the  resi- 
due of  the  new  scheme  should  be  re- 
served for  future  consideration. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  said,  he  could 
not  allow  the  debate  to  close  without 
joining  in  the  protest  which  had  been 
made  against  tlio  intended  ratification  of 
the  proposed  draft  cliarter.  He  also  pro- 
tested against  tho  argument  of  the  Cnief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the  passing 
of  tho  Appropriation  Bill,  introduced  at 
the  end  of  tho  Session,  afforded  a  reason- 
able opportunity  for  the  discussion  of  sucli 
an  important  question  as  this.  That  it 
was  impossible  to  discuss  it  that  evening 
was  evident  from  tho  proceedings  of  the 
last  quarter  of  an  hour  during  which  two 
attempts  had  been  made  to  stifle  discus- 

JSir  Michael  Hicks-JBeach 


sion,  attempts  wldch  had  been  uiM 
Members  of  the  Gt>veniment  who  bac 
tired  from  the  House  iinme^atdj 
fore  the  last  Count  and  had  reti 
when  it  was  unsuccessful.  He 
glad,  however,  to  learn  irom  the< 
Secretary  that  this  draft  chaxta 
no  character  of  finality  about  it- 
in  fact,  it  settled  nothing,  and  t 
could  not  be  urged  as  an  argi 
against  proposing^  further  ehangei 
year  or  the  year  after.  Considerii 
character  thus  given  to  it  by  theChi 
cretary  he  hardly  knew  what  n 
object  or  why  it  should  be  pres«e 
ward  with  such  determined  haste,  1 
wished  to  assure  the  House  that 
nothing  for  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
it  did  not  improve  their  condition  i 
appreciable  way ;  and  that  no  great 
lusion  coujd  be  entertained  than  th 
position  that  its  adoption  would  i 
way  whatsoever,  add  to  the  na 
character  of  the  University  of  D 
Mr.  FAWCETT  remarked  thi 
Queen's  Letter  would  not  preven 
subject  being  brought  fully  undc 
consideration  of  Parliament  next 
sion.  He  shoidd  not  approve  o 
scheme,  which  was  imperfect,  as  a 
measure  of  re-organization,  but  li 
garded  it  as  merely  a  basis  for  fo 
reform.  [**  Divide !"]  As  it  appeared 
he  was  not  to  be  heard  he  would 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DQhdktQ  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  q 
after  One  o 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS 
JFedtiesdny,  5th  August,  1874. 

M  rXUTES.]— rr BLic  Bills— 6V/Y>w*/  Ufa 
Committee  mfjatired — Supromc  Court  of 
cahiro  Act  (l873)  Suspension*  (231): 
luiHsionerH  oi  Works  jand  Public  Bui]( 
(232) ;  Irish  licproductive  Loan  Fund* 

Com  m  it  tec  —  lUport — Turnpike  Acts  Co 
ancc  *  (212) :  Royal  Irish  Constabnlai 
Dublin  Mctroi>olitan  Police*  (221):  I 
liUnatic  Aaylunis  (Ireland)  *  (216) : 
Office  Savings  Bank*  (219);  Girat 
Offices*  (217):  Fines  Act  (Ireland)  A 
muni*  (218) ;  Expiiing  Laws  Continn 
(220). 
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~-  S%ird  Readintf — Kogistration  of  Birthtj  and 
S>  Doatha*  (208) ;  Sanitary  Laws  Amendment* 
15  •     (225^ ;   Endowed  SchoolH  Acts  Amendment  * 

(214);  ConsoluLited  Fund  (Apnropriation)  * ; 

Valuation  (In^landJ  Aet  Amendment  ♦  (206) ; 

Lough  Corrib  Navigation  ♦  (207),  and  passed. 

The  Houso  mot  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGUKtVTION 
BILL.— [H.L.] 

!Rotumod  from  the  Commons  with  the 
amendments  to  which  the  Lords  have 
disagreed  nol  insisted  on^  and  the  amend- 
;  ments  made  hy  the  Lords  to  the  amend- 
ments made  by  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

UousG  adjourned  at  a  quarter  paat 

Five  o'clock,  'till  To-morrow, 

Throo  o'clock. 


i 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  5th  August,  1874. 


I"     MINUTES.]— Public  YSi'LI^- Second  Reading-^ 
L         Open  Si>ace8  (Mctroi)olis}  *  [230],  put  off. 

ARMY— PRESTON  BARRACKS, 
BRIGHTON.— QUESTION. 

General  SHUTE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true 
tliat  the  troops  in  Preston  Barracks, 
Brighton,  have  been  for  about  six  years 
without  any  drill  ground,  notwithstand- 
ing the  repeated  representations  of  the 
officers  commanding  the  cavalry  regi- 
ments that  have  in  succession  been 
quartered  there;  whether  the  present 
War  Department  will  take  steps  to  pro- 
cure proper  exercising  grounds  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  passing  an  Act  to  enable  Government 
to  purchase  or  rent  a  right  of  trespass  on 
waste,  down,  and  partially  uncultivated 
lands,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  some  of 
the  cavalry  barracks,  with  a  view  to  ren- 
dering considerable  tracts  of  country 
available  for  a  more  efficient  practice  of 
outpost  duty  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  troops  in  occupation  of  ]?re8ton 
Barracks,  neeu:  Brighton,  had  an  exer- 
cising ground  up  to  the  year  1864,  when 
it  was  given  up  because  it  was  unsuit- 
able for  that  purpose ;  and  &om  then  to 
this  time  there  had  been  no  exercising 
ground  except  the  parade  ground  which 


was  the  property  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment. Kepresentations  on  the  subject 
were  made  last  March,  and  a  field  of  15 
acres  had  been  procured  at  a  somewhat 
high  rent.  With  respect  to  procuring  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  that  was  a  question 
rather  larger  than  he  was  able  to  an- 
swer off-hand.  In  former  times,  when 
the  country  was  threatened  with  invasion 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  ex- 
ercising grounds ;  and  in  some  of  the  en- 
closure Acts  provision  was  made  for  the 
use  of  exercising  grounds.  He  would 
consider  carefully  the  advisability  of 
passing  an  Act  to  enable  Government 
to  do  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
desired,  but  he  could  not  give  any  xm- 
dertaking  on  the  subject. 


ARMY  SERGEANTS— GOOD  CONDUCT 
WARRANTS.— QUESTION. 

General  SHUTE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  extending  to 
Serjeants  whilst  serving,  the  advantages 
of  the  **Good  Conduct  Warrant," 
which  is  granted  to  corporals  and  pri- 
vates, as  a  reward  for  length  of  service, 
combined  with  good  conduct,  or  whether 
he  will  propose  any  other  scheme  by 
means  of  which  Serjeants  may  receive 
increased  remuneration  in  proportion  to 
their  very  responsible  and  increasing 
duties,  resulting  from  the  short  service 
Act,  and  the  consequent  much  larger 
nimiber  of  Recruits  and  young  Soldiers? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  position  of  Sergeants 
would  occupy  the  attention  of  the  War 
Department,  but  that  Good  Conduct 
Warrants  did  not  apply  to  them,  because 
it  was  through  their  good  conduct  that 
they  were  sergeants,  and  besides  they 
were  entitled  to  medals  and  pensions. 


THE  IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870— BOARD 
OF  PUBLIC  WORKS— ADVANCES  TO 
TENANTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHAINE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  have  made 
any  rule  whereby  they  refuse  to  advance 
money  to  tenants  under  the  44th  or  47th 
sections  of  the  Land  Act  (Ireland)  1870, 
unless  the  title  be  one  by  sale  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  Ireland ;  whether 
any  case  has  come  before  the  Board  of 


1331 


The  Channel 


[COMMONS) 


ItlMd,. 


u 


Public  Works,  whoro  the  landlord's  in- 

terefit  haa  beea  sold  bj  order  of  the 
English  Court  of  Chancery,  and  whether 
the  Board  have  refused  to  accept  a  title 
given  to  a  pnrchaaor  by  such  Bale,  though 
euch  title  had  been  investigated  and 
found  satisfactory  by  the  English  Court 
of  Chancery ;  whether  it  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Law  Offiuers  of  tho  Crown  that 
the  rule  of  the  Board  above  referred 
to,  is  in  accordance  with  tho  provisions 
of  tho  Land  Act,  1870;  and,  whether 
there  is  no  provision  whereby  a  land- 
lord and  tenant  agreeing  on  a  sale  with- 
out the  intervention  of  tho  Landed 
Instates  Court,  the  tenant  can  borrow  a 
portion  of  tho  purchase  money  from  the 
Board  of  "WorltB? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  the  Board 
have  not  made  any  rule  of  tlie  kind 
deseiibod  by  the  hon.  Member.  Whore, 
however,  the  application  for  an  ad- 
vance is  made  under  an  agreement 
proposed  to  bo  caiTiod  out  under  Sec- 
tion 1,  Sub-section  3,  of  the  Amending 
Act  of  1872,  tho  Board  have  required 
that  tho  landlord  ehaJl  have  a  Parlia- 
mentary title,  and  that  the  estate  ia  un- 
encumbered, \Vhon  encumbered,  they 
have  i-ecommended  that  the  sale  rfiould 
bo  carried  out  under  Section  32  of  tho 
principal  Act.  One  case  only  of  the 
nature  in  question  has  come  before  the 
Board.  In  that  caao  information  was 
verbally  requested  on  behalf  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Stuart,  as  to  whether,  having 
bought  a  townland  from  tlie  Court  of 
Chancery  in  England,  the  Board  would 
advance  to  licr  two-thirds  of  the  pur- 
chase money  of  that  part  of  tho  town- 
land  which  constituted  her  own  farm. 
Ill  roply  to  tliat  inquirj',  the  Board's 
Solicitor  stated  tliat,  under  the  circum- 
KtauL-es,  tlie  loan  could  not  be  made ; 
liut,  oil  a  further  written  application 
from  Dr.  Traill,  acting  for  Mrs.  Stuart, 
ho  was  informed,  on  the  advice  of  tho 
Solicitor,  that  her  ease  would  be  re-con- 
sidered u[}on  his  applying  by  Memorial 
— forms  of  which  had  been  sent  to  Mrs, 
Stuart — with  abstract  of  title,  and  re- 
minding him  that  tho  case  must  fall 
within  the  32nd  and  :(3rd  sections  of  the 
Land  Act.  1870,  as  amended  by  the  let 
section.  Sub-section  3,  of  the  Act  of 
1872,  to  enable  the  Board  to  lend.  To 
tliat  communication,  which  was  dated 
the  1 7th  of  April  last,  no  reply  has  been 
i-eceived. 

Mr.  C'/miM 


AKUT— THE    CHANKEI.  ISUIO 
MILITIA.— QUESnOK. 

Mb.  LOOKE  asked  the  Senta 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  Om 
ment  intend  to  withdraw  the  n] 
granted  to  the  Channel  Islands  X 
should  the  authoritiea  in  the  Uui 
unprepared  with  proposals  fat  ihit  i 
ganization  of  tho  force,  in  occor 
with  the  recent  Circular  issued  fa 
purpose  by  Her  Majesty's  Minii 
War,  such  proposals  having  to  b 
turned  before  the  expiration  of  du 
1874? 

Ma.  OATHOBN£HA£DT,  ini 
sud,  that  the  Govemora  of  Jens 
Guernsey  had  been  informed  that  i 
they  put  their  Militia  on  a  proper 
ing  the  Grant  for  the  re-organusti 
the  force  would  be  withdrawn, 
had  recently  been  requested  to  « 
their  proposals  before  the  1st  of  Oe 
this  year,  and  until  lie  had  these  pn^ 
before  him  he  could  not  state  tIu 
intentions  of  the  GoTemment  wen. 


THE  CHAmfEL  ISLANDS  —  LA  WE 

JERSEY— REPORT  OF  THE  COB 

8I0N.— ttUESTIOS. 

Mb.  LOCKE  asked  the  Secretai 
State  fortheHome Department,  Will 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Msjesty'i 
vemmentto  request  theStatesof  Jen 
take  into  serious  their  con  aidemtion ' 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  sppo 
to  mquire  into  tho  Civil,  Municipal 
Ecclesiastical  Laws  of  the  Islaa 
Jersey,"  which  was  ordered  on  the 
April,  1869? 

Mr.  ASSHEXON  CEOSS,  in  r 
said,  that  the  Seport  could  be  fixu 
the  Library  of  the  House.  It  i 
bulky  volume,  and  he  had  uot  had 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Gorein 
to  it.  His  attention  had  been  c 
to  the  state  of  the  Laws  of  Jc 
in  consequence  of  certain  pro 
ings  which  had  recently  taken 
there.  The  result  was,  that  he 
given  instructions  that  an  ant 
ment  should  be  made  for  an  intei 
between  himself  and  the  Govenu 
some  convenient  time  during  the  B( 
in  order  to  confer  upon  the  n 
of  such  administntion  of  the  law. 


t 
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^  it  was  lie  who  ousrlit  to  liaye  fixed  upon 

;   EGYPT-DUTY  ON   COAL.-QUESTION.  ^  ^^table  eight,  Ind  have  then  foLd 

Mb.   DAVID   JENKINS  asked    the  the  means  for  placing  it  there. 

;   Under  Secretary    of  State  for  Foreign  Mk.    BERESFORD    HOPE  :    After 

•£Eairs,  If  he  has  received  information  that  Answer,  I  give  Notice  that  I  shall 

that  a  Duty  of  eight  per  cent  has  been  repeat    the  Question    some  time  next 

recently  levied  by  the  Egyptian  Govern-  Session. 

f    ment  (without  any  official  notice)  on  all 

h  eoal  landed  at  Port  Said  and  Suez,  in-  MERCANTILE  MAJUNE— LIFEBOAT 

tended    for   consumption    by    steamers  FOR  DUNGENESS.— QUESTION, 

passing  through  the  Suez  Canal ;  if  he  is  jj-^    KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 

aware  that  the  French  Government  have  asked  the   President  of   the  Board  of 

protested  against  the  impost  as  illegal ;  Trade,  Whether,  considering  the  recent 

and  whether  Hor  Majesty  s  Government  £^^  coUision  between  the   **  Hankow  " 

inll  take  steps  to  ascertain  if  tlus  tax,  so  ^^  ^he   *' MiUbanke  "  off  Dungeness, 

eenously     affecting     British    Shipping  ^^  ^^^      ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^  constantly  oc- 

trading  to  the  East  by  that  route  can  be  ^^^^^  j^  ^he  channel,  he  is  prepared 

^^^^^^TT^T^Z  .         ,         . ,  .u  X  to  station  a  life  ship  at  Dungeness  point, 

liR.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said,  that  re-  ^^^  ^     ^^^^  ^  landing  place  on  that 

I    oenuy  news  had    been  received  at  the  -qqIj^i  f 

\    Foreign  Office  that  such  a  duty  had  been  g^j,  CHARLES  ADDERLEY :  The 

imposed  by  the  Egyptian  Government ;  stationing  of  lifeboats  on  the  coasts  of 

next,that  no  official  information  had  been  the  United  Kingdom  is  not  one  of  the 

received  of  the  1  ronch  Government  hav-  ^^ties  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  is,  for 

ing  protested  against  it;  and,   thirdly,  the  most  part,  managed  by  the  Royal 

aie  Government,  as  at  present  advised.  National  Lifeboat  Institution.  The  Board 

behoved  that  under  the  Treaty  of  1 861  ^^  r^rade  station  sets  of  rocket  apparatus 

It  was  a  legal  imposition,   and  could  be  ^^^  provide  belts  and  life-lines  wherever 

enforced,  although  the  Egyptian  Govern-  these  appear  to  be  desirable.  The  places 

ment  had  hitherto  refrained  from  impos-  ^t  which  Hfeboats,  sets  of  rocket  apna- 

^^  "•  ratus,  and  life-lines  have  been  provided 

in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dungeness  will 

METROPOLIS  —  THE  COLONNADE   OF  he  seen  in  a  statement  which  the  right 

BURLINGTON  HOUSE.— QUESTION.  ^on.    Gentleman  shall  have    communi- 

Mb  BEEESFOED  HOPE  a^d  «.e  ^^aS  a'TAct^^thr^seTS 

First  Comnussioner  of  Works,  mether  gt^cting,   among  other   works,  a  pier 

he  has  yet  made  arrangements  for  the  ^^  landing-pla^e  at  Dungeness. 

re-erection  of  the  Colonnade  of  Burling-  °  '^                   ° 

ton  House,  and  on  what  site  ?  _ 

LOKD   HENEY   LENNOX :   Sir,  the  AEMY-8HEEENESS  BARRACKS. 

colonnade  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  question. 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  refers  ^^^  DUNBAE   (for  Captain  Nolan) 
consists  of  36  columns  ;  but  the  base  and  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
entablature  being  curved,  there  would  How  many  men  under  one  year's  ser- 
be  great  difficulty  in  adapting  it  to  any  yjce  have  occupied  the  Sheemess  Bar- 
other  style  of  facade  than  that  for  which  racks  since  the  1st  of  January  1874,  and 
it  was  originally  designed.     The  cost  of  ^hat  has  been  the  percentage  of  fever 
removing  it  from  Burlington  House  to  and  ague  amongst  them  ? 
Battersea  Park,  where  it  now  lies,  was  Mk.  GATHOkNE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
£850,  and  it  could  not  be  re-erected,  g^id,  that  since  January  last  218  soldiers 
even  on  its  present  site,  for  less  than  j^ad  occupied  Sheemess  Barracks,  and 
£2,000  or  £3,000,  at  a  low  computation,  that  of  those  20  had  been  received  into 
And  now,  I  wish  to  make  an  observation  ^he  hospital  for  ague,  and  26  for  other 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  and  to  say  that  I  kinds  of  fevers, 
venture  to  think  that  on  this  occasion  he 

2?i  it*'^' m^yTth^^werSt?  THE  LABOUR  LAWS.-QUESTiaX. 

vocacyof  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  colon-  Sib  WILLIAM  FEASEE  asked  the 

nade  was  preserved,  I  really  think  that  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 


1335  Poor  Law'-Pauper         {COMMONS}  Industrial  Sehoot DiitrieU.  IS 


partment,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vornmont  will  bring  in  a  measure  on 
receiving  the  Eeport  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Labour  Laws  now  sitting  ? 
IVhi.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment early  next  Session  to  bring  in  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  subject  into 
which  the  Hoyal  Commission  on  the 
Labour  Laws  had  inquired. 

POST  OFFICE— MAn.S  TO  THE  NORTH 
OF  SCOTLAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PENDEE  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  inconvenience  arising  from  the 
delay  in  the  Mail  Service  in  the  North 
of  Scotland,  and  to  the  following :  That 
as  the  Contract  held  by  Mr.  Croall  of 
Edinburgh,  for  carrying  the  Mails  to 
and  from  Caithness  by  a  stage  coach, 
which  was  contingent  on  the  opening  of 
the  new  Eailway,  expired  on  Friday, 
and  as  the  Post  Office  department  have 
not  come  to  terms  with  the  Eailway 
Companies,  the  counties  of  Caithness 
and  Sutherland  are  at  present  practically 
without  Mail  Service ;  that  the  Mails 
from  Wick  and  Thurso  for  the  South 
were  despatched  by  train  as  goods 
l)arcol8  on  Saturday  in  charge  of  a  Mail 
Guai'd,  who  having  failed  to  provide 
himself  with  a  passenger  ticket,  was 
turned  out  of  the  train  at  the  Kildonan 
Station,  and  left  behind  with  the  Mail 
bags  ;  that  the  Mail  bags  for  the  North 
arrived  at  Bonar  Bridge  Station  on  Sa- 
turday by  the  i)assongor  train,  but  as 
the  weighing  of  the  bags  as  goods  before 
passing  on  the  Sutherland  line  occupied 
some  time,  the  train  started  before  the 
operation  was  completed,  and  the  letters 
for  the  two  Northern  Counties,  and  Ork- 
ney as  w<'ll,  had  to  be  delayed  there ; 
that  the  hour  for  closing  the  Mail  bags 
at  Wick  has,  for  some  considerable  time, 
been  10  p.m.,  but  on  Saturday  last  a 
notice  was  posted  up  in  the  window  of 
the  Post  Office  that  the  Mail  bags  would 
be  closed  at  7,  p.m.,  and  that  there 
would  bo  no  further  despatch  until  4.40 
a.m.  on  Monday ;  and,  if  so,  these  in- 
conveniences being  of  daily  occurrence, 
tJie  Postmaster  General  is  prepared  to 
secure  the  regularity  of  the  correspon- 
dence by  ordering  a  train  at  fixed  hours 
from  Bonar  Bridge  to  Wick  and  Thurso, 
as  is  now  done  on  the  whole  distance 
fi'om  Loudon  to  Bonar  Bridge  ? 

/Sir  William  Fraser 


Mb.  W.  H.   smith,  for  the  Pta 

master  General,  said  : — ^The  attaitki 
the  Department  has  been  drawn  to  i 
delays  and  irregularities  in  the  i 
service  in  the  North  of  Scotland; 
the  statements  which  have  been  mad 
to  the  intention  of  the  Post  Office  to  i 
these  mails  as  goods  parcels  by  rul 
are  altogether  incorrect.  The  Port  0 
has  no  such  intention,  but  wishes  to 
these  mails  in  the  manner  stricdj 
scribed  by  law,  and  to  pay  the  ni 
companies  such  an  amount  for  these 
as  may  be  settled  by  arbitration;  > 
they  prefer  it,  as  may  be  fixed  In 
Kailway  Commissioners.  The  lai 
quires  railway  companies  to  cany  i 
in  the  manner  required  without  i 
posing  any  delay ;  but  the  director! 
thou^t  proper  to  direct  that  the 
shall  bo  taken  out  of  the  train,  le 
the  train  go  on  whQe  the  bag^  are  I 
weighed.  The  protests  of  the 
Office  have  had  no  effect,  and  it  has 
necessary  to  forward  the  bags  by  ] 
until  an  amicable  arrangement  ct 
made  with  the  companies,  or  steps  cs 
taken  for  carrying*  out  the  provisio! 
the  law.  The  Postmaster  Genen 
not  prepared  to  order  a  train  at  1 
liours  from  Bonar  Bridge  to  Wick 
Thurso,  as  an  efficient  and  regular 
service  can  bo  maintained  by  meoi 
the  existing  passenger  trains. 


rOOR  LAW— PAUPER  INDUSTRL 
SCHOOL  DISTRICTS.— QUE.STIU2 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Pres 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If 
his  intention  to  issue  an  Order  un 
the  several  Metropolitan  Pauper  Ii 
trial  School  Districts,  and  to  form 
Metropolitan  School  District ;  and, 
will  ho  send  to  each  Board  of  Guar 
a  copy  of  the  Draft  Order,  and  deU 
issue  of  the  same  until  after  the  x 
sembling  of  Parlianient  ? 

Me.  SCLATER- booth  :  No 
draft  Order  exists  as  is  alluded  to  i 
Question,  nor  have  I  any  present  L 
tion  of  issuing  one.  The  suggestion 
the  metropolitan  pauper  schools  si 
bo  united  under  one  or  more  Boai 
Management  is  under  consideratioi 
is  possible  that  it  might  be  necessa 
apply  to  Parliament  for  further  p<r 
before  it  could  be  carried  into  d 
but  whether  that  be  so  or  not,  I 
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i   undertake  to  say  that  nothing  will  be  vide  machinery  for  the  purpose  of  its 

I    done  upon  the  subject  during  the  Kecess.  operation,  and   under  all  the    circum- 

■  stances,  he  would  advise  that  the  Lords' 

*:    FISHERY   ACTS-THE  RIVER  TWEED.  Amendment   in  that  respect  should  be 

QUESTION.  agreed  to.     But  as  to  the  Amendment 

1        Q rrc^riTyrra  ■r\r\ryrrT  a  o     i    j  xv  made  in  the  9th  section  in  reference  to 

\        Sir  GEORGE  DOUGLAS  asked  the  .,  ,  a  -o-  x.      i.    4.1.    a    i. 

^    Bocretarv  of  State  for  the  Home  DeDart-  *^®  ^PP®^^  ^^^  *  Bishop  to  the  Arch- 

t .     -yiri.  i.1,        -i.  •     i.u     •  i.     xi         p  bishop,  that  involved  a  far  more  senous 

f    nient,    Whether    it  is  the  intention  of  j^       mi      -d*ii  -x  a 

^    ih     ri  ft  t  *       '  question.     The  Bill,   as  it  came  down 

?■  •   .    .1  , .        if  AX,    ^'  ^F  '    ^K^  from  the  Lords,  did  not  contain  the  Pro- 

\    into  the  operation  of  the  J? ishenes  Acts      .         ta  •        a  j  j-  •  •       i> 

'    ^-.  1  •        X     i.1.     -D-         rn       J        J    •*  V180.     It  was  inserted  on  a  division,  by 

■^plying  to  the  Eiver  Tweed  and  its  ^  ^         ^  .^^      ^^  ^^^  j^^^^^  ^^ '  ^(^ 

I'tebutenes;   and,   if  80,   when  and  m  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North-East 

.M^TSSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply,  J;^;:SXe^4L'\Td  t^MoS 

BOid,  it  was  the  intention  to  cause  an  #•     -i.       •    a-  -.^    ax.    av,^    -^i,* 

.       '.      ,    ,  J  X     XI.  A'  for  its  reiection  was  moved  by  the  nffht 

inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the  operation  ,         ^l     ai  ^^^    ilit     v     r     n. 

-.^  av   t7'  I.     •      a  a        Ai.   t>-       rp       J  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor  Green- 
Of  the  J?  ishenes  Acts  on  the  liiver  Tweed,       .  ,         j  ai.  a  -m-  a-  ^^  a  j  i 

va*ai.j       a      av        a    'A  a     lAi  wich,  and  that  Motion  was  supported  by 

out  it  had  not  yet  been  decided  whether  .1,0        a  x'caa^      K\t^      ^\f 

•4.         ^A  \     1.    r^         -AA  A  c«      •  the  Secretary  of  State  lor    War,  who 

It  would  bo  by  Committee  next  Session  j^^^  ^J    ^^^  ^j  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^ 

or  by  investigation  on  the  spot.  ^^  ^^^^^^  supporters  of  the  BQl.  Under 

those  disadvantageous  circumstances  a 

PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULATION  division   occurred,  and  the   clause  was 

BILL.    [Lord*.]  maintained  by  a  decreased,  but  still  a 

coNsroERATioN  OF  LORDs'  REASONS.  Considerable,  majority,  after  full  debate. 

He  was  aware  it  had  been  stated  by  the 

Lords  Eeasons  for  disagreeing  to  cor-  ^ght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 

tain  of  the   Commons  Amendments  to  Greenwich  as  his  opinion,  that  if,  ac- 

the    Public   Worship    Eegulation    BUI  cording  to  the  Forms  of  the  House  the 

coruiaered,  matter  could  be  discussed   again,   the 

Disagreement  of   the  Lords  to    the  majority  would   still  further    decrease, 

Proviso    inserted   by  the  Commons  in  if,    indeed,   it    did   not  altogether  dis- 

page  5,  line  20  read,  as  foUows :—  appear ;  but  he  (Mr.  Eussell  Gumey), 

^  ,.,,,.  .      ,     ,  having  at  least  as  good  an  opportunity 

"  Because  tho  Bishop  l)y  his  suponorl^^^^  ^^  ascertaining    the    feelings    of    hon. 

jcnowlcdge  is  more  competent  to  judge  of  the  ,«-,  j*  ±P     tt  i-j  t-'x 

expediency  of  permitting  or  prohibiting  the  in-  Members  of  the  House,  had  no  hesita- 

■titution  of  any  suit  than  the  archbishop.    Bo-  tion  in  stating  his  belief  that,  contrary 

cause  it  is  most  desirable  that  an  opportunity  to  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

^ould  be  afforded  of  amicable  conference  be-  j^^n,  the  majority  would  have  been  very 

tween  the    bishop,   the    incumbent,  and  com- .     .11      .  ^1        k     -u      v^^a     «*j 

plainantswhich  the  proposed  Amendments  would  materially  increased.     As  he  had  said, 

have  rendered  difficult.     Because  it  is  important  the  Amendment  was  earned,  tirst  ot  all, 

to  ascertain  intact  the  independent  rights  of  the  by  a  large  majority   in  the  Committee, 

bishop  as   the    originator   of  any  proceeding  and   that    decision  was  confirmed  by  a 

against  clerks  in  liis  own  diocese."  substantial  majority  at  a  later  period  ; 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  there  but  it  had  now  been  rejected  in  the 
was  another  Amendment  of  the  Com-  other  House  by  a  majority  of  12.  The 
mens  which  the  Lords  had  rejected,  to  number  of  12,  no  doubt,  in  itself  seemed 
which  he  would  first  refer — namely,  that  small,  but  when  it  was  considered  that 
relating  to  the  chapels  of  the  Colleges  in  fewer  than  80  Members  were  present,  it 
the  Universities.  The  Bill,  as  it  came  became  an  important  majority,  and  one 
orginally  from  the  Lords,  exempted  that  ought  fairly  to  be  considered  by 
those  and  other  chapels  from  the  opera-  that  House.  At  the  same  time,  it  would 
tion  of  the  Act,  but  the  Commons  not  of  itself  be  a  sufficient  reason  for 
brought  them  all  under  it.  The  Lords  the  House  of  Commons  departing  from 
had  now  altered  the  Amendments  of  the  conclusion  at  which  it  had  arrived, 
the  Commons,  but  had  not  specially  and  he  could  not  say  that  any  ad- 
exempted  the  chapels  from  the  Act.  He  ditional  weight  had  been  given  to  the 
had  felt  a  doubt  whether  many  of  the  numbers  by  the  arguments  which  were 
chapels  could  be  properly  brought  under  adduced.  Among  those  reasons  were 
the  Act,   and  whether  they  could  pro-  two  which  had  been   considered  in  the 
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House  of  Commons   very   fiilly.     The 
second  reason  assigned  was  that — 

**  it  is  most  (losirablc  that  an  opportunity 
should  be  affordt'd  of  jimicaLUt  conference  be- 
tween the  "bishop,  th(»  incumbent,  and  com- 
]iluinantH,  which  the  proposed  Amendment  would 
liavo  rendered  difficult." 

AVell,  the  only  case  in  which  the  appeal 
could  arise  was,  when  the  Bishop  had 
refused  to  entertain  an  application,  and, 
under  those  circumstances,  the  amicable 
couference  which  was  suggested  could 
not  by  any  possibility  be  held.  He  did 
not  know  whether  he  ought  to  refer  to 
any  reasons  which  had  been  urged  "else- 
whore,"  but  which  did  not  appear  on 
tlio  face  of  the  printed  Paper,  but  he 
i-'ortainly  did  not  think  any  additional 
weight  was  given  to  the  decision  of  the 
Lords  by  any  of  those  arguments.  For 
example,  he  did  not  think  the  House 
would  attach  much  importance  to  the 
argument  founded  on  the  Jus  divinum 
of  the  Bishops.  It  was  not  by  the  Jits 
dirinum  that  the  rights  and  authority 
of  Bishops  in  this  country  had  been 
determined,  but  by  the  Common  Law 
and  the  Statute  Law.  Besides,  the  veto 
proposed  to  bo  given  to  tlie  Bishop  was 
not  given  to  him  in  his  character  of 
Bishop.  Tt  was  a  peculiar  authority 
conforred  bv  Parliament ;  and  the  Par- 
1  lament  which  gave  the  power  could 
also  ccmtrol  it  within  such  limits  as  it 
tliought  tit.  Th(?ref«»re,  in  regard  to  the 
course  he  was  now  taking,  ho  could  not 
rest  it  (m  the  groat  wf?ight  of  the  ma- 
jority in  the  TTouso  of  Ijords,  nor  on  the 
weight  due  to  tlie  arguments  upon 
which  that  majority  had  acted.  But  he 
liad  otlier  matters  to  (Consider  in  this 
caso.  lie  saw  no  reason  whatever  for 
(ihering  the  opinions  he  had  frirmerly 
exprj^sscd,  and  which  had  been  con- 
firmed by  a  majority  of  that  House; 
})Ut  at  that  period  of  the  Scission  lie 
had  to  ccmsidcM'  wliat  appeared  to  him 
to  bo  the  most  advisable  course  to  pursue. 
They  wen^  now  within  three  davs  of  the 
IVorogation,  and  a  large  number  of  lion. 
M<?mbers  had  quittcid  town.  No  one,  in 
fact,  could  hope  to  see  any  increase  in  the 
number  of  hon.  (rentlenien  wlio  were  at 
present  in  attendance.  He  had  not  been 
able  to  see  any  middle  course?  by  which  the 
(lilfer(mce  between  tlie  two  Houses  was 
likelv  to  be  accommodated,  and,  conse- 
(juently,  the  appeal  in  its  present  shape 
must  be  eitJier  maintained  or  abandoned. 
He  saw  no  reason   to  suppose  that  if  j 

Jlr.  lliif>H(:ll  Oiirnci/ 


that  HouBe  innsted  on  the  coBtinuw 
of  the  appeal,  there  would  be  or 
yielding  on  the  part  of  the  Hoiiw  'i 
Lords,  even  supposing  there  wa.«  tia* 
for  a  conference,  and  therefore  the  qi«. 
tion  arose  whether  the  Bill  was  or  tu 
not  to  be  lost.  In  the  course  h^  tm 
about  to  pursue,  be  was  to  a  certain  €x- 
tent  influenced  by  the  fact  that  heTxnd«^ 
took  the  charge  of  the  Bill  when  *j» 
Proviso  was  not  in  it.  He  had  rwisn- 
mended  the  Bill  to  the  adoption  of  d« 
House  without  the  clause,  and  he  i\^ 
not  therefore,  contend  that  it  wa«  C 
important.  On  both  occasions  wht-n  L« 
addressed  the  House  on  it,  he  said  Le 
should  individually  be  content  if  tb 
Bill  had  passed  without  it,  although  1m 
thought  it  would  materially  impror' 
the  measure  ;  therefore,  he  was  not  pre* 
pared  to  advise  the  House  to  tak^  anr 
course  by  which  the  Bill  would  b*»  for 
that  Session  lost.  He  know.  howPTPr. 
there  were  many  hon.  Members  iriw 
would  think  it  no  ^eat  calamity  if  th» 
Bill  were  lost,  and  in  saying  r>,  he  re- 
ferred to  some  of  those  by  whom  the 
liill  had  been  steadily  supported,  but 
who  entertained  a  stroiip:  fot-liag 
that  the  only  eifect  of  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  that  Session,  would  bo  tlie  inrrrNh«^ 
tion  of  a  better  and  a  stronjrer  Bill  n-  xt 
year.  However,  he  was  not  prt-paredM 
encjumter  the  necessarv  proliminarli*^  '"f 
obtaining  a  stronger  Bill,  for  he  wa*  !!■•: 
prepared  to  a<lvise  the  House  to  rah-  a 
course  whij'h  might  l«»ad  to  a  f -arf'il 
agitation.  Such  an  agitation  ho  dn'adel. 
because  he  believed  it  would  be  uio*: 
mischievous  to  the  Phurch.  and  inju- 
rious to  tlie  best  interests  of  tlie  c^oiti- 
try.  Therefore,  ho  was  oldiged  to  ••v.;;- 
gest  tlie  c(mrso  which  in  his  judgiiKn:. 
it  would  be  most  advisable  tn  a»li'|i:. 
and  ho  could  not  help  .<sugg#'s!iiig.  &.• 
the  right  course,  that  the  Araen<InifRr* 
of  the  House  of  Lordsshould  be  acetpt.-il. 
Tie  confessed  he  made  the  sugir»«^*ii''! 
with  considerable  pain,  as  he  beli.v» '. 
the  most  important  improvement  of  tl:-' 
Bill  would  bt*  thorobv  lost :  and  bmiLd 
tliat.  ho  was  sorry  also,  because  Iv  kn.  w 
that  course  would  cause?  serious  and 
great  disappointment  and  grief  h*  a 
verv  lar;^(^  f)odv  out-of-doors,  wliri  r^- 
garded  the  proceedings  of  tho  House 
with  immense  interest,  and  who  had 
already  looked  with  con.siderable  jra- 
lousy  on  tho  powers  placed  in  thp  hand? 
of  tiie  Bishop,  and  the  veto  he  was  al- 
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iJJKnmdi  to  exerdse.   That  jealoiuy,  more- 
^over,  wasnotlikelyto  bediminished  bythe 
■wpnt  in  which  the  Bishops  had  objected 
to  any  control  over  them.     Personally, 
lie  was  pained  also,  because  he  knew  he 
WAS  advising  a  large  body  of  Friends 
■round    him      who    had     throughout 
Aese    proceedings,    given     to    him    a 
ftoady  and  generous  support,  to  take  a 
Qonne  which  they  believed  to  be  an  un- 
fortunate one,  and  one  contrary  alike  to 
•  iheir  expressed  feelings  and  their  settled 
r  ooQvictions.     Nevertheless,  feeling  that 
lie  occupied  a  position  of  great  respon- 
Mbility,  he  deemed  it  his  duty  to  advise 
the  House  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Ghurch  and  the  country  to  accept  their 
liordships'  Amendments,  and  he  should 
therefore    make    a    Motion     to    that 
offeot. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**  That  this  House  doth  not  insist  upon 
iheir  Amendments,  to  which  the  Lords 
liave  disagreed ;  and  doth  agree  to  the 
liords'  Amendments  to  the  Commons' 
Amendments  to  the  Bill." — {Mr,  ItusseU 
Qumey), 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  We 
are  placed,  beyond  doubt,  in  a  situation 
of  grave  embarrassment  by  the  course 
which  the  House  of  Lords  has  pursued ; 
but  it  does  not  belong  to  the  office  of 
any  private  Member  to  vindicate  the  in- 
dependence and  dig^ty  of  this  House. 
We  have  among  us  a  man  to  whom  the 
task  belongs,  and  who  is  adequate  to  its 
fulfilment.  We  have  a  Leader  of  this 
House  who  is  proud  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  of  whom  the  House  of 
Commons  is  proud.  Well  may  the 
Prime  Minister  be  proud  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  for  it  was  the  scene  of  his 
early  triumphs,  and  it  is  still  the  arena 
of  his  later  and  well-earned  glory. 
Although  we  differ  in  political  principles, 
we  all  recognize  that  he  has  ever  main- 
tained that  dignified  decency  which  con- 
tributes so  much  to  the  well-regulated 
conduct  of  public  affairs ;  and  therefore 
it  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  more  admired  for  his  talents  than  he 
is  respected  for  his  behaviour  in  the 
conduct  of  the  business  of  this  the  first 
Assembly  of  Gentlemen  in  the  World. 
It  may  be  necessary  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  look  to  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to-day  to  vindicate  its  honour 
and  its  dignity.  If  there  be  any  one — 
I  will  not  say  who — who  should  any- 


where— I  will  not  say  where  or  when — 
have  designated  the  deliberately  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  "  bluster,"  and  the  voice  of  its 
majority  as  a  '*  bugbear,"  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  forget  that  it  is  by 
virtue  of  that  blustering  majority  he  is 
Prime  Minister  of  England.  p*No,no!"l 
Well,  I  will  leave  out  the  adjective,  and 
merely  say  he  owes  his  high  position  to 
that  majority.  No  one  can  deny  that  it 
is  in  virtue  of  that  majority  that  he  fills 
the  office  which  he  so  worthily  occupies. 
If  there  be  any  man  who  is  forgetful  of 
that  high  responsibility  which  belongs 
to  the  character  of  an  English  Minister, 
it  will  not  be  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
has  always  known  what  belongs  to  that 
moderation — I  will  add  to  tSat  good 
breeding — in  the  treatment  of  jwlitical 
adversaries  which  is  alike  the  character- 
istic of  English  gentlemen  and  of  Eng- 
lish statesmen,  and  we  may  well  leave 
the  vindication  of  the  reputation  of  this 
famous  Assembly  to  one  who  will  well 
know  how  to  defend  its  credit  and  its 
dignity  against  the  ill-advised  railing  of 
a  rash  and  rancorous  tongue,  even 
though  it  be  the  tongue  of  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  a  Secretary  of  State,  and  a 
Colleague.  At  all  events,  let  us  have 
sufficient  self-respect  not  to  imitate  such 
an  example.  Let  us  not  condescend  to 
exchange  impertinences  with  the  House 
of  Lords.  We  had  enough  and  some- 
what too  much  of  that  in  the  last  Par- 
liament, and  I  will  venture  to  say  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  Members  of 
that  Parliament  will,  at  all  events,  do 
me  the  justice  of  admitting  that  I  always 
protested  against  it.  I  have  always  re- 
garded the  House  of  Lords  as  an  im- 
portant, and  I  believe  a  necessary,  ele- 
ment in  the  constitution  of  this  country. 
Therefore,  I  have  never  been  a  party  to 
discrediting  by  offensive  language  a 
body  which,  as  I  conceive,  has  a  weighty 
and  a  responsible  function  to  perform. 
Though  I  hold  other  and,  as  I  tliink, 
sounder  views  on  the  subject  of  the 
Royal  Supremacy  than  those  entertained 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  I 
should  not  recommend  even  him  to  carry 
this  measure  into  effect  by  a  Eoyal 
Warrant.  [^Laughter.']  Let  us  deal 
with  a  serious  matter  and  a  serious 
situation  seriously.  Speaking  in  this 
House,  we  ought  not  to  talk  like  angry 
schoolboys,  but  like  English  politicians 


1343 


FuhUe  Wor%h%p 


(COMMONS) 


Eegulaiiim  Bill.  \% 


and  English  gentlemen.  But  while  we 
will  not  embark  on  a  career  of  mutual 
"V'ituperation  with  Members  of  the  other 
House,  we  have  a  right  to  examine  the 
nature  of  a  majority  which  claims  to 
overrule  the  will  of  a  majority  almost 
exactly  double  the  majority  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  also  the  arguments  by 
wliich  that  majority  of  the  House  of 
Tjords  has  defended  its  conclusions.  'Who 
are  the  first  and  the  most  conspicuous 
elements  of  that  majority  ?  They  are, 
necessarily,  the  Bishops.  Well,  one 
looks  with  interest  to  know  what  part 
the  Bench  of  Bishops  as  a  whole  have 
taken  upon  tliis  subject — a  subject  which 
wo  are  told  involves  the  law  of  the 
Church  of  Christendom.  I  think  that, 
exclusive  of  the  two  Archbishops,  there 
are  25  Bishops  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, of  whom  only  one-third  voted 
against  the  Proviso.  But  new  canons  of 
criticism  have  been  recently  applied  to 
political  majorities.  TJiey  are  to  be 
tested,  not  by  their  numbers,  but  by 
their  ages.  Well,  I  take  it,  it  is  not  the 
years  which  appear  on  the  baptismal 
registers  of  inexperienced  legislators, 
but  the  time  during  which  they  have 
occupied  seats  in  Parliament.  I  am 
afraid  that  if  the  one-third  of  the  Bench 
of  Bishops  is  to  bo  estimated  by  its  Par- 
liamentary nonage,  it  would  weigh  very 
lightly  in  the  scale.  Lately  I  made  a 
remark,  wliich  T  am  sorry  to  find  has 
given  some  displeasure  to  the  right  lion. 
Gontloman  tlio  Mombor  for  Greenwich, 
with  reference  to  the  Bishops  appointed 
in  the  last  five  yt»ars.  But  estimating 
tlu.'se  Bishops  l)y  their  Parliamentary 
age,  I  find  that  by  far  the  larger  number 
of  them  who  voted  against  the  Proviso 
were  Bishops  appointed  in  the  last  five 
years,  and,  consequently,  were  the 
youngest  Bishops  upon  the  Bench.  There 
is  a  saying  attributed  to  liord  Melbourne 
which  verges  on  profanity,  and  whicli, 
therefore,  ought  not  to  be  repeated  in 
this  House.  It  shows,  however,  that 
liord  ^Melbourne  imputed  ingratitude  to 
g(^utlemen  of  this  class.  [Mr.  IIoiis- 
yixs :  It  was  Sir  Eobert  Walpole.] 
"Well,  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  may 
correct  the  authorship,  especially  as  I 
am  not  going  to  quote  it.  1  think  what 
occurred  last  night  ought  to  discharge 
the  Bishops  altogether  from  the  imputa- 
tion of  ingratitude,  for  any  body  of  men 
iiKjre  loyal  or  more  ready  to  respond  to 
the  Whip,   it  would  be   impossible,  I 
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think,  to  conceiYe.  The  other  deafl 
of  that  majority  are  remazkabk. 
looked  to  see  what  were  the  paztB  v% 
the  Cabinet  of  the  late  Liberal  , 
ministration  took  upon  the  qnes 
which  so  deeply  interests  the  con 
and  which,  I  believe,  is  destined  gn 
to  affect  its  future.  I  found  the?  | 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Memhe 
Greenwich  the  conspicuous  adheoc 
their  absence.  There  was  no  more 
mony  on  the  Opposition  Bench  in 
House  of  Lords  than  there  is  ob 
Opposition  Bench  in  the  House  of  ( 
mons  with  regard  to  a  question  i 
stirs  the  heart  of  England.  Lord 
borne,  Lord  Granville,  Lord  Kimbc 
Lord  Cardwell,  and  Lord  Aberdare 
absent.  I  had  almost  forgotten  i 
was  a  former  High  Church  ox-Chano 
who,  I  think,  took  an  active  part  i: 
feating  the  proposal  of  the  Honi 
Commons.  But  when  I  look  at 
more  important  Bench  occupied  by 
Majesty's  Government,  what  do  I  fi 
the  conduct  of  its  occupants  in  rega 
a  measure  for  wliich  we  were  told 
very  conspicuous  occasion  tlie  Goi 
ment  are  morally  responsible  ?  If 
Majesty's  Government  are  moralh 
sponsible  for  the  measure,  I  ventui 
think  that  a  large  majority  in  the  ( 
net  are  morally  irresponsible  fori 
prefer  to  use  that  phrase  rather 
put  the  negative  the  other  way.  I 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  the  IVeside 
the  Council,  and  the  Lord  Chancell( 
a  Conservative  Government  rocomn 
ing  that  this  Amendment  of  the  B 
of  Commons  should,  in  substance,  i 
in  form,  be  acceptetl.  The  right 
Gentleman  talked  the  other  day  i 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  of  mine  hi 
spoken  with  violent  good  nature.  ^ 
there  is  such  a  thing  as  viulencewi' 
good  nature.  This  Amendment 
been  defeated  in  the  House  of  Lop 
a  snmll  majority  led  by  the  noble 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  In«li. 
whom  I  will  apply  at  least  one  of 
words — foUowed  by  lialf  a  dozen  R 
istic  Lords  in  "Waiting,  combined 
Bishops.  Thus,  in  the  House  of  I 
which  consists  altogether  of  .some 
like  500  Members,  there  were  foui 
persons  to  defeat  the  opinion  of  upi 
of  120  Members  of  the  Hou^  of 
mens.  Well,  it  is  not  to  the  foi 
numbers,  it  is  not  even  to  the  foi 
age,  that  we  must  defer — for  Lonl 
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[^sowbj  is  not  a  boy — at  loast,  if  he  is, 
ly  noble  Friend  opposite  will  correct 
— and  his  Lordship,  who  is  respected 
bis  attachment  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
^Imdy  expressed  his  sentiments  in  favour 
of  our  proposal.  With  regard  to  the 
^inajority  of  23  in  this  House,  we  were 
^'tola  that  12  Members  would  be  sensible 
longh  to  change  their  mind ;  but  my 
;ieigbt  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Ee- 
^ttxrder  says  it  is  vain  to  suppose  that  six 
tlfembers  of  the  House  of  Lords  will  be 
[•snsible  enough  to  change  their  minds. 
'Be  may  be  right  in  his  estimate  of  our 
^IwlatiTe  good  sense.  K  the  numbers 
were  feeble,  what  are  we  to  say  of  the 
ftri^ments  upon  this  Paper  of  Eeasons  ? 
I  will  call  attention  to  one  of  the  argu- 
aients  which  has  been  put  on  record  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  which  I  will 
nroYe  to  be  contrary  to  the  laws  of  Eng- 
und,  and  therefore  to  the  laws  of  the 
.  Church.  The  other  night,  I  referred  to 
I  the  argument  on  this  point.  It  is  to  the 
s  effect  that  it  is  important  to  maintain 
\    intact  the  independent  rights  of  Bishops 

-  as  the  originators  of  any  proceedings 
';  against  clerks  in  their  own  dioceses.     I 

-  raerred  to  the  argument  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 

».    the  other  night.    It  has  been  enforced 
by  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  who  has,  I  think, 

,  expressed  very  much  the  same  ideas,  but, 
perhaps,  in  less  discreet  language.  The 
bishop  of  Winchester  has  insisted  on 
the  Divine  right  of  Bishops.  Indeed, 
he  demanded  that  we  should  accept  that 
proposition  rather  as  an  axiom  than  as  a 
postulate.  Well,  in  my  opinion,  the 
Divine  authority  of  Bishops  is  in  the 
estimation — and  justly  in  the  estimation 
—of  this  country  in  the  same  situation 
as  the  Divine  right  of  Kings.  To  assert 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  Bishops  is  not 
jtwe  humano,  but  jure  divinoy  and  to  hear 
the  authority  of  Lord  Holt  quoted  in 
support  of  such  a  proposition,  is  enough 
to  make  one  think  that  the  axis  of  the 
world  is  turned  back,  and  that  we  are 
living  again  in  the  Middle  Ages.  Juris- 
diction is  not  Divine.  Jurisdiction  is 
essentially  human,  for  I  have  never  yet 
heard  of  any  Bishop,  whether  by  Divine 
right  or  not,  who  enforced  his  behests 
by  a  posse  comitatus  of  angels.  He  has 
recourse  to  the  civil  power  to  enforce  his 
jurisdiction,  and  therefore  I  advise  him  to 
regard  his  jurisdiction,  if  he  wishes  to  have 
any  effect  at  all,  as  human.  In  whatever 
light  Bishops  may  regard  themselves — 
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and  that  is  a  matter  on  which  they  must 
exercise  their  own  discretion  —  Parlia- 
ment regards  them  as  overseers  of  a 
Church  which  has  been  established  by 
the  State,  and  which  is  subject  to  the 
laws  of  the  State.     They  are  recom- 
mended to  the  Crown  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, who  is  elected  by  the  House  of 
Commons.     They  are  nominated  by  a 
Congi  d*  Hire,   which    issues    from  the 
Crown,  and  which  is  an  imperative  man- 
date.   They  hold  their  offices  on  terms 
prescribed  by  Parliament  and  by  the 
State.    It  is  not  by  Divine  right  that  an 
eminent  clergyman,   however  excellent 
and  however  learned  he  may  be,  occu- 
pies Famham  Palace  or  a  fine  house  in 
St.  James's  Square.     It  is  not  by  Divine 
right  that  a  Prolate  has  £8,000  a-year 
secured  by  Act  of  Parliament.    It  is  not 
by  Divine  right  that  the  Bishops  sit  in 
the  House  of  Lords.    They  sit  there,  as 
we  all  know,  by  barony,  and  a  barony  is 
not  of  Divine  right.    But  then  there  is 
the  argument  or  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Greenwich;   and  if  I 
trespass  on  the  attention  of  the  House, 
I  must  ask  them  to  consider  the  great 
importance  of  the  question,  because  if 
you  allow  the  Bishops  to  repudiate  what 
I  believe  to  b^  the  fundamental  autho- 
rity of  the  Archbishops  in  this  coun- 
try, you  shake  the  whole  discipline  of 
the  Church.      You    are    allowing  the 
Bishops  themselves  to  set  that  example 
of  lawlessness  which  it  is  the  object  of 
this  Bill  to  prevent.    In  order  that  I 
may  not  misrepresent  my  right    hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  I 
will  read  two  or  three  sentences  which  I 
believe  correctly  convey  his  argument. 
It  was  as  follows : — "  It  seemed  to  have 
been  supposed  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
made  that  proposal,  that  whenever  there 
was  a  convenience  or  supposed  conveni- 
ence in  putting  the  Bishop  out  of  the 
government  of  his  diocese  and  putting 
the  Archbishop  into  the  government  of 
it,  that  might  be  done.    That,  however, 
all  the  law  of  Christendom  had  always 
forbidden."   He  went  on  to  say  that  was 
the  principle  of  the  Preformation.    *'  The 
Canon  Law  and  the  Statute  Law  both  pro- 
ceeded on  precisely  the  principle  which 
he  had  laid  down."    This,  I  am  firmly 
convinced,  is  only  one  of  the  first  of  that 
series  of  Clergy  Mutiny  Acts  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  alluded  the  other 
day,  and  it  will  be  remembered  that  the 
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Mutiny  Acts  are  annual  statutes.  It  is 
of  great  importance,  tlierefore,  that  we 
should  not,  in  this  House,  accept  in 
ttilence  and  with  apparent  acquiescence, 
doctrines  which,  in  my  opinion,  are 
fundamentally  contrary  to  the  law  and 
constitution  of  this  country  in  Church 
and  State.  I  am  speaking  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who 
is  thoroughly  conversant  with  these  ques- 
tions. Now,  I  ask  their  attention  to  the 
statement  I  am  about  to  make,  and  I 
will  take  care  tliat  it  is  clear  and  unam- 
biguous. If,  the  other  niglit,  I  was 
taken  rather  by  surprise  by  hearing  the 
authority  of  Van  Espen  cited,  and  if  I 
spoke  somewhat  rudely  of  any  Canonist 
or  casuist,  I  can  only  plead  in  self-de- 
fence a  long  and  inveterate  ignorance  of 
tlie  Canon  Law  and  of  the  writings  of 
Canonists.  As  Blachaione  says — ''Lay- 
men"— by  whom  ho  means  the  commcm 
lawyers — **  make  no  scruple  to  profess 
contempt,  and  even  their  ignorance,  of 
it  in  the  most  public  manner."  In  Black- 
atone' s  Com me7i fanes,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  find,  in  good  Norman  French, 
language  more  depreciatory  than  any  I 
shall  use  on  the  subject  of  the  Canon 
Law.  Hero  is  another  citation  from 
JJlackstone — 

*'  For  tln'ir  ocdosiastical  tnlmnals  (which  nro 
inim'ipally  pniidcd  hy  tlio  rulrs  of  thf  liiqional 
ami  Canon  Laws  as  they  suhsist  and  are  ad- 
niilti:d  in  Kn^land,  hy  no  li^lit  of  their  own, 
hut  upon  hare  sufl'cranco  and  toleration  from 
tliu  municipal  laws)  must  hav(»  rr<*ourw»  to  the 
laws  of  that  country  when^in  they  are  adopted 
to  he  infuruied  how  far  their  jurisdiction  i.'x- 
teu<ls,  or  what  <*aiL><es  are  pennitted  and  what 
foi'hiddi-n  to  he  discussi-d  and  di~iwn  in  question 
hofore  them.  It  matters  not,  thenfor*"*,  what 
tlie  Pandects  of  .lustinian  or  tho  Dwrotals  (»f 
(irej^ory  havt;  ordained.  They  are  heiv  of  no 
more  inli-insie  authority  than  the  hiws  of  Stdon 
ami  Lyeurirus,  curious,  perhaps,  for  their  unti- 
•juity,  respectahlc  f<ir  their  ecpiity,  an<l  fre- 
([Urntly  of  admirahle  use  as  illustratinu:  a  point 
of  liistt>ry.  Nor  is  it  at  all  material  in  what 
liirht  other  nations  may  consider  this  luatter  of 
Jurisdiction.  Every  nation  nuist  and  will  fihide 
hy  its  own  luunicipal  laws,  which  various  acci- 
(U'uts  comhint!  to  remler  ditterent  in  every 
country  of  Europe." 

I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  any  contro- 
vorsy  witli  my  right  hon.  Friend  tho 
McTulxT  for  (jrrocnwich  on  the  subject  of 
tho  Canon  Ijaw  ;  but  I  am  going  to  enter 
into  a  controversj'  with  him  on  the  sub- 
joQt  of  tho  law  of  England.  If  I  folt 
disposed,  however,  to  enter  into  a  con- 
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troversy  with  him  on  the  Canon  Im 
should  undertake  to  say  that  1m 
misapprehended  even  that  law,  fof  I 
in  an  authority  far  higher  in  tlue 
try  than  Van  Espen — ^namely,  in  Aji 
Far  ergon  Juri4  Canonici  Angliewk-^ 
stated  that — 

**  An  Archhiahop  may,  l>y  virtu**  of  m 
mado  to  him,  compel  his  Sufiii|mi  Bii 
tho  administration  of  jiutioc,  if  he  he  on 

therein." 

It  is  perfectly  notorious  that  thoo. 
the  Canon  Ijaw,  the  Archbisho| 
obliged,  in  the  first  instance,  to  tI 
own  diocese,  yet  having  done  s 
might  afterwards  visit  tho  diooesei 
his  Suffragans,  whose  authority  he 
supersede.  I  am  not  particularli 
versant  with  the  writings  of  Can 
as  my  studies  have  been  in  a  dil 
direction.  They  have  gone  in  the 
tion  of  those  writers  who  are  mo 
vourable  to  the  Constitution  (^ 
country  and  to  tho  Reformed  Chu 
England.  I  take  a  very  common  i 
rity — Bum's  EcchsiaMtical  Laic— 
ask  the  House  to  compare  what  h 
with  the  third  reason  assigned  i 
Lords.     He  says — 

"  The  Arrhhishop  hath  two  roncumir 
ilictionR,  one  ns  Ordinary-  or  HUhop  in  I 
(lioei'.<t(>,  thi;  other  us  BU]K'niit4'ud«-iit  thiv 
his  wh«^le  pmvinec  of  all  ♦•cflfsia?»tii"al  r 
to  corroc^t  and  Bupj)ly  the  tk-ft^is  q\ 
BiHhops." 

I  am  now  going  to  state  tlie  Co 
Law  of  England  as  against  any  as 
tion  of  the  (^anon  Law,  and  no  mx 
dispute  that  if  the  Common  Law  ol 
land  is  different  from  the  Canon 
the  Common  Law  is  supreme.  1 
iiri*t  year  of  the  roipn  (if  Jam 
Chief  Justice  Jones  delivered  the 
nimoufl  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
mon  rieas,  and  their  reason  was— 

"That  in  all  tliese  cases*  of  the  ol« 
Arehhishoj)  IwhI  two  i^oiu-urrent  jiirisii 
tho  one  onlinarv  with  th«*  J^ishup  in  hi(» 
the  other  8ui)erinten»lent  thnm^hnut  Y 
vinee  of  thinji:^  eceh:sinKtioal,  to  cumtt  i 
to  sup])ly  the  defects  of  tlio  Ordinary.'* 

I  will  now  give  you  the  autho 
another  man — perhaps  the  g^ate 
the  best  of  the  Common  I^awyers  o: 
land — I  mean  Lord  Cliiof  Justice 
This  is  the  language  of  a  judgme 
livered  by  him  in  11  AVilliam  III 
said — 

"  That  hy  tho  Common  Law  the  A«l 
hath  a  metroi>olitieal  jurisdiction,  und  tha 
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p8  are  orer  Biflhops.  as  well  as  Biahopfli  are 
other  clOTgy ;  but  his  power  was  usurped 
and  diminished  by  the  Pope,  but  restored 
extent  at  Common  Ijaw  by  the  statute  of 
f  Vm.  That  by  allowing  his  power  to 
lU  is  admitted." 

now  I  como  to  a  passage  wHch  has 

strangely  misunderstood  by  a  right 

Prelate  who  seemed  to  know   as 

\  about  law  as  I  do  about  theology. 

is  the  passage  he  refers  to  as  proy- 

from  Lord  Chief  Justice  Holt  the 

Qe  right  of  Bishops — 

hough  there  may  be  a  co-ordination  amongst 
uitiG^jure  divino,  yet  there  is  a  subordina- 
mre  eecleftitutico  qua  humanOj  not  of  neces- 
but  for  convenience.  The  power  of  an 
liahop  was  very  great  here  in  £ngland 
itly,  and  he  had  the  same  jurisdiction  of 
aoacy  as  the  Patriarch  of  Constantinople. 
*ope  used  to  call  him  alter  i  us  orb  is  Papain^ 
6  exercised  the  same  jurisdiction  with  him. 
ifterwards,  in  the  reigns  of  IIcnr>'  I.  and 
en,  the  I'ope  usurped  the  authority  of  the 
)i8hops,  in  exchange  for  which  they  became 
^ati  nati  of  the  l*ope.  But  at  this  day,  by 
ict  of  Henry  VIII.  this  jurisdiction  is 
ed.  And  to  question  the  authority  of  the 
nshop  is  to  question  the  very  foundation  of 
ovemment." 

ight  hon.  Friend  required  no  assist- 
in  Canon  Law  ;  but  he  will  perceive 
he  required  some  assistance  in  the 
ite  Law,  as  he  cited  a  statute  of 
ry  Vni.  as  proving  that  the  Arch- 
)p  had  not  that  authority.  Why, 
le  very  statute  he  quoted,  the  Arch- 
>ps  are  restrained  in  certain  cases 
exercising  authority  out  of  their 
(ses,  but  in  certain  other  cases,  it  is 
Bssly  stated  that  they  shall  have 
ority.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  And  I 
d  it.]  what  are  these  cases  ?  There 
everal.  **  In  case  that  the  Bishop 
le  diocese  or  other  immediate  Judge 
rdinary  dare  not  or  will  not  convent 
>arty  to  be  sued  before  him,"  then 
^hbishop  has  jurisdiction.  Well, 
is  the  law  in  this  case  ;  but  what 
been  the  practice  of  the  Church  of 
and?  The  first  Archbishop — an 
bishop  not  loved  by  the  Ritualists 
lo,  by  metropolitical  right,  made  a 
ition  of  all  the  dioceses  of  his  Suf- 
ins  was  Cranmer.  That  was,  accord- 
to  Strype's  Memorials,  in  the  first 
of  the  Reformation  in  England — 
;  and  for  that  he  got  the  King's 
ce  to  countenance  his  doings,  as  it 
well  known  what  opposition  he 
Id  meet  with.  '*  The  main  end 
3of,"  we  are  told,  **  was  to  promote 
Sing's  supremacy,  and  as  opportu- 


nity served  to  correct  the  superstitions  of 
this  Church  and  inspect  the  Bishops  and 
people  themselves."  Cranmer  was  op- 
posed by  the  Bishop  of  Winchester  of  that 
day,  and  on  precisely  the  same  grounds 
as  the  authority  of  the  Archbishops  was 
repudiated  last  night  by  the  apostolical 
successor  of  Gardiner.  But  if  X^^had  not 
some  sense  of  shame,  and  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  House,  I  could  carry  you 
through  the  series  of  metropolitical  visit- 
ations made  throughout  the  whole  period 
of  the  Reformation,  in  which  Parker 
and  his  successors  went  through  every 
diocese  of  his  Province,  and  in  which 
his  first  act  was  to  inhibit  the  Bishop 
from  any  action  at  all,  and  to  suspend 
him  completely,  assuming  to  himself  tho 
whole  ecclesiastical  authority.  I  could 
take  you  through  the  great  names  of 
Parker,  Whitgift,  Grindal,  and  another 
whom  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich will  accept  as  better  than  any  other 
— Archbishop  Laud.  The  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  St.  Paul's  repudiated  his 
authority,  and  said  that  an  Archbishop 
had  no  right  to  enter  the  diocese  of  a 
Bishop.  But  what  was  his  answer  ?  He 
told  them  that  he  was  resolved  that  no 
place  on  grounds  of  privilege  should  be 
exempt  from  archiepiscopal  visitation, 
and  particularly  that  Church  of  St.  Paul, 
because  they  could  show,  from  no  act  in 
any  of  their  registries,  that  the  Arch- 
bishop did  not  visit  their  church  at  the 
same  time  as  he  visited  their  diocese.  I 
wiU  not  weary  the  House  with  the  series 
of  decisions  and  precedents  which  make 
the  law  of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
I  will  refer,  in  the  presence  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  to  precedents  which 
come  down  nearly  to  our  own  time,  and 
I  will  ask  him,  whether  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  those  metropolitical  visitations 
have  been,  down  to  the  time  of  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church,  car- 
ried on  by  the  Irish  Archbishops  in 
every  diocese  of  the  Provinces  of  Ire- 
land ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  abolished  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland,  and  no  one 
could  respect  it  more  at  the  time  he 
abolished  it ;  and  he  will  not  say  that 
the  Canonical  Law  of  that  Church  was 
inconsistent  with  the  law  of  England. 
I  conclude  this  argument  against  the 
claim  set  up  in  this  Amendment  of  the 
Lords,  by  saying  that  it  is  against  the 
Common  Law  as  stated  by  Lord  Coke, 
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against  the  Statute  Law  as  laid  down  in 
tlie  Act  of  Henry  YIII.,  and  against  the 
universal  practice  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land from  the  time  of  the  Reformation 
down  to  this  day.  And  I  ask  again  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  whether 
the  first  act  in  these  Irish  visitations 
was  not  to  inhibit  the  Bishop  from  all 
action  whatever,  the  Archbishop  assum- 
ing the  whole  of  that  authority  which 
previously  existed  in  the  Bishop?  In 
the  licensing  of  curates,  in  the  matter 
of  residence,  in  pluralities,  matters  most 
eminently  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Bishops,  an  appeal  has  been  always 
givon  to  the  Archbishop.  These  seem 
to  bo  coneluHive  reasons  against  tlie  ar- 
guments alleged  by  the  House  of  I-iords 
lor  this  Amendment.  I  know  they  will 
not  satisfy  my  right  lion.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  because  he  holds  an  entirely 
diilorent  view  with  respect  to  the  law  of 
the  Churcli.  In  that  pamphlet  upon 
the  Ef)yal  Supremacy  which  has  been 
quoted  in  this  House,  and  which  was 
re -published  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
within  the  last  few  years,  when  he  was 
u  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and,  I  believe. 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
laid  down  a  totallv  diflferent  doctiine 
with  regard  to  Courts  of  Appeal  of  all 
descriptions.  He  said  Courts  of  Appeal 
not  composed  of  ecclesiastical  persons. 
[^fr.  Gi^\T)ST0NE :  EcclesiasticalJudges.] 
Tliat  is  nf)t  the  material  point.  I  want 
to  refer  to  the  authority  which  has  the 
riglit  to  appoint  tli(>  Judges.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  says  that  **  Courts  appointed 
by  Purliam(»ntnvy  majorities,  and  as- 
sented to  })y  tlie  Sovereign  on  the  advice 
of  Ministers  whom  those  majcn'ities  had 
constrained  him  to  accept,  the  Church 
of  England  knows  nothing  of."  If  that 
is  sound  doctrine,  it  is  perfectly  idle  for 
Parliament  to  occupy  itself  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Church.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  the  (Constitution  of  this  coimtry 
is  to  be  maintained,  if  the  Church  is  to 
1)0  maintained,  the  Church  must  know 
something  of  the  Courts  appointed  by 
l^arliamentary  majorities,  and  assented 
tf)  by  the  Soverei«i;n  on  the  advice  of 
!Ministers  whom  those  majonties  have 
C(mstrained  him  to  accept.  The  doctrine 
of  niv  right  hon.  Friend  mav  be  the  true 
doctrine ;  of  that  he  is  a  better  judge 
than  J  am ;  but  it  is  not  to  be  found  in 
the  Constitution  of  England  or  of  the 
Church  of  England.     It  is  not  the  doc- 
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trine  which  belongB  to  the  tnJitiiMrf 
that  great  historical  Whig  Fntrilii 
has  taken  so  illustrious  a  ihaniiii 
framing  of  that  Conetitutiai.  \ 
then,  in  the  presence  of  this  sm^ 
and  of  the  reason  alleged  fbr  tlni  4i 
sion  of  the  House  of  Lords,  ite  % 
we  to  do  ?  In  the  presence  of  thiiiMlii 
majority  of  the  House  of  Lndi,  i^ 
ported  by  still  feebler  argumot^H 
we  to  peld  submissively  aguaiv 
better  and  deliberate  judgment?  \ 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbcl^ 
corder  thinks  we  have  no  other  ih» 
tive,  and  the  conduct  of  the  meimt 
this  year  is  in  his  hands,  and  1  m  ■ 
we  have  all  occasion  to  thanV  Inh 
the  judgment  and  temper  vith  Hk 
ho  has  performed  his  task.  1  corii^ 
if  he  had  thought  it  wise  and  pruiiAl 
ask  this  House  to  stand  by  the  ^esm 
of  the  majority  of  the  Hou£sc  oiO» 
mens  as  a  reasonable  and  firm,  il 
therefore  not  a  ''blustering  nujcni^* 
if  he  thought  tliere  had  been  tiBi.il 
conference  with  the  other  House,  to  i 
deavour  to  settlo  the  question,  aai 
remove  the  strange  and  unconstitntii 
ideas  upon  which  the  reasons  of 
Lords  are  founded,  I  should  have  g^ 
supported  him.  But  he  has  detenu 
otherwise ;  and,  certainly,  1  shall 
think  of  setting  my  opinion  against 
This  is  not,  and  has  never  Wen  a 
strong  Bill,  and,  I  fear.  Parliament 
hereafter  be  convicted  of  the  unst 
manlike  policy  of  passing  a  small 
sure  on  a  great  subject.  This  mati 
I  do  not  say  tliis  Bill — is  far  the  la 
business  which  has  occupie<l  I*arlia 
or  the  public  mind  in  my  life-time, 
cannot  hustle  it  out  at  the  fag-end 
Session  which  can  hardly  bo  call 
glorious  one.  I  always  believed 
this  Bill  would  break  down  upon 
discretion  of  the  Bishop,  and  1  be 
now  more  than  over  that  it  will  1 
down  upon  that  point.  Yon  have  i 
ened  it,  or  rather  the  House  of  1 
have  weakened  it,  in  its  weakest 
and  the  result  is,  that  you  will  ha' 
begin  the  work  over  a^in,  under 
cumstances  most  disadvantageous  t< 
Church,  because  you  will  begin  it  a 
with  a  discredited  bench  of  Bisl 
These  are  only  the  opinions  of  a  pii 
and  independent  Member  of  Parlian 
The  result — I  will  not  say  of  the 
but  of  this  great  question — is  in 
different  hands — it  depends  upon 
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of  the  First  Minister  of  the  Queen, 
ht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is 
inister,  because  he  has  long  had 
.^;acity  to  divine  the  sentiments 
execute  the  will  of  the  English 
And  if  he  would  accept  a  word 
from  a  humble  Member  of 
ouse,  I  would  advise  him  not  to 
n  a  broken  reed ;  I  would  adjure 
ot  to  let  himself  be  embarrassed 
smayed  by  the  distracting  counsels 
^vidod  Cabinet.  It  is  not  they 
aye  made  him  Minister ;  it  is  he 
as  placed  them  there.  I  hope  the 
lion.  Gentleman  will  throw  hmiself 
e  courage  of  his  convictions  and  on 
ighty  support  of  the  public  opi- 
of  a  Protestant  people.  He  has 
the  wisdom  to  gauge,  and  not  to 
ervalue,  the  dimensions  of  a  work 
are  only  just  beginning.  He  has 
that  not  England  alone,  but  all 
■tiropo  is  divided  into  two  camps,  and 
t  the  camp  on  the  one  side  is  that  of 
[tramontanism  and  Sacerdotalism ;  on 
m  other,  that  of  Freedom  and  of  the 
brmation.  If  any  man  in  this  House 
the  Bill  of  little  value,  because  it 
a  wretched  and  weak  instrument  to 
mplish  its  object,  I  would  say  that 
&e  value  of  the  Bill  depends  upon  the 
lingular  uprising  of  the  public  mind  of 
IfaiB  nation  to  which  it  has  given  rise, 
ttid  that  public  opinion  cannot  be  de- 
I'feated  by  a  majority  of  12  in  the  House 
rf  Xiords.  It  is  not  to  be  reversed  by 
half-a-dozen  High  Church  Bishops  or  a 
dozen  Bitualistic  Lords  in  Waiting. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  has  proclaimed  his  intention  to 
Tindicate  in  the  Church  of  England  the 
broad  platform  of  the  Eeformation. 
Depend  upon  it,  as  long  as  he  pursues 
that  policy  without  flincliing,  he  will  find 
support  in  quarters  where  he  least  ex- 
pects it.  He  will  find  he  has  with  him 
the  great  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
fr  Bions,  without  distinction  of  party,  for  I 
f  hope  the  House  of  Commons  will  always 
'  represent  the  overwhelming  sense  of  the 
Ikiglish  nation.  But  let  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deceive  himself.  This 
Bill  will  not  restore  the  principles  of  the 
Eeformation  in  the  English  Church. 
This  Bill  will  not  "put  down  Ritualism ;" 
it  is  only  the  beginning  of  the  work. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  put  his 
hand  to  the  plough  and  he  cannot  turn 
hack.  I  remember  that  Mr.  Cobden,  in 
the  great  struggle  for  Free  Trade,  said, 


it  was  a  question  "that  would  dislocate 
many  parties  and  destroy  many  Govern- 
ments,  and  this  is  a  greater  question 
than  the  question  of  Free  Trade.  I 
believe  the  Prime  Minister  is  sincerely 
desirous,  as  I  am  in  a  much  humbler 
station,  to  preserve  the  present  institu- 
tions of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
I  am  firmly  convinced — and  I  believe  the 
majority  of  tliis  country  are  firmly  con- 
vinced— that  the  Church  of  England  can 
only  be  saved  by  Protestantisdng  that 
Church.  And  if  that  be  so,  there  is 
only  one  power  that  can  Protestantize 
the  Church ;  and  it  is  that  power  which 
originally  made  it  Protestant — I  mean 
the  power  of  the  State.  The  instinct  of 
Sacerdotalism  has  never  been  on  the 
side  of  tlie  Reformation,  and  it  never 
will  be,  because  the  reformation  of  reli- 
gion does  not  minister  to  the  pride  or 
file  power  of  the  priesthood.  In  my 
opinion  this  is  one  of  those  occasions 
which  seldom  recur.  It  is  one  of  those 
conjimctions  which  determine  the  fate  of 
Ministries  and  the  reputation  of  states- 
men. There  are  occasions — and  this  is 
one  of  them — which  test  the  sagacity, 
the  firmness,  and  the  foresight  of  those 
whose  high  dignity  and  whose  deep  re- 
sponsibility it  is  to  guide  the  destinies 
of  an  Imperial  State.  I  believe  it  is 
upon  the  decision  which  we  take  on  this 
matter  in  the  present  year,  and  in  those 
which  are  to  come,  that  the  fate  of  the 
Church,  and,  to  a  great  degree,  the  fate 
of  the  Constitution  of  tliis  country  de- 
pend. I  know  that  this  Amendment  has 
been  rejected  by  a  combination  of  those 
who  do  not  desire,  and  do  not  intend 
that  this  Bill  shall  work.  I  am  deeply 
impressed  by  the  conviction  that  upon 
the  working  of  this  Bill,  or  upon  those 
measures  which  must  inevitably  succeed 
it,  will  depend  the  future  fate  of  the 
Church.  I  believe  that  the  Minister 
may,  if  he  likes,  yet  save  the  Church. 
It  may  not  yet  be  too  late  ;  but  I  also 
am  firmly  convinced  that  if  the  Church 
of  England  is  to  be  saved,  it  can  only 
be  by  satisfying  the  nation. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  concluded,  that  this  is 
one  of  the  gravest  questions  that  have 
ever  been  brought  before  Parliament — 
at  least,  in  my  experience.  My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Recorder, 
has  told  us,  in  moving  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  should  be  accepted  by 
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this  House,  that  upon  our  docision  de- 
]icnds,  in  his  opinion,  tho  fate  of  the 
JiilL  What  is  this  Bill,  and  what  does 
it  ask  ?  I  have  endeavoured  before  to 
describe  it  as  a  Bill  to  put  down  Ritual- 
ism, and  some  have  excepted  to  that 
description.  1  am  here  to  repeat  it,  be- 
cause I  believe  it  is  a  true  and  accurate 
description  of  its  purpose.  Wo  have 
been  asked,  **What  is  llitualism?"  I 
tliink  the  answer  to  that  question  is 
clear  and  short.  I  mean  by  Eitualism 
the  practice  by  a  certain  portion  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  of  cere- 
monies, which  they,  themselves,  confess 
are  symbolical  of  doctrine  which  they 
are  pledged  by  every  solemn  compact 
which  can  bind  men  to  their  Sovereign 
and  their  country  to  denounce  and  repu- 
diate. And  of  all  tho  false  pretences  of 
this  body  of  men,  there  is,  in  my  opinion, 
none  more  glaring  and  pernicious  than 
their  pretending  tJiat  they  are  a  portion 
of  the  nigh  Church  party  of  the  Church 
of  England.  The  most  eminent  vindica- 
tors of  that  Protestantism  which  they 
denounce  may  be  found  among  authors 
who  profess  High  Church  opinions.  The 
most  able  vindicators  of  Protestantism 
and  the  most  able  opponents  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  are  to  be  found  among 
divines  of  High  Church  princii)les.  Iji 
the  most  critical  period  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  I  may  add  also  of  our  pub- 
lic liberties  in  goneral,  when  the  Bishops 
were  sent  to  tlie  Tower,  the  majority  of 
those  lUshops  were  Bishops  of  High 
Church  principles.  Well,  then,  I  say 
tliat  this  liill,  the  purpose  of  which 
is  to  put  an  end  to  and  put  down 
this  hiiiall  l)ut  pernicious  sect  is 
one  which  wo  ought  not  to  forfeit 
witliout  duo  and  without  grave  con- 
wideration.  There  is  also  another  reason 
why,  at  this  thue,  I  am  most  anxious 
that  tJio  llouso  should  not  take  a  false 
sto])  in  this  particular.  I  have  hinted  it 
before,  but  I  will  now  express  it  with 
more  ( loarnoss.  ^ly  conviction  is,  that 
however  tranquil  may  be  the  general 
.state  of  Europe — and,  indeed,  with  the 
oxcopiion  of  one  unhappy  country,  it  is  a 
state  of  general  tranquillity — there  are 
agencies  at  work  in  it  at  this  moment, 
which  are  preparing  a  period  of  great 
disturbance.  The  disturbance  may  not 
occur  in  my  time,  or  while  I  am  standing 
on  this  fride  the  Table ;  but  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  on  both  sides  of  the  Ilcjuse 
there  is  a  rising  generation  of  statesmen 
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who  will  be  competent  to  oopeTi&i 
and  I  only  wish  to  impress  upon  ik 
conviction,  that  that  great  task  b  i 
which  thoy  cannot  avoid,  and  to  tU 
trust  they  will  be  equal.  WdL  Ai 
^vith  those  views,  I  liave  to  oonsidst 
nature  of  this  Bill,  the  fateof  vkkk* 
pends  upon  our  decision  to-day  upoti 
Amendment.  It  may  be  reryvd 
call  it  a  small  Bill,  and  toprDmiiei 
if  it  be  defeated,  a  large  Bill  nv 
introduced.  WHiat  I  feel  is.  that  J 
the  opposition  it  has  had  to  encouati 
is  an  efficient  Bill,  that  it  is  a  Billv 
will  probably  effect  its  purpoee; 
that,  at  any  rate,  it  is  a  Bill  i 
through  great  difficulties  and  after  i 
vicissitudes,  has  received  the  « 
concurrence  of  Parliament,  and  In 
the  wide  approbation  of  the  peo[ 
England.  Therefore,  I  should  fci 
utmost  hesitation  before  I  could 
myself  to  counsel  tho  House  to  1 
step  which  would  imjieril  this  Hi 
coming  law.  I  know  that  thef 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  How 
having  voted  for  the  provision  vh 
we  agree  to  this  Amendment,  will 
feated,  may  feel  that  there  is 
inconsistency,  if  they  are  called  va^ 
take  a  step  apparently-  opposed  V 
original  course.  If  there  be  any 
sistency  in  that  conduct,  of  whic 
hon.  Member  may  be  ashamed, 
least  share  the  situation,  and  az 
pared,  if  necessary,  to  share  the  • 
brium.  I  was  a  supporter  of  the  ] 
of  the  hon.  Gentloman  the  Meml 
North-East  Lancashire  (Mr.  Hd 
approved  of  that  Motion  ;  I  regret 
is  to  be  defeated  ;  I  believe  that  ▼ 
proposed  would  have  been  a  wi 
salutary  provision.  But  I  cannot 
that  when  the  Bill  first  came  down 
House,  that  provision  was  not  cxw 
in  it,  and  I  have  to  ask  myself  nov 
I  prepared  to  forfeit  all  that  has  b 
complished  in  this  Bill,  in  order 
to  indulge  in  what  practically 
be  an  empty  protest  ag^ain&t  tlie  c 
of  the  majority  in  tho  other  He 
Parliament?  Sir,  I  cannot  but  fe 
any  hon.  Member  who  takes  that 
will  incur  a  great  and  grave  rosp 
lity.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gent 
who  has  just  addressed  us  has  an 
the  materials  of  the  majority  : 
House  of  Lords.  I  do  not  thinl 
a  convenient  or  a  wise  course  Xi 
in  Parliament.    Measures  of  gxei 
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^ortance,    upon  which   practically  the 

*  ^£bertie8    of   England  depended,    have 

*  1>een  passed  with  a  bare  majority  in  this 

House  in  old  times.  And  if  once  we 
'■fndidge  in  that  habit  of  scrutinizing  the 
^^^^liiaterials  of  a  majority,  we  may  fall  into 
^  A  position  always  to  be  deprecated — 
\  "namely,  lowering  the  influence  and 
•'  muthority  of  the  majority  in  the  settle- 
^  *llient  of  our  political  disputes — a  prin- 
^  eiple  to  which  I  think  we  owe  much  of 
f  :Our  good  government  and  order.  I  am 
.content,  therefore,  to  recognize  that  a 
*  majority  of  the  House  of  I^ords  has  de- 
C  'inded  against  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  regret  that  decision; 
lint  I  must  respect  the  independence  of 
the  other  House,  and  I  cannot  for  a 
moment  assert  or  maintain  that  they 
liave  not  exercised  their  rights.  Privi- 
leges, and  Prerogatives  in  the  course 
which  they  have  pursued,  and  in  the 
resolution  at  which  they  have  arrived. 
Well,  then,  we  have  to  consider  whether 
the  circumstances  under  which  the 
Proviso  was  carried  in  this  House 
should  entirely  outweigh  the  circum- 
stances imder  which  it  was  rejected 
in  the  other,  to  a  degree  so  in- 
fluential that  we  ought  to  assert  the 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
consequence,  and  I  dissent  from  the  in- 
ference that  we  ought  to  assert  that  such 
is  the  case.  I  say  I  cannot  find  at  all 
that  those  circumstances  exist.  I  voted 
in  favour  of  the  Proviso,  which  was  sup- 
ported by  a  large  majority.  The  ques- 
tion was,  however,  carried  to  a  second 
discussion,  where  the  majority  was  cer- 
tainly much  reduced.  Again,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Ko- 
corder  teUs  us  that  he  feels  confident  the 
ori^nal  proposition  would  have  been 
maintained  by  considerable  numbers,  if 
he  had  pressed  that  course ;  but  I  feel 
there  has  been  nothing  in  the  debates 
or  in  the  circumstances  attending  the 
divisions  in  either  House  which  should 
prevent  us  from  taking  a  calm  and  judi- 
cial consideration  of  the  case,  and  that 
consideration  would,  I  think,  lead  us  to 
the  conclusion  that  both  Houses  have 
legitimately  asserted  their  Privileges. 
And  therefore  the  question  would  really 
end  in  this — whether,  if  we  choose  to 
assert  the  opinion  which  I  conclude  the 
majority  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
has  not  relinquished,  we  are  prepared  at 
the  same  time  to  forfeit  the  measure  in 
which  we  are  now  so  deeply  interested  ? 


i« 
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That  is  the  sole  question  before  the 
House.  Sir,  I  am  not  .prepared  myself 
to  take  that  course.  I  foresee  that  if 
this  Bill  does  not  pass  into  law,  Parlia- 
ment may  be  involved,  and  quickly  in- 
volved, in  discussions  which  may  be 
most  inconvenient  to  the  public  interests, 
and  which  will  exercise  a  very  delete- 
rious effect  upon  the  general  legislation 
of  the  country.  There  is  something  in 
these  questions  of  such  commanding, 
such  alarming,  and  such  absorbing  inte- 
rest that  a  wise  Parliament  would  never 
enter  into  them  unless  there  was  a  deep 
necessity.  They  distract  the  public 
mind  from  the  consideration  of  all  those 
measures  which  are  necessary  for  the 
advancement  of  the  country  and  the  pro- 
gress of  the  population ;  and  if  it  were 
only  for  tliat  consideration,  I  should 
hesitate  before  counselling  a  step  which 
might  lead  to  such  consequences.  Were 
we,  indeed,  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
Session,  when  there  was  ample  time  to 
enter  into  a  calm  and  dispassionate  con- 
sideration with  the  other  House  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  of  the 
reasons  which  have  influenced  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  I  will  not  say 
that  I  should  have  counselled  at  once  a 
course  which  off'erod  no  resistance  to  the 
resolution  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  I  should  have  counselled  it 
in  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  and  not 
with  any  intention  of  brow-beating  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  but  in  order 
fairly  to  place  before  it  the  reasons 
which  influenced  us,  and  the  views 
which  we  took  on  the  general  question. 
But,  speaking  candidly,  I  do  not  see  any 
opportunity  of  that  kind  now,  and  I  am 
convinced,  looking  at  it  with  that  prao 
tical  experience  which  many  years  in 
Parliament  have  given  me,  that  upon 
our  decision  to-day  the  fate  of  this  mea- 
sure really  depends.  Let  us  not  for  a 
moment  be  diverted  from  the  course 
which  wo  think,  as  wise  and  grave  men, 
we  ought  to  follow  by  any  allusions  to 
the  spirit  of  any  speech  which  may  have 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  debates 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  My 
noble  Friend  who  has  been  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  addressed  us  with  so  much  abi- 
lity, was  long  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  is  well  known  to  many  of  the 
Members  even  of  this  Parliament.  He 
is  not  a  man  who  measures  his  phrase.^. 
He  is  a  great  master  of   gibes,   and 


1359 


Public  JForsInj) 


[COMMONS) 


Reg^tion  Bill,         \:s:, 


flouts,  and  jeers;  but  I  do  not  sup- 
pose there  is  any.  one  who  is  prejudiced 
against  a  Member  of  Parliament  on 
account  of  such  qualifications.  My  noble 
Friend  knows  the  House  of  Commons 
well,  and,  perhaps,  he  is  not  supe- 
rior to  the  consideration  that  by 
making  a  speech  of  that  kind,  and 
taunting  respectable  men  like  ourselves 
as  being  **  a  blustering  majority,"  he 
probably  might  stimiUate  the  amour 
propre  of  some  individuals  to  take  the 
very  course  wliich  he  wants,  and  to  de- 
feat the  Bill.  Now,  I  hope  we  shall  not 
fall  into  that  trap.  I  hope  we  shall 
show  my  noble  Friend  that  we  remember 
some  of  his  manoeuvres  when  he  was  a 
simple  Member  of  this  House,  and  that 
we  are  not  to  be  taunted  into  taking  a 
very  indiscreet  step,  a  step  ruinous  to  all 
our  own  wishes  and  expectations,  merely 
to  show  that  we  resent  the  contemptuous 
phrases  of  one  of  our  Colleagues.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
consider  this  question  not  with  reference 
to  the  elements  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  nor  with  reference  to 
some  expressions  in  a  particular  speech 
which  may  have  had  the  calculated  in- 
tention of  inducing  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  to  give  a  rash  vote — a  vote  fatal 
to  their  own  wishes — but,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  they  will  keep  before  them 
completely  the  i:)oint  at  issue.  The 
House  of  Lords  has  negatived  a  Pro- 
viso of  ours  which  was  not  in  the  ori- 
ginal Bill  which  they  sent  down.  That, 
therefore,  on  the  part  of  the  Lords,  is  a 
most  legitimate  exorcise  of  their  rights. 
"Wo  have  coi-tainly  an  opportunity  of 
rejecting  the  Amendment  of  the  Lords; 
but  ill  taking  that  course,  we  shall  in 
all  probability  lose  the  result  of  all  the 
labours  of  the  last  few  months  in  which 
we  are  so  much  interested.  I  cannot 
bring  myself  to  believe  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  take  a  course  so  perni- 
cious to  the  public  interest,  so  disap- 
pointing to  the  people  of  this  countrj', 
and  so  little  conducive,  in  my  opinion, 
to  the  reputation  of  this  House,  and  the 
credit  whicli  it  has  always  possessed  in 
tliis  country,  as  consisting  generally  of 
reasonable  and  sensible  men.  I  there- 
fore earnestly  advise  my  Friends,  so 
far  as  my  advice  is  of  any  value — 
sympathizing,  a^  I  do.,  with  tlio  majority 
on  this  subject,  having  myself  supported 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-east  Lanca- 
shire from  the  beginning,  entirely  ap- 
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proving  the  Proviso  wliich  he  bion^ 
forward,  believing  that  the  Bill  vunii 
bo  much  improved  by  its  inseraoa: 
still,  recollecting  what  has  occunvfi 
and  acting  imder  the  conviction  that  d 
we  do  not  accept  thin  Amendaen:  d. 
tlio  House  of  Lords,  which  has  Wi 
arrived  at  most  constitutionally.  ve>liill 
lose  this  Bill,  upon  which,  wbatetg 
may  be  the  estimate  of  it  by  the  tuo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  ha«  lie; 
spoken,  I  believe  the  heart  of  thi 
people  of  England  is  now  set — I  m. 
I  do  most  earnestly  recommend  mvifo. 
Friends,  as  far  as  my  v(nce  can  pak 
them,  not  to  hesitate  in  the  ci»us 
which  they  will  pursue,  but  to  takei 
plain,  straightforward,  and  determiiMd 
course,  and  to  act  in  a  wav  which  viE 
satisfy  tlic  country  and  their  own  ooi- 
sciences  by  accepting  the  Amendmot 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  after  ik 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  deli- 
vered an  animated  defence  of  his  on 
Colleagues,  it  is  not  for  me  in  any  n- 
spect  to  criticize  the  quality  and  dii- 
ractcr  of  that  defence.  If,  however,  n 
are  to  indulge  in  that  most  vicioM 
practice  of  discussing,  on  the  considen- 
tion  of  Lords'  Amendments.  spe«*li-^ 
made  by  individual  Peers  in  '*anuther 
place" — and  I  do  not  blame  the  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  could  not  b^-lp 
himself — though  of  that  \-ic-ious  practzce 
the  hon.  an4  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Citv  of  Oxford  hat 
given  us  to-day  one  of  the  most  conm- 
ouous  and  most  objectionable  cxanipM 
I  have  ever  known  afforded,  I  am  jiisc- 
fied,  in  mitigation  of  judgment,  in 
mer<dy  saying  as  much  as  this — doririn;: 
my  information  only  from  the  mo*t  or- 
dinary sounres,  I  did  not  understand  any 
noble  Peer  to  havo  used  the  wypi;" 
"blustering  majority" — if  they  w^■^ 
over  used  at  all,  which  I  very  mini: 
doubt,  with  reference  to  any  deciMon  -f 
a  majority  of  this  House — and  I  diil  tv: 
understand  anything*  whatever  to  K 
said  in  criticdsm  of  the  conduct  of  tha: 
majority.  I  pass  from  that  subject  :•» 
make  two  or  three  remarks  on  the  spe«ii 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  hi* 
just  sat  down.  Perhaps  it  may  l- 
hardly  in  good  taste  for  me  to  com'mes: 
on  the  nature  of  the  appeal  which  h^ 
has  addressed  to  those  who  originallT 
not  only  thought  that  legislation  in  thL« 
matter  was  justifiabloi  and  who  though: 
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^Ihe  Bill  before  the  House  was  an  entirely 
^.unexceptionable  mode  of  framing  that 
■t  legislation ;  but  I  may  say  in  passing, 
^tiie  appeal  appeared  to  mo  to  bo  so 
r'ffcrcible  as  not  to  admit  of  any  answer, 
^-  and  it  was  addressed  to  us  undoubtedly 
to  the  end  of  that  peace  which — ^though 
Here  I  shall  dreadfully  scandalize  the 
^  lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  in 
nying  so^I  think  ought  never  to  be 
&rgotten  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
Aons.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
nlflo  referred  to  general  considerations  of 
the  greatest  importance.      He  has  re- 
fbared  in  the  first  place  to  those  grave 
•rents    which    may    be  hanging    over 
ISurope,  involving  a  conflict  of  principle 
upon  the  subject  dearest  to  the  heart  of 
man,  and  most  important  to  his  destiny. 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  terms  in  which  he  has  made  that 
reference  ;  it  is  thq  very  gravity  of  those 
©vents,   it  is   the  very  gravity   of  the 
iasues  that  are  raised  by  the  claims  of 
spiritual  absolutism,  which  make  it  ap- 
pear to  me— an  argument,  I  am  afraid, 
in  entire  contradiction  to  that  of  the  hon. 
mnd  learned  Member  for  Oxford — to  be 
m  matter  of  the  highest  importance  that 
you  should  take  care  that  you  do  not 
drive  into  the  ranks  of  your  adversary 
those  who  are  really  your  friends ;  that 
when  you  come  to  the  issue  on  this  great 
subject,  you  should  take  care  that  the 
groimd  is  well  chosen  for  the  subject ; 
and  that  you  should  not  waste  and  des- 
troy your  own  strength  by  discharging 
your  weapons  at  those  who  have  really 
the  same  feelings  as  yourselves,  and  who 
are  in  the  same  service.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  goes  on  to  denoimce  those 
who,   as  he  says,  ^!  have  pledged  them- 
selves to  support  the  doctrines  of  a  par- 
ticular religion,  and  who  are  endeavour- 
ing, by  means  of  symbols  and  otherwise, 
to  substitute  for  them  other  doctrines. 
So  far  as  the  substance  of  that  statement 
is  concerned,   I  cannot  find  any  fault 
with  it  whatever  ;  it  is  the  very  essence 
of  it  I  have  endeavoured  to  express  in 
one  of  the  Besolutions  about  which  at 
one  time  much  was  said,  although  their 
life  as  a  Parliamentary  document  was 
short.     I  own  I  am  sorry,  in  listening  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  hear  him 
adopt  the  language  of  warm  and  even 
hot  denunciation.      I  know  very  well 
that  language  is  by  far  best  suited  to  the 
temper  of  many  who  engage  in  these  ec- 
desiastical  controversies,  and  that  other 


language  appears  to  them  stale,  flat,  and 
unprofitable.  I,  however,  must  confess 
I  distrust  all  language  except  that  which 
is  strictly  measiired  upon  such  a  subject. 
I  heard  plenty  of  similar  language  in 
1851,  and  I  saw  what  it  all  came  to  in 
the  result.  I  venture  to  offer  that  criti- 
cism upon  the  tone  and  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  doing  so, 
I  admit  the  substance  of  his  statement 
to  be,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  unquestion- 
able. I  cannot,  however,  proceed  with- 
out offering  a  tribute  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Eecorder 
for  the  marked  moderation  of  the  speech 
which  he  addressed  to  us.  It  was  im- 
possible not  to  sympathize  with  him 
when  he  described  the  grave  embarrass- 
ment in  which  he  found  himself  placed, 
and  I  entirely  assent  to  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
upon  that  subject.  From  my  point  of 
view,  I  must  offer  him  this  consolation — 
if  he  has  been  placed  in  great  embar- 
rassment by  the  nature  of  the  issue  pre- 
sented to  him  to-dav,  he  has  escaped 
the  far  graver  embar^iUsment  which^in- 
variably  arises  from  a  false  step  taken  in 
a  compromise  of  this  character,  and  he 
has  made  provision  for  the  future  which 
I  think  he  will  find  amply  compensates  for 
any  disappointment  he  may  experience 
with  regard  to  the  present  moment.  I 
wish  I  could  pass  with  as  much  satisfac- 
tion to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford. 
I  confess,  fairly,  I  greatly  admire  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  used  his  time 
since  Friday  night.  On  Friday  night, 
as  he  says,  he  was  taken  by  surprise ; 
the  lawyer  was  taken  by  surprise, 
and  so  was  the  Professor  of  Law 
in  the  University  of  Cambridge  ;  the 
lawyer  was  taken  by  surprise,  and 
in  consequence  he  had  nothing  to  de- 
liver to  the  House  except  a  series  of 
propositions  on  which  I  will  not  com- 
ment. I  greatly  respect  the  Order  and 
the  spirit  of  the  Order  of  the  House 
which  renders  it  irregular,  as  in  my 
opinion  it  is  highly  inconvenient,  espe- 
cially when  there  is  no  practical  issue, 
to  revive  the  details  and  particulars  of 
a  former  debate.  Finding  that  he  has 
delivered  to  the  House  most  extraordi- 
nary propositions  of  law  and  history 
that  will  not  bear  a  moment's  examina- 
tion, my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
had  the  opportunity  of  spending  four  or 
five  days  in  better  informing  himself 
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upon  tho  suLjoct,  and  ho  is  in  a  position 
to  coino  down  to  tliis  House,  and  for  an 
hour  and  a-half  to  disphiy  and  develop 
the  erudition  he  lias  thus  rapidly  and 
ck'verly  acquire  kI.  Human  nature  could 
not  i)0s8ibly  resi*>t  pucli  a  temptation, 
and  my  lion,  and  learned  Friend  has 
suecumbed  to  it  on  this  oocasion.  I  will 
not,  however,  follow  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  over  tho  ground  he  has  taken. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  bo  to  the  odifiea- 
tion  of  the  House,  or  of  tlie  public,  or 
of  tlie  party  to  whicli,  I  believe,  we  both 
belong,  if  I  were  to  prosocuto  in  great 
detail  the  controversy  raised  against  me 
by  the  late  Solicitor  General,  and  there- 
fore I  avoid  and  eschew  it.  I  cannot, 
moreover,  say  that  the  throe  canons  of 
good  taste,  good  feeling,  and  courtesy 
which  we  are  accustomed  here  to  regard, 
and  which  may  be  very  old-fashioned, 
are  entirely  conformable  to  those  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  therefore 
it  is  better  that  1  should  decline  tho 
controversy,  and  rest  under  all  the  dis- 
advantage which  must  necessarily  attach 
to  me  if  I  forbear  to  traverse  the  argu- 
ments and  propositions  he  has  formally 
advanced.  The  real  question  between 
us  is  a  very  simple  one  as  regards  the 
method  of  stating  it.  It  is  whether  tho 
proposition  involved  in  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North-east  Lan- 
cashire is  or  is  not  consistent  with  tho 
principles  of  tlus  Statute  and  Canon  Law 
of  this  countrv — bv  Canon  Law,  I  mean 
those  Camms  of  the  Church  of  England 
which  are  laws  in  respect  of  the  clergy 
— that  principle  being  the  principle  from 
tlie  verv  first  am's  of  the  law  of  Christen- 
dom  at  larg<\  If  I  were  to  discuss  that 
([uestioii,  when  there  is  no  point  at  issue 
on  whirli  the  TIousc  is  calUd  upon  to 
decide,  1  should  led,  however  much  I 
might  b(»  ghnih'ing  myself  by  one  of 
those  portentous  displays  which  we  have 
witnessed,  that  I  was  really  occupying 
the  time  <»f  the  House  for  a  puii)ose 
pun4y  personal,  and  having  no  relation 
whatever  to  those  purposes  of  debate 
and  (lucision  for  which,  as  I  imderstand, 
we  are  her<j  met  together.  There  are, 
however,  one  or  two  points  upon  which 
1  must  refer  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  but  it  will  bo  apart 
from  his  general  argument.  He  has 
stated  the  gcMieral  scope  of  my  argument 
on  a  former  occasion,  and  at  tho  same 
time  not  unfairly,  and  I  may  say  that 
that  general  argument,  so  stated,  ho  did 
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not  in  the  slightest  degree  inn^^ 
nor  dispute.  lie  gave  you  to  undoRuai 
that  he  was  questioning  and  oTenbrn. 
ing  it ;  but  if  his  propositions  and  f»it 
are  examined,  it  will  be  found  tbat*iKf 
were  wholly  beside  the    purpo**.-.  H« 
dwelt  for  half-an-hour  upon  the  xaetifw 
political  visitation.     There  wa«  iif<  t 
word  said  by  mo   about  metro|Kili:icii 
visitation,  nor  has  this  Bill  anvtbine:i 
do    with   metropolitical    vi>itation. "  It 
moans,  not  an   assumption  of  tho  •>nr.- 
nal  jurisdiction  of  a  Bishop,  but  usn- 
amination  whether  the  liishop  is  doii: 
his  duty.     Why,   of    course,  it  is  tLi 
business  of  the  Archbishop  ;  but  it  hH 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  coiitr»> 
versy  between    the    hon.    and   leanrd 
Gentleman  and   myself.      He    savs  k 
abhors  vituperation  ;   no  doubt,  but  hot 
does  ho  define  vituperation  ?     1«  it  per- 
fectly consistent    with    that    dei-laruiiDi 
that  ho  shoidd  describe   langnajre  twd 
*^  elsewhere  ''as  "  the  ill-advised  raibc 
of  a  rash  and  rancorous  tongue?*^   If 
so,    a  gentleman   who    wishes  to  amii 
vituperation,  and  at  the  same  time  wi^«> 
to  indidge  in  those    feelings  which  m 
commonly  supposed  to  produce  virapt^ 
ration,    may  derive    comfort    from  tb* 
thought   that    he    will    not  vitupenr*, 
though  he  may  say  anything  he  lii- 
about  tho  railing  of  rnsh  and  ranc*or»a« 
tongues.     My  hon.  and    beamed  FrieD-i 
has  indulged  in  another  practice  a;nin< 
which  I  think   tho     House  cannot  !••! 
severely  protest.     It    is  that  wheneT*r 
anyone  is  opposed  to  you,  you  should  nx 
upon  him   a  bad  name.      This  i-*  tji. 
system  of  my  hon.   and  learned   Fnvni 
during  the  progress  of  this  Bill.  iSom- 
body  proposes  an  Amendment  in  thi — 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill,  I  was  g^iins*^ 
say — in  this  Public  Worship    Bill,  ati 
my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  get*  up  wA 
saj's — **  Ah  I  ah  !  this  is  an  Amendin-L* 
by  ono  who  has  been  opposed  to  tJie  Bui 
from  the  lirst,"  to   endeavour  to  prKj'u- 
dice  tho  proposition  by  insinuating  !H)m»> 
thing  as  to  the  motive  of  the  man.  Tha: 
has  been  one  of  the   favourite  weap.»c? 
of  my  hon.   and  learned    Friend  upjn 
this  occasion ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  u]i<^ 
all  other  occasions   he  will  be  ectirelj 
free  from  pursuing  such  a  course.    Tht 
fact  is  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Fn»rnd 
is  still  in  liis  Parliamentary  youth,  asd 
has  not  yet  sown  his  Parliamentary  wild 
oats.    When  he  has  done  it,  I  have  no: 
tho    smallest  doubt  that   all  the  gsetx 
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powers  ho  has  displayed — and  there  is 
no  person  who  has  seen  his  development 
and  exhibition  with  greater  satisfaction 
than  I  have:— will  he  found  to  be  com- 
bined with  a  degree  of  temper,  a  degree 
of  wisdom,  a  degree   of   consideration 
Ibr  tlie  feelings  of  others,  a  degree  of 
strictness  and  vigour  in  stating  and  re- 
stating   the  arguments  of  opponents; 
and,  in  fact,  with  a  consummate  attain- 
ment of  every  political  virtue  that  will 
make  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  out- 
ahine  and  eclipse  all  former  notabilities 
of  Parliament,  as  much  as  he  promises 
to  eclipse  them  in  his  great  ability  and 
eloquence ;  and  not  only  so,  but  if  he 
proceeds  in  the  course  in  which  he  has 
Deen  engaged  since  last  Friday,  in  his 
knowledge  of  the  liistory  of  ecclesiastical 
matters.    My  lion,  and  learned  Friend 
quoted  from  a  pamphlet  of  mine,  which 
was  published,  I  think,  23  years  ago, 
and  reprinted  in  the  main,  not  by  my 
own  act,  but  with  my  consent,  about  nine 
years  ago,  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
of  a  Court  constituted  as  the  Judicial 
Conunittee  of  the  Privy  Council  is  con- 
stituted,   the   Church   knows   nothing. 
That  was  a  strictly  true   statement,  and 
it  was,  in  fact,   the  summing-up  of  a 
Idstorical  statement.      I  went  through 
the  whole  of  the  history  of  these  Courts 
for  a  lengthened  period  in  a  pamphlet 
that,  I  believe,  is  oven  longer  than  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to-day,  and  when  I  reached  our   own 
times,  I  found  this  Court  was  differently 
constituted  in  principle  from  the  Courts 
that  had  preceded  it,  and  of  that  Court 
80  constituted  the  Church  knew  nothing. 
Now,  that  is  a  simple  matter.    I  have 
g^at  pleasure  in  agreeing  with  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  and  with  the  Re- 
corder in  the  statement  made  with  re- 
spect to  the  Church  of  England ;  they 
say  it  is  a  Church  subject  to  the  State, 
and  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  State. 
There  is  not  the  smallest  doubt  about  it. 
No  man  can  properly  rise   up   in  this 
House  and,  on  the  ground  of  the  jus 
divinum  of  the  Fpiscopacy,  assume  to 
accept  or  refuse  a  particular  proposition. 
It  is  the  human  aspect,  the  human  side 
of  this  institution,  with  which  you  have 
to  do.    A  State  Cliurch,  if  it  is  to  be 
established,  must  conform  to  the  rules 
and  laws  of  the  State ;  we  cannot  for  a 
moment  doubt  it.    It  is  quite  a  different 
question  how  far  it  is  the  duty  and  wis- 
dom of  the  State,  and  how  far  it  has 


been  the  practice  of  the  State,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  own  discretion,  and  in 
order  to  direct  itself  towards  right  con- 
clusions so  to  adjust  its  laws  as  to  make 
them  compatible,  wherever  it  can  pro- 
perly be  done,  with  those  principles  in- 
herent in  the  constitution  of  a  religious 
society,  ahd  which  undoubtedly  do  not 
invest  in  that  religpious  society  any  right 
of  overriding  the  State,  but  which  may 
affect  the  practicability  of  what  is  called 
a  National  Establishment,  or  the  union 
of  Church  and  State.  I  hope  this  dis- 
tinction is  perfectly  clear  and  broad.  I 
will  end  with  one  word  more  about  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  main 
reason  why  I  do  not  follow — and  why  I 
shall  never,  without  necessity,  follow — 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  into  this 
controversy  is  this — I  am  quite  con- 
vinced, and  let  my  words  be  marked,  it 
is  well  for  this  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  desires  or  does  not  desire  to 
maintain  a  National  Establishment  of 
religion  in  this  country.  If  it  is  desired 
to  maintain  that  Establishment  of  reli- 
gion, then  I  say  moderation  in  act  and 
temper,  and  mildness  in  language  are 
absolutely  necessary  for  those  who  under- 
take to  guide  the  House  in  that  difficult 
and  perilous  question  ;  but  if  the  tone, 
language,  and  temper  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  are  to  be  taken  as  the 
standards  which  in  future  are  to  govern 
this  ecclesiastical  discussion,  I  say,  who- 
ever may  be  right  and  wrong  here,  who- 
ever may  have  a  majority  or  a  minority, 
there  is  one  result  which  will  overtake 
us  and  pass  by  us,  and  it  is  that  the 
National  Establishment  of  religion  will 
give  way  under  the  strokes  that  will  be 
dealt  it  by  its  most  ill-advised  defenders. 
Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  Sir,  I  thank 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  tlie 
City  of  Oxford  for  his  admirable  exposi- 
tion of  the  Constitutional  and  Ecclesias- 
tical Law  of  this  country.  I  heard  what 
fell — I  cannot  call  it  an  answer  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
— from  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  ;  I  listened  then  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  I  asked  my- 
self **  What  are  we  to  do  ?  "  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  informed  us 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has  got  into 
a  comeni;  that  we  must  either  give  up 
the  Bill  or  the  Amendment,  by  which 
the  House  has  affirmed  the  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Archbishop  £rom  the  judg- 
ment of  a   Bishop,  who  may  decide 
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against  any  case  being  submitted  to  the 
Court  wo  have  created  under  the  Bill. 
Sir,  the  Episcopal  pretension  upon  whicli 
tlie  rojoction  by  the  House  of  Lords  of 
our  Amendment  is  foimdod,  as  expressed 
in  tlioir  reasons,  is  enormous — enoiiuous 
to  the  extent  of  being  absurd.  The 
clergy  can  in  many  cases  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  the  IMshop  to  the  Arch- 
bishop. A  single  curate  has  that  riglit 
of  appeal ;  but  if  the  Bill  is  to  pass 
without  the  Amendment,  upon  wliich 
the  House  has  insisted  by  two  divisions, 
any  throe  laymen  may  be  debarred  from 
the  right  of  apjieal,  which  is,  by  the 
existing  law,  conceded  to  one  curate.  In 
fact,  the  right  of  appeal,  except  condi- 
tionally— that  is,  except  subject  to  the 
veto  of  the  Bishop,  which  really  destroys 
it  as  a  right,  is,  by  the  rejection  of  our 
Amendment,  absolutely,  under  the  Bill, 
annulled.  The  IJisliop  is  to  have  the 
power  of  closing  the  door  of  justice 
against  laity,  while  tlie  intervention  of 
the  Arclibishops  is  to  be  prohibited. 
Tlie  Bishop's — a  single  Bishop's — judg- 
ment is  to  be  treated  as  infallible,  while 
the  Arclibishops  are  not  to  bo  held  in- 
fallible. And  tliat  is  not  the  only  in- 
stance in  which  tliis  Episcopal  preten- 
sion has  been  admitted.  It  is  coun- 
tenanced in  that  miserable  palliative  of 
the  acknowledged  abuses  and  incompe- 
tence of  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction,  the 
^Ecclesiastical  JJisciplino  Act,  that  statute 
which  Parliament  enacted  to  save  itself 
the  trouble  of  properly  revising  and  re- 
viewing the  ancient  ecclesiastical  juris- 
diction of  this  country.  Tlie  right  lion, 
and  learned  J  Recorder  is  naturally 
anxious  to  save  what  he  can  of  the  13ill 
of  wliicli  he  is  in  charge.  1  have  done 
all  1  co\ild  to  support  him.  But  if  there 
is  to  be  a  di^dsion,  1  shall  certainly  vote 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Amendments  sent 
down  to  us  from  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  I  do  not  recommend  a  division 
simply  for  this  reason — that  in  the  pro- 
sent  state  of  the  House,  driven  as  the 
House  is  into  a  corner  close  upon  the 
period  assigned  for  prorogation,  it  might 
weaken  the  expressions  of  opinion  which 
the  House  hns  already  uttered,  if  the 
decision,  taken  under  these  adverse  cir- 
cumstances showed  a  diminished  majo- 
rity. I  may  be  asked,  AVhat  then  will 
you  do  ?  Sir,  there  is  the  door,  and  be- 
fore you  put  the  Question,  I  intend  to 
make  my  way  through  it,  as  the  best 
means  of  expressing  my  total  dissent 
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from  the  exclusion  of  all  right  of  aipp^ 
on  the  part  of  tho  laity  from  the  Bu^o^'* 
decision,  which  the  House  of  Lords  ut^ 
thought  fit  to  proi)Ose.  I  believe  the 
by  thus  leaving  the  House,  I  shall  W 
represent  the  opinion  of  the  gre«t  cos- 
stituency  wlio  have  so  long  trusted  me. 
Colonel  BARTTELOT  said.th«^ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gm- 
wich  must  ag^e  with  him  that  gnc 
tact,  courtesy,  and  moderation  had  ]itf% 
used,  with  rare  exceptions,  on  botb  sidn 
of  tho  House,  in  tho  discussion  of  tlu 
Bill.  Ho  would  not  for  one  moment  de- 
part from  that  spirit ;  but  he  was  hf^xai 
to  say  tlie  majority  in  that  House  hai 
been  placed  in  a  very  ^ave  and  a  tht 
awkward  position,  and  it  would  reqain 
groat  temper  and  tact  to  get  them  oat  of 
the  difficulty.  He  had  the  highest  re^ 
for  tho  other  Honso  of  Parliament,  bnthf 
regretted  their  decision  on  that  paitin- 
lar  matter.  He  felt  that  decision  wooli 
be  scanned  from  one  end  of  England  to 
the  other.  It  would  be  asked,  how  tb^ 
majority  had  been  composed — how  tlk» 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  had  yotfd^— 
and  when  it  was  found,  as  he  believed, 
that  tho  Archbishops  had  voted  in  onr 
lobby  and  the  suffrag-an  Bishops  in 
another,  comments  \rould  be  made  re- 
minding them  of  thotse  who  sat  on  tb- 
Episcopal  Bench  in  tlie  memorabl»*  'iaT* 
of  the  disestablishment  c»f  the  Irish 
Church;  and  the  question  would  l*- 
asked,  what  the  Bishops  did  on  that  par- 
ticular occasion,  and  whether  thevth^Ti 
supported  that  Church  to  which,  a«  b 
believed,  they  were  bound  to  give  thei: 
support?  If  that  was  tho  question  outsidr-. 
it  would  also  be  a  question  inside  ih^ 
House;  and  the  statement  they  ha<: 
heard  fn)m  his  right  hon.  Fri»?nd  th" 
Prime  Minister,  he  was  bound  to  saT. 
was  rather  a  curious  one.  The  grvaT 
majority  of  the  Conservative  Party,  a.- 
well  as  a  large  number  of  those  hos. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  opposite  eid*-. 
representing  tho  Protestant  feeling  ^-f 
the  country  more  largely  perhaps  than 
it  had  ever  before  been  expressed  sin'-*^ 
the  Beformation,  had  been  called  np<>D 
to  pass  a  Bill  to  put  down  Ritualism, 
and  when  they  had  supported  it  by 
every  means  in  their  power,  they  wtpe 
now  told  it  would  be  a  dangerous  thin^ 
to  disagree  to  this  Amendment  of  tii^ 
House  of  Lords,  because  the  Bill  would 
be  lost,  and  that  those  who  had  sup- 
ported that  Amendment  would  be  de- 
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.  ligihted  at  the  loss  of  the  Bill.    Now 
ihey  were  bound  to  look  to  their  Lead- 
ers ;  and  considering  the  strong  expres- 
tion  of  opinion  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
ihe  Prime  Minister^  that  he  was  anxious 
that  Bitualism  should  be  put  down,  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  that  it  should  be 
pjit  down  with  a  high  hand  by  the  whole 
Government.      Their  business    was  to 
see  that  the  law  was  maintained.    He 
"belieyed  he  was  now  speaking  the  feel- 
ings and  opinions  of  the  large  mass  of 
llis  fellow  countrymen.     He  knew  they 
felt  keenly  on  the  subject.     He  knew 
they  felt  they  ought  to  have  an  appeal 
firom  the  decision  of  the  Bishops,  and  he 
was  delighted  to   hear. that  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
"wich  did  agree  that  where  practices  of 
the  kind  objected  to  were  instituted  in 
rural  parishes,  there  ought  to  be  some 
remedy  and  some  redress.     But  if  the 
Bishop  said  those  practices  were   not 
illeg^,  what  was  to  become,  it  might 
he,  of  the  large  body  of  the  parishioners  ? 
If  both  incumbent  and  curate  could  ap- 
I>eal  to  the  Archbishop,  was  it  a  wise 
and  prudent  course  to  strike  out  the 
right  of  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  laity  ? 
That  placed  a  much  greater  responsi- 
hility  on  the  Bishops,  who  would  now 
have,  themselves,  to  see  that  the  law  was 
fairly   and  faithfully    carried    out.     If 
they  did  not,  they  might  depend  upon 
it.  Parliament  would  make  them  do  their 
duty.     If  the  Act,  as  some  supposed, 
'was  allowed  to  become  a  dead  letter — 
if  it  was  found  that  the  Protestant  feel- 
ing which  ought  be  maintained  in  the 
Church  of  England  was  not  maintained 
in  the  Church  of  England  by  those  who 
were  its  ministers,  the  Protestant  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
know  how  to  deal  with  the  matter.    He 
hoped,  however,  it  would  not  come  to 
that.     He  found  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister  placed  great  store 
on  the  measure.     His  right  hon.  and 
learned   Friend    the    Recorder,    whose 
opinion  was  entitled  to  so  much  respect, 
was  also  most  anxious   that   this   Bill 
should  not  be  lost.     It  now,  therefore, 
became  the  duty  of  the  majority  to  con- 
sider what  it  was  best  for  them  to  do. 
He  was  bound  to  say  great  pressure 
had  been  put  on  hon.  Members  not  to 
vote  in  support  of  the  Commons'  Amend- 
ment.    That  might  be  perfectly  right 
and  legitimate  on  a  great  occasion.    He 
ventured  to  say  boldly  that  it  would  be 


both  mischievous  and  unwise  if,  in  a 
division  upon  the  question,  they  were  to 
go  into  the  Lobby  against  the  Lords' 
Amendments.  It  woiud  not  explain  to 
the  country  the  feeling  of  the  House. 
People,  looking  at  the  division,  would 
say  the  House  of  Commons  had  changed 
their  opinion,  and  they  had  voted  that 
the  Archbishops  should  not  be  appealed 
to.  That  was  not  the  opinion — the  de- 
liberate opinion — of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  looked  for  great  things  from 
the  Bill.     He   hoped    it  would    bring 

Eeace  and  tranquillity  to  the  Church ; 
e  hoped  it  would  serve  to  maintain  the 
relations  between  the  Church  and  the 
State ;  but  as  it  had  been  put  to  him 
that  it  was  of  vital  importance  that  the 
Bill  should  pass,  he,  for  one,  would  not 
insist  on  the  Commons'  Amendments  to 

the  measure.   

Mr.  WHITWELL  said,  he  desired  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  reasons 
assigned  by  the  majority  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  for  dis- 
agreeing to  the  Proviso  giving  power 
of  appeal  to  the  Archbishop.  When 
once  a  Court  of  Law  was  created, 
it  became,  in  his  opinion,  most  unfair 
and  unreasonable  to  raise  up  an 
authority  preventing  anybody  who  felt 
aggrieved  having  access  to  it.  That 
would  be  the  case  if  the  Bishop  inter- 
vened between  the  Judge  and  the  com- 
plaining parishioners.  As,  however, 
there  was  a  general  opinion  that  it  was 
undesirable  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  he  should  re- 
frain from  doing  so.  He  must,  how- 
ever, express  his  satisfaction  at  hearing 
the  Prime  Minister  declare  his  deter- 
mination to  maintain  Protestantism, 
without  any  other  consideration  than 
that  of  its  being  in  accordance  with  the 
Constitution  of  the  country,  and  the  best 
ground  of  the  continuance  of  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  laity. 

Mr.  HOLT  said,  he  could  not  but  feel 
that  the  position  in  which  the  majority 
were  placed  was  one  of  considerable 
gravity.  As  the  author  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  begged  to  say  he  had  no  personal 
feeling  in  the  matter;  but  the  House 
having  accepted  his  Amendment,  and 
having  on  a  subsequent  occasion  con- 
firmed it,  he  must  solemnly  protest 
against  the  course  they  were  now  com- 
pelled to  take.  He  admitted  that  the 
majority  on  the  second  division  had  not 
been  so  great  as  when  the  Amendment 
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wa43  first  proposed;  but  if  those  who 
were  absent,  and  had  voted  for  it  on  the 
first  occasion,  had  been  present  on  the 
second  division,  the  majority  would  have 
been  56  instead  of  23 ;  and  even  if  some 
of  these  had  voted  on  the  other  side, 
there  would  still  have  been  a  consider- 
able majority  in  favour  of  his  Amend- 
ment. No  arguments  whatever  had 
been  adduced  to  satisfy  him  that  the 
suggestion  of  an  appeal  was  cither  un- 
ccmstitutional  or  inadvisable.  On  the 
contrary,  abundant  precedents  existed  to 
justify  the  course  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  taken  in  this  matter ; 
and  an  additional  argument  in  its  favour 
was,  tliat  it  would  give  some  protec- 
tion to  the  laity.  He  hoped  the  Bishops 
would  be  better  advised  than  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  become  a  dead-letter;  be- 
cause, if  any  such  disposition  were  mani- 
fested, the  House  would  be  prepared  to 
enforce  the  law.  The  very  opposition 
which  had  been  raised  to  the  Amend- 
ment, showed  that  it  was  considered  to 
be  of  importance.  No  doubt,  the  House 
were  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  not  be 
lost;  but  lie  must  say,  if  it  had  been 
supposed  that  there  would  be  a  dispo- 
sition to  acquiesce  in  the  omission  of 
tlio  appeal  to  the  Archbishop,  many 
would  liavo  voted  witli  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  not 
to  allow  any  discretion  to  the  Bishop 
in  the  matter.  After  all  that  had  been 
said,  however,  ho  did  not  wish  to  quarrel 
with  the  decision  to  wliich  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Recorder  had 
come,  not  to  insist  on  the  Amendment. 
At  the  same  time,  those  wlio  now  re- 
frained from  taking  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  tlio  question,  and  adopted 
the  course  suggested  by  tlie  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  recom- 
mended by  the  Prime  MiDister,  must 
not  be  understood  thereby  to  sanction 
the  principle  that  they  were  prepared 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  each  Bishop 
absolute  power  to  prevent  access  by  the 
laitv  to  the  Courts  of  the  Church. 

'Mn.  TIKNLEY  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  wlio  had  a  strong  opinion  of  the 
clause  whif'li  had  now  been  altered  in 
''another  ]dace;"  but  his  riglit  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  who  had  exercised 
a  very  sound  discretion,  not  onlv  with 
regard  to  that  poi'tion  of  the  Bill,  but  in 
all  other  parts  of  it,  having  agreed  to 
the  change,  he  did  not  think  the  House 
could  do  better  than  adopt  his  advice. 
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He  (Mr.  Henley)  did  not  think  Oifti 
hon.  Member  of  the  House  irofoli  ? 
ture  to  say  that  the  Bill,  as  it  cunedc 
&om  the  Lords  without  the  clauw. 
not  a  valuable  Bill ;  and  no  one  m 
venture  to  say  that  if  the  Lords*  An 
ments  were  rejected  there  would  no 
a  considerable  chance  of  losing  the 
Now,  in  what  position  wonld  tht 
left,  if  they  assented  to  the  propoi 
his  right  hon.  and  learn(>d  Frienc 
Recorder  ?  It  might  be  that  the  Bii 
would  exercise  a  sound  and  wise diaa 
— in  that  case,  no  harm  would  be 
And  if  the  Bishops  would  not  exer 
sound  discretion,  would  there  I 
power  to  amend  the  Bill  herei 
Would  not  that  give  a  strength  to 
opinion  which  could  not  be  easil 
sisted  ?  That  was  the  feeling  he  1 
tho  matter;  and,  no  doubt,  it  wi 
same  feeling  which  bad  influence 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
therefore,  thought  his  right  hon 
learned  Friend  was  exercisine  a 
discretion,  and  he  advised  the  Hoi 
take  the  course  he  recommended. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Jiesolird^  That  thin  Ilonso  doth  not  inw 
thrir  Anion dnicnts  to  whirh  'Hh*  ly-nl 
diKJijjTOcd ;  Jind  doth  ai*r«'«  t«i  Thv  LonU.^ 
mt'iits  to  thu  Conmionri  Amondznonts  U*  tl 
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(J/r.  Whalley^  Sir  Gturpe  Jift'rvfr.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

8iii  A\T[LLIAM  FKASER,  in  m 
that  the  liill  bo  now  read  the  & 
timC;  said,  he  did  s<j  for  the  purp 
gaining  information  respecting  it.  n« 
of  its  founders  being  pwsent.  TIs 
enabled  the  Metropolitan  Riai 
Works  to  purchase  and  accf.-pT  bi 
of  gift  any  sites  in  thometropfili.-  c, 
to  them  for  the  recreation  ol"  thv  j- 
Bv  the  3rd  clause,  in  ease  of  div:*: 
opinion  among  those  possessins 
right  to  sell,  the  holders  of  two-' 
could  bind  the  other  third.  He  «! 
like  to  know  whether  under  th^  Bi 
jMetropolitan  Board  of  AVorks  i 
have  power  to  inclose  whaterer 
tliey  might  acquire  ? 

^lotion  made,  and  Question  prop 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  s 
time."— (5i>  William  Fraser.) 
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LOCKE  said,  there  was  nothing 
XM  the  Bill  of  the  ^ghteet  importance, 
■ad  he  suspected  its  promoters  had  dis- 
Birrered  the  fact ;  he  was  therefore  not 
Ririirified  that  they  had  absented  them- 
Mlree  from  the  House. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  it 
vonld  be  absolutely  useless  to  pass  the 
iaoond  reading  at  the  present  period  of 
tlie  Session.  He  agreed  in  the  view 
laaken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
vark,  and  as  there  were  one  or  two  prin- 
otplee  in  the  Bill  to  which  he  entertained 
%  strong  objection,  he  should  therefore 
BIOTG  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
&e  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
ihe  Question  to  add  the  words  *'upon 
tbis  day  month." — {3fr.  Secretary  Cross.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  JAMES  HOGG  said,  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  ample 
powers  at  present  to  acquire  sites  in 
the  metropolis  for  purposes  of  public 
Tecreation,  and  with  great  advantage 
thev  were  exercising  those  powers  in  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House ;  they  had 
not  time  to  look  at  it,  and  it  was  thus 
quite  impossible  for  them,  since  its  in- 
troduction, to  give  it  any  consideration. 
Being  imnecessary,  he  hoped  it  would 
be  rejected. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  thought  the  strange 
oombination  by  which  the  Bill  was  pro- 
moted (Mr.  Whalley  and  Sir  George 
Bowyer)  was  very  suspicious.  He  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Heading  jS7u^  offiov  one  month 
IBEIx\ND— DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 

ADJOURXED   DEBATE. 

Order  rend,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [4th  August], 

•*  That,  |havinpr  regard  to  tho  importance  of 
the  chang<«  in  the  constitution  of  the  Dublin 
University,  and  tho  perio<l  at  which  the  draft 
of  the  proposeil  Queen's  Lt;tter  has  l>een  laid 
upon  the  Tuhle  of  this  House,  it  is  dedrablo 
that,  before  they  are  finally  sanctiomni,  a  fuller 
opportunity  should  bo  afforded  for  their  con- 
mderation  than  is  possible  during  tho  present 
Seasion."— (Jfr.  Butt.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 


Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  could  not 
help  expressing  his  regret  that  so  many 
attempts  were  made  on  the  previous 
evening  to  ** count"  the  House,  as  he 
thought  it  evinced  a  great  disregard  of 
an  important  subject  that  deeply  con- 
cerned Ireland.  In  speaking  on  the 
subject,  he  maintained  that  the  Queen's 
Letter  consisted  of  two  parts.  It  gave 
power  to  Trinity  College  and  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  to  carry  out  the  Act 
passed  last  Session  ;  and  the  authorities 
of  the  College  and  University  had  en- 
deavoured in  the  interual  regulations 
they  had  framed  in  this  Letter  to  carry 
out  the  Act  with  most  scrupulous  fidelity 
and  care.  But  the  Queen's  Letter  also 
contained  a  scheme  for  the  partial  re- 
organization of  the  College  and  Univer- 
sity. It  was  objected  that  that  was  a 
partial  and  imperfect  scheme,  and  could 
not  be  regarded  as  a  final  settlement  of 
the  question.  Now,  he  agreed  that  the  fact 
was  so,  and  to  that  extent  he  concurred 
in  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick ;  but  even  the 
scheme  which  was  contained  in  the  Bill 
he  first  brought  forward  on  this  subject, 
though  it  went  considerably  further  than 
that  contained  in  the  Letter,  could  not 
be  regarded  as  a  final  settlement,  but 
only  as  putting  both  bodies  in  a  better 
position  for  reforming  themselves  in 
future.  It  was  in  that  light  that  he 
looked  upon  the  Queen's  Letter.  The 
practical  question  was,  would  the  Letter 
place  the  authorities  of  the  College  and 
University  in  a  better  position  sooner  or 
later  to  develop  a  more  complete  and 
final  settlement  of  the  question  ?  He 
begged  to  repeat  the  opinion  he  had 
often  expressed,  that  he  placed  entire 
confidence  in  the  liberality,  enlighten- 
ment, and  sagacity  of  the  authorities 
of  the  College  and  University ;  but 
he  felt  that  he  should  not  be  acting 
tow6u*ds  them  the  part  of  a  true 
or  a  sincere  friend  if  he  did  not  add 
that  no  settlement  could  be  final  which 
left  the  Board  with  so  much  power  as 
was  now  proposed,  and  he  would  im- 
press on  them  that  permanence  for  the 
existing  Board  was  out  of  the  question. 
He  must  also  urge  them  to  develop  a 
more  liberal  and  national  organization, 
as  it  would  bo  quite  impossible  to  permit 
the  whole  affairs  of  the  University  to  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  a  Board  consisting 
exclusivelv  of  the  Provost  and  the  seven 
Senior  Fellows.     He  hoped  they  would 
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be  enabled  to  proceed  in  the  same  spirit 
of  liberality  and  wisdom  which  they  had 
hitherto  displayed,  and  gradually  de- 
velop their  ancient  and  illustrious  insti- 
tution into  the  great  national  University 
of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  was  by  no  means 
o])posod  to  the  interests  of  the  Dublin 
XTuiversit}',  but  ho  must  protest  against 
the  scheme  in  the  Queen's  Letter  as  not 
affording  a  proper  basis  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  national  system  of  educa- 
ti(m.  Tie  had  no  objection  to  the  first 
part  of  the  scheme,  and  would  recom- 
luond  that  it  be  adopted  ;  but  as  to  the 
second,  which  was  partial  and  imperfect, 
it  ought  not  to  be  adopted  until  an  op- 
portunity had  been  afforded  to  the  Irish 
people  to  see  whether  a  National  Uni- 
versity could  be  founded  upon  it.  All 
he  asked  was  that  the  scheme  should 
bo  suspended  imtil  the  country  had  had 
sufficient  time  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  D.  E.  PLUNKET,  as  one  of 
the  Representatives  of  Dublin  Univer- 
sity, wished  to  say  for  himself  and  for 
the  Governing  Body  of  that  University, 
tliat  they  were  glad  an  opportunity 
had  been  alfbrdt»d  of  discussing  this 
matter  in  that  House .  Such  Queen's 
Letters  were  not  of  noceasity  brought 
under  the  cognizance  of  Parliament,  but 
as  the  present  one  was  more  import- 
ant than  usual,  tlie  Gov(n*ning  ]^>dy  de- 
sired it  to  1)0  freely  canvassed.  He  had 
observed  with  regret  the  attempt  made 
to  '*  count  "  the  House  last  night  during 
th<.»  speech  of  tlio  hon.  IMember  for 
Uackuo}-,  ])ut  tlie  friendly  advice  he 
had  given  to-day  to  tlie  University, 
by  whom  tlie  hon.  ^NFomber  had  stood 
so  faithfulh',  would,  he  had  no  doubt, 
r»H'eivo  its  calm  consideration.  Vari- 
ous schemes  had  been  under  delibe- 
ration ;  and  the  slow  promotion  of 
tilt?  Junior  P(»llows  of  the  College  had 
Ix'cn  adverted  to.  It  should,  however, 
b<.»  remembered  that  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  ("hureh  had  deprived 
the  College  of  some  valuable  patronage, 
and  perhaps  the  compensation  money  it 
was  to  receive  for  these  losses  might 
afford  an  opportunity  of  improving  the 
position  of  the  Junior  Fellows  in  this  re- 
spect. The  principal  objection  now  urged 
to  entertaining  the  Queen's  Letter  and 
to  its  rectdviiig  the  lioyal  Assent  was, 
that  time  had  not  been  given  for  its 
consideration;  and  although  it  was  not 
suggested  that  any  attempt  had  been 
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made  to  smuggle  fhrcmgh  the  Qomi'i 
Letter,  yet  the  House  ought  to  hot 
the  steps  which  had  been  taken  ly  ik 
Governing  Body  to  ascertain  the  it^ 
of  the  public.  First,  they  formed  eomsBt' 
tees  of  the  Juxdor  Fellows  and  Fn&i- 
sors,  and  the  result  was  that  theybrou^ 
forward  a  scheme  of  reform.    They  nus 
called  upon  the  Vice  Chancellor  to  sob- 
mon  a  meeting  of  the  Senate  to  conNdff 
this  scheme.     A  meeting  of  the  Sentt 
was  held,  and  it  was  proposed  that  ihm 
should  be  an  adjournment  of  a  fortni^ 
in  order  to  explain  to  the  countiy  *> 
action  which  was  about  to  bo  taken.  Be 
adjournment  actually  granted  wa«  us 
for  a  fortnight,  but  three  weeks.  Vihm 
the  Senate  re-assembled,  the  matter  va 
discussed  for  six  successive  days.    Dv> 
ing    that    time    frequent    amendmeiai 
were  proposed,    divisions    were  tako. 
every  suggestion  made  was  fully  coa- 
siderod,   and  then   a    further  adjoon- 
ment  for  three  weeks  was  agreed  npoa 
When  the  Senate  again  met  the  schcni 
which  had  been  already  sanctioned  lif 
the  Senior  and  Junior  Fellows  and  Ro- 
fessors,  was  adopted    unanimously  bj 
the  Senate.     During  all  this   time  d» 
meetings  of  that  body  had  been  npa 
to  the  public.     Koportors  wore  prf^Bt 
and  the  scheme  was  discussed  in  Iri«i 
journals  of   cvory  diftbrent  comi»lfxioi 
of    politics.       FinaUy,     the    Governing 
Body  forwarded  the  scheme  to  tin*  Iri^li 
Office  in  London,  and  it  was  lai«l  ontht 
Table  of  that  House.     There  had  beea 
a  slight  delay  in  circulating  the  schem* 
among  h(m.  ^[embers,  but  it  was  purely 
accidental.      The  new  Governing  B^dy 
could  introduce   hereafter   any  furth*? 
proposition  for  the  improvement  of  I'li:- 
versify  education,  but  it  wn.s  not  fair  to 
ask  the  Univei'sity  of  Dublin  to  hoM  it? 
hands  until  some  persons  unknown  had 
found   out  a  scheme   which   should  h 
satisfactory,  not  only  to  the  l*rot..*«taii: 
Dissenters  and  Koman    Catholic-*  whi- 
approved  of  the  present  one,  but  al?«)  t.' 
those  Boman  Catholics  who  would  n  ■: 
concur  in  any  plan  of  united  edueariML 
Many  attempts  had  been  made  to  ?etTl* 
this  question.     Sir  George  Grey,  as  & 
Member  of  a  Liberal  Administratinn.  aa-i 
Loi*dMayo,  as  Chief  Secretary  fori  rela-i'I 
under  a  Conservative  GovemmcDt.  h*i 
failed — and  failed  for  the  same  rea-s^-n. 
The  circumstances  attendant  uprm  the  'it^ 
feat  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  were  so  fre^b 
in  tlie  recollection  of  the  House  thai  i: 
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uimeoessary  to  dwell  upon  them. 
had  disorganized  the  liberal  party, 
d  this  attempt  had  also  failed.  If  hon. 
embers  opposite  would  not  accept  the 
nt  scheme,  let  them  hereafter  sub- 
fiome  other  proposal.  It  was  now 
ir  turn  to  take  the  initiative,  but  let 
"be  some  distinct  and  vertebrate  plan 
ivHiich  might  be  discussed  upon  its  own 
I.  The  University  of  Dublin,  he 
»4Blt  sure,  would  receive  it  in  a  Liberal 
it  and  that  House  would  also  give  it 
and  full  consideration.  The  heads 
of  that  University  were  anxious  to  aid 
in  carrying  out  a  mixed  system  of  edu- 
cation, and  to  throw  every  honour  and 
•drantage  open  to  students  of  all  reli- 

Sious  denominations.    They  had  already 
one  so,  and  they  were  resolved  to  con- 
tinue in  the  same  course.     He  might 
atate,   at    the    same    time,    that    with 
regard  to  the  College  Chapel,  it  was  the 
Intention  of  the  Governing  Body  that 
lAie  services  of  religion  should  be  main- 
tained, although  it  was  likely  the  Pro- 
testants would  have  to  maintain  those 
Cihapel  services  at  their  own  expense. 
"Under  the  new  state  of  things,  the  stu- 
dents could  not  be  compelled  to  attend 
chapel.     It  had  been  said  by  an  hon. 
Member  that  that  scheme  would  be  the 
last  that  would  be  heard  of  University 
reform ;   but  there  was  no  ground  for 
such  an  apprehension.     The  history  of 
Trinity  College  was  one  of  wise   and 
well-considered  changes,  and  he  did  not 
dpubt  that   the  present   scheme  would 
l>€  the  cradle  of  further  reforms.     Other 
alterations  would,  no  doubt,  be  neces- 
sary to  give  full  ofiTect  to  the  Act  of  last 
year,  and  with  its  more  popular  elements 
the  new  Governing  Body  would  become 
still  stronger  and  adopt  all  desirable  re- 
forms in  due  time.     He  would  ask  the 
House  to  allow  the  Queen's  Letter  to 
come  into  operation,  because  it  was  the 
spontaneous  demand  of  the  Governing 
Body  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
reforms.     Nothing  could  be  more  pre- 
judicial  to   the    interests    of    learning 
than  that  the  question  should  be  held 
over  for  another  Session,  creating  divi- 
sions within  the  walls  of  the  College  and 
a  painful  agitation  outside  them.     To 
support    the   Motion  of  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Butt)   would  be 
to  hold  out  an    invitation  to  disquiet, 
and  would  prejudically  afifect  the  cause 
of  University  education  in  Ireland. 

YOL.  CCXXI.     [third  series.] 


Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  contended 
that  the  system  of  education  which  now 
prevailed  in  Ireland,   had  been  intro- 
duced from  without,  and  that  it  was 
opposed  to  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  in  the  country,  as  well  as  to 
those  of  the  minority ;   opposed  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  as  well 
as  to  those  of  the  Protestants.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
were  as  anxious  as  the  Homan  Catholics 
for  religious  education.    "With  regard  to 
the  changes  which  had  been  introduced 
into  the  University  of  Dublin,  for  the 
purpose  of  admitting  Eoman  Catholics, 
he  could  only  advise  the  House  to  allow 
that  matter  to  remain  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent.    It  was  impossible  to  suppose  that 
this  Queen's  Letter  could  ever  settle  the 
question  of  education  in  Ireland.     The 
more  imperfect  that  settlement  was  at 
the  present  moment,  the  louder  would 
become  the  demand  for  a  clear  and  more 
comprehensive    experiment    in    future. 
The  people  of  Ireland  had  a  right  to  settle 
the  religious  education  they  desired,  and 
it  was  absurd  to  imagine  that  because 
England  and  Scotland  were  Protestant, 
the  Eoman  Catholics  of  Ireland  should 
agree  to  their  settling  the  question  on 
the  basis  of  secularism.      The  Protes- 
tants of  Ireland   were  quite  as  much 
dissatisfied  with  the  Queen's  Letter  as 
the  Eoman  Catholics;    and  he   would 
suggest  that  it  should  be  sent  back  to 
the  University,  so  that  a  wiser  and  more 
comprehensive  scope  might  be  given  to 
it.     Residents  in  Ireland  did  not,   in 
many  cases,  educate  their  children  in 
the    Dublin    University,    because  they 
knew  that  promotion  there  was  so  slow. 
These  were  questions  interesting,   not 
only  to  the  Eoman  Catholics,  but  to  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland,  and  it  would  be 
better  for  the  Government  to  investigate 
the  matter,  send  the  Letter  back  for  re- 
consideration,   and    when    it  came  up 
again,  to  give  it  that  consideration  which 
its  importance   demanded.      The    hon. 
Member  for    Hackney    (Mr.    Fawcett) 
himself  had  admitted  that  it  was  an  im- 
pei*fect  document    and    an    inadequate 
settlement  of  the  question.      He  was, 
therefore,  surprised  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  wish  it  to  be  issued  in  that 
hasty  .  way.     So  long  as  the  Governing 
Body  proceeded  bit  by  bit  in  the  way  of 
reform,  what  peace  could  be  hoped  for 
in  that  seat  of  learning.    He  had  always 
looked  on  with  wonder  at  the  course 
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pursued  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the  sub- 
ject of  University  Refohn  in  Ireland. 
It  was  incomprehensible  to  him  how  a 
statesman  of  his  wide  sympathies  and 
extended  views  could  shut  his  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  secularism  was  just  as  much 
a  religion  as  any  form  of  denomination- 
alism.  No  one  adopted  pure  secularism, 
but  everyone  advocated  Bible  teaching 
of  some  kind,  and  he  regarded  all  the 
attempts  of  well-meaning  men  to  provide 
a  sort  of  neutral,  moral,  and  religious 
training,  as  specimens  of  unconscious 
self-deception.  In  Ireland,  they  had 
the  Protestants  and  the  Eoman  Catholics 
competing  with  each  other  for  the  secu- 
lar and  religious  education  of  the  youth 
of  the  country,  for  both  of  them  valued 
religious  training,  and  no  one  ventured 
to  propose  to  cast  religion  out  altogether. 
The  Protestants  knew  right  well  that 
they  had  all  the  material  endowments 
in  their  own  hands,  and  they  accepted 
the  aid  of  the  secularists  of  England, 
not  because  they  loved  them,  but  be- 
cause, by  their  assistance,  they  could 
"  keep  the  promise  to  the  ear,  and  break 
it  to  the  hope."  Trinit}'  College,  Dub- 
lin, had  been  governed  by  a  small 
Oouncil  of  seven  and  the  Provost.  That 
Council  had  the  whole  power  and  finances 
in  its  hands.  Many  of  the  Junior  Fel- 
lows had  been  2o  or  30  vears  in  that 
position,  and  they  could  not  take  part 
in  the  government  of  the  University. 
Promotion,  indeed,  was  so  slow  that  the 
intellect  of  the  Univert^ity  was  being 
drained  off  to  this  countr}'.  Formerly 
some  of  the  Fellows  received  livings 
which  wore  in  the  gift  of  the  College. 
That  had  ceased  since  the  passing  of 
the  Irish  Church  Act ;  but  tlie  Commis- 
sioners had  paid  Trinity  College  the 
sum  of  £lt50,00()  ns  compensation  for 
the  loss  of  patronage.  It  was  naturally 
expected  that  that  sum  would  be  utilized 
in  quickening  promotion.  Some  of  the 
Senior  Fellows  received  from  £1,500  to 
£  1 ,  800  a-year,  although  they  did  notJiing 
iu  the  way  of  teaching,  and  took  no 
active  part  in  the  proper  business  of  a 
1  University.  A  proposal  for  their  retire- 
ment had  been  brouglit  before  the  Senate 
and  shelved,  and  the  Queen's  Letter  did 
not  touch  that  vital  question  of  the 
quickening  of  promotion,  and  so  long  as 
human  nature  remained  what  it  was,  he 
anticipated  no  thorough  and  effectual 
reform  from  within.  He  looked  with 
great  pain  to  the  future  of  the  Univer- 

Mr.  Mitchell  Henry 


sity,  if  all  that  could  be  done  a 
way  of  reforming  after  six  dm'  di 
was  to  bo  found  within  this  Letts 
would  be  a  sad  day  for  Irelaad  i 
intellectual  power  of  the  ooontij 
lowed  the  steps  of  the  bone  and 
of  the  land,  and  migrated  to  ] 
where  there  was  a  better  chance  o 
cess.  Trinity  College  had  been  u 
and  derisivolj  called  the  "  SQea 
ter,"  lot  her  beware  that  the  b^ 
and  inertia  of  her  rulers  did  nc 
long,  make  the  appellation  moi 
in  the  future  than  it  had  been 
past. 

Question  put. 

The  TLovLse  divided  : — A^'es  18 
102 :  Majority  84. 

QUEEX  ANXE'S   BOUXTY. 

RESOLmOX. 

Mr.  MONKy  in  rising  to  call 
tion  to  the  unequal  incidence  of  th 
ments  of  First  Fruits  and  Tenths 
Clergy ;  and  to  move — 

'*  That  it  is  oxpcdiont  that  tho  paji 
**  First  IViiits  '*  to  the  Ciovomors  of 
Anno's  Bounty  should  bo  ahoIisht.*d.  a 
tlicro  should  be  a  n>-\'al  nation  of  all  i 
nnd  boni'fices  in  Eiip^laml  and  AValc:*, 
view  to  an  equitable  ro-adjuMtin<'nt  nf  *•' 
on  a  moderHto  and  g7aduat«Kl  sea  If," 

said,  that  as  the  subject  involved  i 

tion  of  taxation,   it    was    nccess 

bring  it  forward  in  that  House, 

than  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Membei 
not  present ;  House  counted,  n 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  monk  resumed  :  '*  First! 
were  supposed  to  represent  th 
year's  profits  of  a  benefice,  and  **T 
one- tenth  of  the  annual  income  c 
benefices.  The  origin  of  these  c 
was  somewhat  obscure.  £arly 
13th century  "First  Fruits"  were 
by  the  Pope  on  the  clergy  of  this  cc 
and  in  1292  a  valuation  of  the  be 
was  made  by  Pope  Nicholas  III.,  6 
between  200  and  300  years  these  cl 
formed  part  of  the  Papal  nsurj 
over  the  clergy  of  this  Kingdon 
1533,  by  the  25th  of  Henry  VI 
20,  these  payments  to  the  Pope 
abolished,  and  by  26  Henry  VU] 
they  were  transferred  to  the  King 
ordered  a  new  valuation  to  be 
and  on  that  valuation  the  levy  ha 
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to  be  made  down  to  the  present 
In  1704  Queen  Anne  erected  the 
tion     called     **  Queen    Anne's 
ty   Commissioners,'*   and    devoted 
Krst  Fruits"  and  '* Tenths"  to  the 
entation  of  the   poorer  benefices, 
t  Board  was  very  extensive,  including 
the  Bishops,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
s,  all  Privy  Councillors  and  Q.C.'s, 
rd  Mayor  and  Aldermen  of  Lon- 
,  the  Mayors  of  other  municipalities, 
— in    all    about    600    persons.       In 
S67  a  Committee  of  that  House,  pre- 
ed  over  by  Mr.  Bouverie,  recommended 
t  the  number  should  bo  reduced,  and 
lie  (Mr.  Monk)  was  strongly  of  opinion 
Aat  the  Board  should  be  merged  in  the 
Sioolesiastical  Commissioners.  Great  hard- 
ships were  now  inflicted  by  the  unequal 
inoidence  of  the  tax,  as  from  the  first 
many  benefices  and  all  deaneries  and 
eanonries  were  exempt.     Besides  those, 
Hie  imposition  of  the  tax  being  fixed  on 
"benefices  existing  in  the  time  of  Henry 
VpTT  ,  and  there  having  been  no  re- valua- 
tion since,  all  benefices  created  since  that 
time,  and  consequently  not  included  in 
the  Liher  Regis,  were  exempt  from  pay- 
ment.    He  should  not  have  ventured  to 
introduce  this  subject  if  he  had  not  been 
fortified  by  the  report  of  Ccaivocation, 
according  to  which  he  found  the  follow- 
ing anomalies : — A  benefice  worth  £108 
a-year  paid  £3  17«.  lO^^.  as  "Tenths," 
another  worth  £164  paid  £4   5«.  Zd.y 
whereas  a  benefice  of  the  value  of  £1,700 
paid  only  17«.  M,,  and  another  worth 
£2,600  paid  £1  15«.  5d,  only,  while  a  vast 
number  of  large  livings  paid  nothing. 
The  result  was  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  received  little 
more    than    £15,000  a-year  — £5,300 
as    **  First    Fruits,"   and    £10,021    as 
"Tenths."     The  subject  had  been  be- 
fore   Convocation  for  some  years,  and 
both    the    Upper    and   Lower    Houses 
were  unanimous  on  almost  every  point. 
The   Lower    differed   from  the  Upper 
House  with  regard  to  the  percentage, 
but  they  agreed  as  to  the  main  fea- 
tures,   that    there    should    be    further 
legislation  on  the  subject,  that  "  First 
Fruits "    should  be  abolished,  that    all 
benefices  under  £300  a-year  should  be 
exempted,  and  that  all  above  that  value 
shoula  be  re-assessed  on  a  moderate  and 
graduated  scale.     He   was  still  further 
justified   in    bringing  the  question  for- 
ward by  the  recommendation  of  a  Select 
Committee,   which    sat  in    1837,    that 


"  First  Fruits  "  should  be  entirely  abo- 
lished, and  that  a  moderate  and  gra- 
duated impost  should  be  levied  upon  all 
benefices  above  £300  a-year.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  would  appeal  to  the  Hoi^ie  Secre- 
tary to  give  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  he  would  take  the 
whole  question  into  consideration  with 
a  view  of  introducing  a  measure  em- 
bodying some  scheme  like  that  he  had 
shadowed  forth.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Resolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  it  is  expedient  that  the  payment  of 
First  Fruits  to  the  Governors  of  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  should  bo  abolished,  and  that  there 
should  be  a  revaluation  of  all  dignities  and 
benefices  in  Enp^land  and  Wales,  with  a  view  to 
an  equitable  readjustment  of  Tenths  on  a  mode- 
rate and  graduated  scale." — {Mr,  Monk.) 

Mr.  BRISTOWE  trusted  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion.  He 
(Mr.  Bristowe)  did  not  dispute  the  ano- 
malies of  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
complained ;  but  ho  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  had  selected  an  inconvenient 
mode  of  bringing  forward  a  question 
which  would  involve  the  taxation  of  a 
great  number  of  the  clergy  who  had 
hitherto  been  exempted. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
aftiT  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tliursday,  6th  August^  1874. 


MINUTES.]— PUBLIC  Bn.LB— Third  Reading— 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  ♦  (212) ;  Royal 
Irifih  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police*  (221);  Frivate  Lunatic  Asylums 
(Ireland)  *  (216) ;  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ♦ 
(219) ;  Great  Seal  Offices*  (217J  ;  Fines  Act 
(Ireland)  Amendment  *  (218) ;  llxpiring  Laws 
Continuance  *  (220) ;  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature Act  fl873)  Suspension  (231)  ;  Com- 
missioners  oi  Works  and  Public  Buildings  * 
(232) ;  Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund*  (233), 
and  passed. 
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their  various  provisions.  The  Judici 
ture  Bills,  however,  did  undergo  discm 
sion  in  their  Lordships'  House  on  seven 
occasions — both  the  Bill  relating  to  Lw 
land  and  the  Bill  to  amend  the  EngUs 
Act  of  last  Session  ;  and  he  shotild  na? 
thought  that  they  went  down  firom  the: 
Lordships'  House  in  sufficient  time  1 
pass  the  other  House  in  the  pn 
sent  Session.  Indeed,  there  was  n 
doubt  they  would  have  become  law,  if  i 
had  been  considered  worth  while  i 
press  them  forward.  Under  those  di 
cumstances,  and  with  the  advantag 
arising  from  the  concurrence  of  that  tan 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  in  sup 
porting  a  powerful  Administration,  i 
time  could  not  be  found  for  the  diseuf 
sion  of  sucli  measures  sent  down  unde 
such  circumstances  and  under  sue 
auspices,  until  the  last  fortnight  of  th 
Session,  he  utterly  despaired  of  seein, 
justice  ever  done  to  such  Bills.  Ther 
were  no  Bills  of  greater  importance,  c 
more  desired,  so  far  as  their  objecl 
were  concerned,  by  the  public  at  largi 
On  the  other  hand,  from  the  technici 
character  of  their  details,  they  would  I 
always  outside  of  the  category  of  thoi 
measures  which  excited  great  Parliamei 
tary  and  public  attention,  and  therefoi 
the  mere  exigencies  of  party  woul 
not  bo  likely  to  push  them  forward 
but  if  there  was  any  use  in  a  Goven 
ment  strong  in  both  Houses,  surely 
was  that  measures  of  this  kind  migl 
have  a  fair  chance  of  being  sufficient! 
and  properly  considered,  and  that  the 
should  not  be  thrust  aside  for  measure 
which  as  compared  with  them  wer 
really  of  no  more  than  ephemeral  impoi 
tance.  He  was  unable  to  appreciat 
the  reasons  which  prevented  those  Bill 
receiving  due  consideration  in  the  Hous 
of  Commons.  It  might  be  that  thei 
had  been  a  prospect  of  much  more  dh 
cussion  in  the  other  House  of  Parlii 
ment  on  the  Bills  relating  to  the  transfe 
of  land  than  he  should  have  anticipatec 
and  that,  as  to  those  Bills,  which  wer 
not  immediately  pressing  as  to  time,  th 
Government  might  have  exercised 
wise  discretion ;  but  as  regarded  th 
Judicature  Bills,  which  he  believed  ha 
proceeded  to  almost  the  last  stage - 
the  English  one  having  passed  hal 
through  Committee — he  could  not  bu 
express  his  opinion  that  if  there  wa 
everywhere  the  same  zeal  in  the  cause  c 
law  reform  which  he  knew  to  be  pos 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE  ACT 
(1873)  SUSPENSION  BILL— [No.  23L] 
(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

THIRD    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Ifoved,  *' That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 
— (The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  SELBORNE  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  oppose  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  he  was  compelled  to  confess  his  ex- 
treme disappointment  at  the  failure  of  the 
expectations  which  they  were  led  to  en- 
tertain in  the  early  part  of  the  present 
Session  as  to  the  legislation  which  might 
take  place  on  subjects  closely  connected 
with  this  Bill.  When  they  knew  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  had  the  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising his  great  powers  and  his  great  in- 
fluence in  the  promotion  of  valuable  and 
useful  measures  of  legal  reform ;  and 
when  they  reflected  on  the  perfect  con- 
cord which  existed  between  a  conside- 
rable majority  in  their  Lordships'  House 
and  a  considerable  majority  in  the  other 
House,  it  seemed  that  the  time  had 
come  when  they  might  look  forward 
with  confidence  to  the  successful  prose- 
cution of  that  kind  of  legislation  to  which 
he  referred.  He  was  aware  that  the 
present  Government  acceded  to  office 
without  being  able  to  prepare  measures 
in  prospect  of  the  Session,  and  that  thus 
a  considerable  part  of  an  important  period 
of  the  Session  was  lost.  He  was  willing 
to  take  that  circumstance  into  acc(5unt. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had,  how- 
ever, brought  forward  the  legal  Bills  to 
which  he  (Lord  Selbome)  alluded  at  an 
early  period  of  the  Session,  and  in  doing 
so  spoke  in  verj'  kind  terms  of  the  com- 
munication made  by  him  to  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  subject  of  one  of 
those  measures  at  the  time  of  the  change 
of  Government.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  not  at  all  disappointed  the 
expectations  which  had  been  formed 
respecting  his  anxiety  and  ability  in 
the  cause  of  Law  Reform ;  for,  after 
giving  full  consideration  to  the  subject, 
he  did  introduce  two  important  measures 
for  facilitating  the  transfer  of  land  and 
two  Judicature  Bills.  Both  the  former 
Bills  were  considered  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  though  they  did  not  imdergo  any 
very  great  amount  of  discussion  in  con- 
sequence of  the  general  concurrence  in 
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Maaod  by  his  noble  and  loamed  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack,  those  Bills  would  have 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  was  the  consequence  ?     One  which 
must  be  regretted    by  his  noble   and 
kamed  Friend  himself.     The  Bill  which 
passed  last  year,  and  which  the  whole  of 
tlie  legal  profession  had  expected  would 
eome  mto  operation  this  year,  was,  by 
tbe  measure  now  before  their  Lordships, 
proposed  to  be  kept  in  suspense  for  a 
whole  year  from  November  next.     He 
XQUst  say  that  he  could  not  see  that  there 
Was  a  necessity  for  such  a  postponement. 
£ven  if,  in  the  judgment  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  some  postponement 
'^B*  necessary — if  it  were  desired  that 
&ere  should  be  a  longer  period  than 
^^  interval  between  this  and  Novem- 
'^^T  for  the  consideration  of  the  new 
Cinders  and  Eules  —  would  not  a  short 
E^^^tponement  to  the  beginning  of  next 
have  been  sufHcient  ?    He  admitted 
e  advantage  of  having  that  Act  itself 
the  Amendment  of  it  proposed  by 
is  noble  and  learned  Friend  this  Session 
into  operation  simultaneously ;  but 
8  could  not  think  that  it  was  at  all  so 
^:^nsiderable   as  to  counterbalance   the 
^Sisadvantage  arising  fi*om  the  doubts  to 
"^rhich  the  postponement  of  the  Act  for 
smother  year   would,  he   apprehended, 
^ye  rise  in  the  minds  of  many  persons. 
TEho  principles  of  that  measure  would 
Bffain   became  topics  in  the    arena  of 
discussion,    and    surmises    would    get 
abroad  that  there  was  an  intention  on 
the  part  of  tlie  Government  and  Par- 
liament to  reconsider   those   principles 
and    the     whole    of    the    plan    which 
had  been  already  sanctioned  by  both 
Houses  and  had  become  law.     That  idea 
would  give  encouragement  to  those  who 
were   opposed    to    the  change    so   de- 
cided   upon    by  Parliament,    and    the 
result  might  be  that  at  the  beginning  of 
next  Session  they  might  find  themselves 
further  off  tlian  ever  from  the  reform 
which  they  had  expected  to  see  effected 
before  the  close  of  the  present  year.    He 
was  sure  that  in  the  mind  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  there  was  no  inten- 
tion to  depart  from  the  principles  on 
which  that  legislation  had  proceeded  last 
Session,  and  in  their  Lordships'  House 
during  the  present  year;   but,  for  the 
reasons  he  had  referred  to,  it  would  give 
him  great  satisfaction  to  hear  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  that  his  views 
were  unchanged,  and  that  their  Lord- 


ships might  look  forward  to  a  serious 
and  earnest  attempt  next  Session  to  pass 
the  measures  he  had  introduced  this 
year,  and  that  the  Act  of  last  year  would 
be  brought  into  operation  without  any 
further  delay  than  was  now  absolutely 
necessary. 

The  Earl  of  TJMEEICK  said,  he 
also  regretted  the  postponement  of  the 
Act — an  unfortunate  circumstance  arising 
from  the  delay  in  the  constitution  of  the 
New  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  was  that 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  would  continue  to  hear  eccle- 
siastical appeals,  and  that,  as  Judges, 
the  two  most  reverend  Prelates  would 
continue  to  assist  in  the  hearing  of  thosu 
appeals.  It  was  most  unfortunate  that 
the  public  should  have  any  reason  for 
not  accepting  the  decisions  on  those  aj)- 
peals,  as  being  decided  on  purely  legal 
grounds  on  account  of  the  presence  of 
persons  who  could  not  be  said  to  be 
entirely  free  from  prejudice  in  the 
matter. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  said,  he  was  glad 
the  delay  took  place,  and  was  glad  of  it 
for  the  reas<ms  which  made  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Selborne)  regret 
it.  In  his  opinion,  tlie  decision  already 
come  to  by  Parliament  with  reference  to 
the  Supreme  Tiibunal  of  Appeal  was 
not  the  best  which  could  be  come  to. 
He  said  tliat  because  he  believed  the 
tribunal  projiosed  did  not  meet  with  the 
entire  approbation  of  the  legal  profes- 
sion in  this  country,  and  he  hoped  tlmt 
during  the  Ivecess,  there  would  be  a 
fuller  expression  of  their  opinion  on  the 
matter.  It  certainly  did  not  meet  with 
approval  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  in  both 
of  which  countries  the  profession  had 
had  the  courage  to  speak  out.  He 
hoped  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  would  not  by  any  state- 
ment commit  himself  further  than  he 
was  akeady  committed  to  the  transfer  of 
the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the  House 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  surprised  that  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Selborne), 
even  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  should 
have  called  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  subject  to  which  he  has  referred. 
The  only  thing  in  the  discussion  which 
has  caused  me  some  regret  is  the  refe- 
rence by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Limerick)  to  questions  which  deeply 
agitate  the  public  mind.    I  can  conceive 
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nothing  more  unfortunate — I  hope  the 
noble  Earl  will  excuse  me  if  I  say  more 
unseemly — than  that  there  should  be  in 
this  House  any  reference  to  matters  which 
may  become  the  subject  of  legal  discus- 
sion and  decision — that  it  should  be 
suggested  by  any  Member  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  that  two  Members  of  the 
Episcopal  Bench,  who  must,  as  Judges 
or  assessors  bo  concerned  in  cases  to 
which  he  refers  —  that  it  should  be 
suggested  they  cannot  discharge  that 
duty  with  unbiassed  minds,  I  leave  the 
noble  Earl  to  consider  whether  a  sugges- 
tion of  that  kind  made  in  your  Lord- 
sliips'  House  is  in  furtherance  of  the 
best  interests  of  justice.  I  turn  to  the 
remarks  made  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  this  Bill,  and  I  must  say  I 
entirely  agree  with  him  as  to  the  course 
which  the  Bills  he  alluded  to  took  in 
this  House.  I  feel,  and  have  felt 
throughout  this  Session,  deep  gratitude 
for  the  earnest  consideration  given  in 
this  House  to  all  of  those  Bills.  Even 
by  those  of  your  Lordships  who  did  not 
agree  with  the  proposals  which  they 
were  intended  to  carry  out,  the  various 
questions  arising  on  them  were  fully 
discussed,  and  those  questions  were  dis- 
tinctly decided  by  the  judgment  of  the 
House.  I  should  be  very  ungrateful, 
also,  if  I  did  not  take  this  opportunity  of 
recognizing  tlio  great  and  valuable  as- 
sistance I  received  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  in  presenting  and  for- 
warding these  nieasiu'es ;  and  I  think  I 
need  not  apologize  for  taking  this  public 
opportunity  of  returning  my  thanks  in 
another  quarter.  The  country  is  deeply 
indebtc^d  to  the  learned  Judges,  who, 
though  having  to  discharge  important 
and  laborious  duties  more  immediately 
connected  with  their  office,  gave  during 
the  year  a  great  deal  of  their  valuable 
time  to  the  preparation  of  those  Rules 
and  Orders  in  connection  with  the  Judi- 
cature Bill  which  have  been  recently 
laid  before  Parliamont.  With  regard  to 
-the  course  taken  in  *'  another  place  "  in 
respect  of  tlie  Bills  to  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  referred,  the 
history  of  it,  though  it  did  not  come 
under  my  own  eyes,  appears  to  me  to  be 
extremely  simple.  When  those  Bills 
went  down  from  this  House,  the  Govern- 
ment had  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
they  would  meet  with  very  general  ap- 
proval in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  being  Bills  which  had  been 
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brought  down  from  this  House,  that 
course  was  taken  with  them  which,  in 
every  Session  within'  my  experience,  has 
been  taken  with  Bills  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances. Precedence  before  them  was 
given  to  Bills  which  had  originated  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  ana  had  not 
been  brought  down  irom  this  House. 
That  course,  if  not  carried  too  far,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  convenient  and  wise 
course.  But  after  a  time  it  was  found 
that  a  number  of  Amendments  were  to 
be  proposed  to  the  Land  Transfer  Bill ; 
that  as  regarded  the  Judicature  Act 
Amendment  Bill  some  opposition  would 
arise,  not  on  the  main  principle,  but  on 
questions  of  detail ;  and  that  as  regarded 
the  new  Tribunal  of  Appeal,  certain 
questions  would  be  raised  as  to  judicial 
appointments  for  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
But,  notwithstanding  all  that,  I  haye  not 
the  least  doubt  that  those  Bills  would 
have  passed  through  the  other  House,  if 
towards  the  close  of  the  Session,  and 
during  the  few  days  when  they  could 
have  been  forwarded,  there  did  not  come 
before  the  House  of  Commons  a  Bill, 
which,  though  not  a  Government  mea- 
sure, was  one  of  great  publio  interest, 
and  which  occupied  the  energies  and  at- 
tention of  that  House  to  such  an  extent 
that  the  Government  found  that  any  op- 
position sustained  by  however  limited  a 
number  of  hon.  Members,  would,  at  that 
period  of  the  Session,  have  prevented  the 
passing  of  the  Bills  to  which  my  noblo 
and  learned  Friend  has  referred.  But 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  says  that, 
even  suppose  we  could  not  have  passed 
the  Irish  Judicature  Bill  and  the  Judi- 
cature Act  Amendment  BiU,  he  cannot 
see  why  the  English  Act  of  last  year 
should  not  have  been  allowed  to  take  its 
course  and  come  into  operation  at  the 
time  originally  fixed.  He  asks  why  that 
could  not  have  been  done?  For  this 
simple  reason — In  order  to  bring  it  into 
operation,  it  would  have  been  necessary 
to  complete  the  constitution  of  the  Appel- 
late Court,  and  in  order  to  complete  the 
constitution  of  the  Appellate  Court,  it 
would  have  become  necessary  to  consider 
the  questions  raised  in  respect  of  the  re- 
presentation of  Ireland  and  Scotland.  It 
was  with  the  greatest  regret — regret  on 
the  part  of  the  whole  of  the  Cabinet,  but 
I  need  not  say  particular  regret  on  my 
part — that  we  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  useless  to  attempt  to  proceed 
with  those  Bills  this  Session.     In  reply 
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to  what  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  said  as  to  our  intentions,  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  I  can  say 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
such    intention  as  that  which  he  has 
mentioned  as  one  likely  to  be  attributed 
to  us  by  some  persons.    We  have  no  in- 
tention to  present  those  Bills  in  a  diffe- 
rent form  to  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.    The  Bills  in  their  present 
shape  embody  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
▼emment  on  the  great  questions  to  which 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  refers,  and 
in  that  shape,  or  substantially  in  that 
shape,  they  will  be  again  brought  before 
Parliament.    It  is  true  that  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  suspends  tiU  the 
month  of  November,   1875,  the  coming 
into  operation  of  the  Act  of  last  year. 
As  the  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  other 
House,  it  was  to  suspend  it  till  Novem- 
ber of  next  year,  or  such  other  time  as 
Her  Majesty  by  Order  in  Council  might 
appoint.    That  last  Proviso  was  objected 
to  as  being  irregiilar  in  a  matter  of  such 
importance,    and    it    was     accordingly 
omitted.     But  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Ch>yermnent  to  present  those  Bills  at  a 
'▼ery  early  period  of  the  next  Session, 
and  if  Parliament  will  address  itself  to 
them  without  delay,  there  is  no  reason 
"why  the  Act  of  last  year  may  not  come 
into  operation  long  before  November — 
may  be  by  the  1st  of  May — and  it  will 
bo  entirely  competent  to  Parliament  to 
alter  the  date  in  the  Bill  before  your 
Lordshi2)s,  and  decide  on  a  much  earlier 
one. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  3'^  accord- 
ingly, unA  passed, 

ARMY— FlltST  (X)MMISSIONS-UOYAri 

AVAIIRANT,  1871. 

ADDRESS  FOli  A  TAPER. 

Eakl  FITZWIIiLIAM  said,  he  rose 
to  move  an  Address  for  a  Paper,  and  to 
ask  the  following  Question: — Whether 
a  commission  can  now  be  withlield  from 
a  candidate  who,  having  applied  to  the 
Horse  Ouards  for  a  commission  early  in 
1870,  has  qualified  under  the  regula- 
tions then  in  force  as  a  university  can- 
didate for  a  commission  ?  Although  the 
Question  was  of  personal  character,  it 
was  likewise  one  of  public  importance, 
and  the  reason  why  he  brought  it  under 
their  Lordships'  notice  was  that  in  the 
year  1870  he  applied  for  a  nomination 
for  a  commission  for  his  son.  His  Hoyal 


Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief  re- 
ferred him  to  Major  General  Forster,  the 
Military  Secretary,  for  the  regulations, 
and  that  gallant  officer  put  in  his  hand 
a  Memorandum,  dated  the  Ist  of  June, 
1867,  wliich  laid  down  that  within  cer- 
tain limits  of  ago,  young  gentlemen  who 
had  obtained  a  nomination  and  had  ob- 
tained a  University  degree  would  receive 
their  commission.  His  son  obtained  the 
nomination,  and,  having  spent  the  ne- 
cessary time  and  passed  the  required 
examinations,  obtained  his  degree  at 
Cambridge.  When  he  presented  him- 
self for  his  commission  in  1872,  he  was 
informed  that,  by  a  Warrant  issued  in 
1871,  the  c(mditious  were  changed,  and 
thus  he  could  not  obtain  his  commission. 
He  complained  that  such  a  Warrant 
should  have  a  retrosi)ective  effect.  If 
his  son  had  not  proceeded  on  the  faith 
of  the  conditions  shown  to  him  by  Major 
General  Forster  wlien  the  nomination 
was  obtained,  he  need  not  have  gone 
to  Cambridge,  .and  might  have  secured 
his  commission  by  i>assing  the  ordinary 
examination  required  of  candidates  for 
commissions  who  had  not  a  University 
degree. 

Morula  "That  an  humble  AiMri'ss  l>e  i>ro- 
scTiti'cl  tu  llrr  Mjijt'sty  for  Copy  of  the  Koyal 
Wan-int  or  J{i.'«?iilatioiis  i.ssincl  hcfon-  the  1st 
XovtiiilHT,  1871,  rosprctinj;  thr  appoint ineiii  of 
candidati'S  from  thr  I'liivrrsitiis  for  first  com- 
missions in  tlio  Anny."-  -{TluKnilFitzwilliaiu.) 

The  Eakl  of  LONGFOKl )  said,  he 
was  glad  the  noble  Earl  had  brought 
the  matter  forward,  because  much  vexa- 
tion and  disappointment  had  been  cauwd 
to  (candidates  for  commissions  and  their 
friends  by  the  want  of  a  timely  notice  of 
tlie  cliango  made  by  the  Warrant  of  1 871 
and  of  otlier  similar  Warrants.  When 
changes  of  that  kind  were  made  it  should 
be  done  in  such  a  manner  that  tlie  public 
could  not  be  retrospectively  atl'ected  by 
them.  He  would  admit  that  in  making 
them,  there  was  no  de.sire  on  the  part 
of  the  Department  to  inflict  injustice  on 
anyone;  but  he  had  heard  complaints 
from  several  friends  in  the  country  of 
the  serious  loss  and  injustice  which  had 
been  done  by  unexpected  changes  in  tlio 
conditions  for  examinations,  and  for  ap- 
pointments to  commissions,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  in  future  the  regulations 
should  be  made  with  such  notice  as  to  be 
intelligible  to  all  persons.  Tlie  young 
gentleman  in  this  case  had  followed  tlie 
instnictions  given  to  him  by  the  autho- 
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rities,  had  qualified  himself  for  a  com- 
mission exactly  as  he  was  told  to  qualify 
himself,  and  then  he  was  informed  after 
a  considerable  time  that  the  regulations 
had  been  altered.  There  could  not  be 
many  persons  affected  by  the  particu- 
lar change  now  under  notice,  and  he 
thought  that  in  this  case  the  whole 
loss  should  not  fall  upon  one  indivi- 
dual, but  be  shared  by  the  public  De- 
partment which  had  issued  the  new  re- 
gulations. The  Department  might  do 
the  gracious  act  of  conferring  a  commis- 
sion upon  a  gentleman  who  might  fairly 
suppose  that  he  had  earned  it. 

The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE  said,  he 
did  not  for  a  moment  wish  to  deny  that 
the  candidate  whose  case  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  suffered  some  disadvantage; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  could  not 
admit  that  a  nomination  gave  the  can- 
didate for  the  Army  a  vested  interest  in 
the  conditions  of  admission  existing  at 
the  time  he  obtained  the  nomination. 
Every  case  of  this  kind  must  be  decided  on 
grounds  of  expediency  and  common  sense. 
Major  General  Forster  showed  the  noble 
Earl  the  regulations  existing  at  the  time ; 
but  he  did  not  say  that  by  the  time  the 
noble  Earl's  son  was  qualified,  he  would 
come  in  under  those  regulations.  He 
would  come  in  under  the  regulations  in 
force  at  the  time  he  presented  himself, 
and  appl}4ng  to  candidates  in  his  posi- 
tion. In  1871,  the  Warrant  was  issued 
which  limited  the  list  of  the  Field  Mar- 
slial  Commanding-in-Chief  and  limited 
the  candidates.  That  Warrant  was  pub- 
lished in  The  Times. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  :  Was  it  pub- 
lislied  officially  ? 

The  Earl  of  PEMBROKE  :  The  Times 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  publishing  mat- 
ters for  its  own  amusement.  It  was 
published  iu  The  Gazette  and  copied  into 
The  TimeSy  and  therefore,  without  intend- 
ing that  there  should  be  any  offensive 
comparison,  he  could  not  help  saying 
that  j)leading  ignorance  of  the  Warrant 
was  very  much  as  if  a  garuttcr  on  being 
sentenced  to  be  whipped  j^lcaded  ignor- 
ance of  the  law  wliich  authorized  that 
species  of  punishment  in  his  case.  After 
the  Warrant  of  1871,  candidates  for 
commissions  who  had  gone  through  a 
University  course  were  required  to  stand 
a  competitive  examination,  but  compe- 
titive only  so  far  as  a  competition  with 
other  University  candidates.     AVhen  the 

T/ic  £arl  of  Long  fori 


Warrant  came  in  force,  all  qualified  can- 
didates had  to  get  commissions,  and  it 
took  two  years  to  get  rid  of  those  quali- 
fied candidates.  It  would  have  been 
impossible,  as  the  number  of  the  total 
admissions  had  been  reduced  by  a  re- 
duction in  the  number  of  subalterns,  to 
admit  in  addition  those  who  were  not 
qualified.  It  could  not  be  denied  that 
the  noble  Earl's  son  had  been  placed  at 
a  disadvantage  by  the  change,  but  it 
was  a  disadvantage  which  had  been 
shared  in  by  many  other  young  men 
who  were  on  the  Oommander-in-Chiefs 
list. 

Lord  PENZANCE  said,  that  ample 
notice  ought  to  be  given  of  any  altera- 
tion of  such  a  Warrant,  in  order  that  no 
one  might  be  prejudiced  by  the  change. 
There  were  many  young  men  whose 
time  and  outlay  in  preparing  themselves 
for  examination  might  be  found  to  have 
been  entirely  thrown  away  in  conse- 
quence of  the  new  regulation.  That  was 
a  hardship  bordering  on  an  injustice,  and 
suf&cient  time  should  be  given  to  all 
persons  coming  under  its  provisions  to 
enable  them  to  prepare  for  the  changes 
it  eflfected 

Earl  FOETESCUE  said,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  condemning  the  course  pur- 
sued. Warrants  ouglit  not  to  be  altered 
until  after  a  certain  period  had  elapsed, 
and  due  notice  had  been  given ;  and  if 
that  were  not  done,  the  want  of  confidence 
resulting  was  likely  to  act  injuriously  to 
the  public  service.  These  sudden  and 
sensational  changes,  however,  were  not 
altogether  confined  to  the  Army ;  but  ho 
hoped  in  future.  Government  would  not 
fail  to  give  adequate  notice  of  all  altera- 
tions it  intended  to  effect. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  said,  he  would 
urge  the  greatest  caution  in  making 
alterations,  seeing  that  the  pecuniary 
loss  in  many  cases  might  be  such  as  the 
persons  were  little  able  to  bear.  Sucli 
an  alteration  was  very  hard  in  the  case 
of  the  son  of  a  person  not  in  the  position 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced  the 
subject,  because  it  might  be  that  a  man 
who  was  poor  sent  his  son  to  the  Uni- 
versity for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him 
to  obtain  a  commission,  and  after  he  had 
been  at  all  the  expense,  ho  suddenly 
found  that  a  new  Warrant  shut  the  door 
in  his  face,  and  all  the  money  so  spent 
was  thrown  away. 

Lord   PENEHYN   said,    he  should 
like  to  know  why,  when  the  lloyal  War- 
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rant  came  out  making  the  alteration, 
those  interested  were  not  made  acquaint- 
ed with  the  change,  and  an  explanation 
given  to  them  that  it  would  not  affect 
them  ?  He  maintained  that  there  had, 
in  effect,  been  a  promise  given  that  if  a 
certain  University  course  was  gone 
through  and  a  degree  obtained,  there 
Would  bo  a  commission  given  without 
examination. 

LoED  STRATHNAIRN  :  Before  go- 
ing further,  I  beg  to  express  my  dissent 
ftom  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the 
noble  Earl,  the  liepresentativeof  the  War 
Office,  that  tlie  promises  in  the  Memo- 
nndum  of  the  Ist  June  1867,  were  not 
entitled  to  be  always  respected. 

The  EiJiL  of  PEMBIiOKE  :  I  beg  to 

s^y  that  1  did  not  say  that.    Wliat  I  said 

^«s,  that  there  were  so  many  candidates, 

^^i^at  it  was  not  possible  to  give  them 

^commissions. 

Lord  STRATIINAIEN  :  My  Lords, 
cannot  agree  that  the  number  of  ag- 
ievod  Army    candidates  justifies  the 
reach  of  promise  of  which  they  are 
ietims.     On  the  contrary,  it  appears  to 
to    increase    the   amount  of  right 
complaint.     And    this  accumulation 
n}£  passed  candidate's  is  entirely  owing 
"to    the   want    of  foresight    and    great 
luismanagement    of    tViO     War    Otfico, 
whose    special    duty    it    was    to    have 
regelated  the  flow  of  these  candidates 
from   the  different    branches    of    mili- 
tary  test  tMlucation   sources.     I  regret, 
my    Lords,    that    regard    for    the    in- 
terests of   the    Army    compels  me   to 
Hubmit  to  your  Lordship's  notice  a  War 
Office    case   which    some    noble  Lords 
have  designated  as  hard,  some  as  un- 
just, others  as  a  breacli  of  faith.     That 
regret  is  increasi»d  by  the  present  War 
Officers   having    associated    themselves 
with  the  principal  features  of  the  ever- 
changing,  constantly  failing   policy    of 
their  I?re<locessors — particularly  the  short 
service  without  pension — which  were  so 
disapproved  by  the  Loader  of  the  late 
Opi>ositi()n  ;  and  by  their  having  adopted 
the  question  before    tlie  House,  which 
is  the  retractation  of  a    promise    con- 
tained    in    the    Memorandum,     dated 
Horse  Guards,  1st  January  1867,  to  the 
youth    of  their  country,    their  parents 
and  relatives,  that  if  a  candidate  for  the 
Army  passed  the   University   test,   he 
could  be  qualified  for,  and  entitled  to,  a 
first  commission.     My  noble  Relative's 
statement  makes  the  facts  of  the  case 


so  clear,  that  to  say  anything  on  that 
subject  would  be  waste  of  time.  But 
1  should  observe  that  the  transmission 
of  the  Memorandum  of  1867  to  Earl 
Fitzwilliam  as  a  guide  or  instruction,  in 
June  1870,  and  the  insertion  of  his  son*s 
name  in  the  list  of  Horse  Guards  candi- 
dates for  the  Army,  both  by  order  of 
His  Royal  Higlmess  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  strengthen,  if  they  do  not  guarantee 
the  promise  in  that  Memorandum.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,  I  must  think  that 
it  was  a  heartless  and  unjustifiable  use  of 
power,  on  tlie  part  of  the  War  Ofiico,  to 
annul  their  promises,  and  to  inform 
Earl  Fitzwilliam  by  a  letter  from  the 
Militaiy  Secretary,  of  the  7th  August 
1873 — that  is,  throe  vears  afterwards, 
and  without  a  word  of  warning,  that 
liis  son's  three  years'  study  for  the 
qualifying  test  at  Cambridge  were  thrown 
away,  and  that  he  must  now  embark  in 
a  totally  difierent,  far  more  difficult 
course  of  study,  less  certain  of  success  ; 
and  besides,  bo  roady  in  three  or  four 
months  for  the  trying  and  uni)opular 
competitive  examination — the  conse- 
quence of  all  of  which  was  that  the 
three  best,  the  really  only,  years  for  study 
for  a  career,  of  this  young  gentleman's 
life  were  wasted,  irrevocably  gone,  and 
he  liimself  left  without  a  profession.  I 
say,  my  Lords,  that  conduct  sucli  as  this 
towards  a  candidate  for  the  Army  and  his 
Father  is  directly  opposed  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Queen's  Regulations  which  en- 
join that  superior  officers  are  to  temper 
the  exercise  of  their  authority  with 
a  scrupidous  regard  for  the  feelings 
and  interests  of  their  subordinates ;  and 
that  conciliation  and  courtesy  are  to 
mark  all  their  relations  with  persons 
with  whom  their  duties  bring  them  in 
relation.  The  narrative  of  this  case  in- 
duces the  belief  that  the  late  head  of  the 
Wai*  Office  could  never  have  penned 
these  Instructions.  It  would  not  be 
worthv  of  this  case  to  adduce,  as  a 
grievance,  the  pecuniary  loss  which  Earl 
Fitzwilliam  sustained  by  the  three  years' 
fi*uitless  education  of  his  son  at  the  Uni- 
versity, and  by  his  having  to  provide 
another  career  for  him.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  this  would  be  a  grievous  loss  to  a 
poor  parent,  an  ill-paid  curate,  a  re- 
tired officer,  who  had  deprived  himself 
and  his  family  of  almost  the  means  of 
existence  to  place  his  son  in  the  Army 
by  means  of  the  University  test.  And 
the  loss  to  all  parents  is  equal,  whether 
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of  higli  or  humble  degree,  of  the  most 
valuable  years  of  their  sons'  existence, 
and  of  the  mortification  of  a  blighted 
career.  It  is  misuse  of  administrative 
power,  such  as  has  been  described  in 
this  debate,  and  disregard  of  an  axiom, 
which  the  Duke  of  Wellington  so  often 
declared  should  never  be  lost  sight  of  in 
political  or  Army  affairs,  that  **  any  sacri- 
fice is  better  than  that  of  good  faith," 
which  has  weakened  the  influence  and 
respect  which  it  is  desirable  .the  War 
Office  should  enjoy  in  this  country, 
especially  amongst  the  recruiting  classes. 
The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE  said,  that 
it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  candi- 
dates would  gain  nothing,  in  respect  of 
their  admission  to  the  Army,  by  the  Uni- 
versity course  they  had  passed  through. 
If  there  were  six  commissions  to  be 
given  away  and  20  candidates,  there 
would  have  to  be  a  competitive  exami- 
nation among  themselves  as  to  the  best 
qualified. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

IRISH  CIIURCU  ACT— NATIONAL  MONTT- 
MENTS— ECCLESIASTICAL  BUILDINGS, 

QUESTION. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  caUod  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Duke  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Irish  Church  Act  imder 
which  certain  ecclesiastical  buildings  in 
Ireland  might  bo  handed  over  to  the 
Board  of  Works  in  that  country,  to  be 
preserved  as  national  monuments,  and 
asked.  Whether  the  Government  intends 
to  appoint  a  competent  person  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland 
to  take  charge  of  those  ecclesiastical 
buildings  which  have  been  or  may  be 
handed  over  to  that  Board  by  the  Irish 
Church  Commissioners  as  national  mo- 
numents, to  see  that  the  duty  of  keeping 
them  in  a  proper  state  of  repair  was 
satisfactorily  performed  ?  A  considerable 
nunber  of  those  buildings  had  already 
been  handed  over  to  the  Board  of  Works 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  he  hoped 
that  many  more  would  be  handed  over, 
because  the  list  which  had  been  pub- 
lished in  the  Papers  did  not  by  any 
means  include  all  the  ancient  ecclesiasti- 
cal buildings,  monuments,  and  ruins  in 
Ireland.  The  question  was  one  in  which 
a  great  many  people  in  Ireland  took  a 
deep  interest,  and  an  impression  pre- 
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vailed  among  them  that  the  Board  of 
Works  was  scarcely  competent  with  its 
present  staff  to  maintain  in  proper  con- 
dition those  venerable  buildings.  In- 
deed, they  could  scarcely  be  dealt  with 
satisfactorily  unless  some  skilled  person 
with  archaeological  tastes  and  knowledge 
were  appointed  to  look  after  them. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  the 
buildings  in  question  were  in  ruins,  and 
the  25th  section  of  the  Irish  Church  Act 
applied  to  them.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
they  were  not  to  be  restored  or  repaired, 
but  preserved,  and  the  duty  of  preserv- 
ing these  ruins  did  not  require  a  largo 
amount  of  architectural  skill.  He  thought 
that  it  would  be  best  that  they  should 
not  be  restored,  but  simply  preserved  in 
their  integrity  ;  and  that  duty  of  pre- 
servation could  be  discharged  by  a  sur- 
veyor better  than  by  a  person  who  was 
possessed  of  architectural  taste.  If,  how- 
ever, anything  in  the  nature  of  archaeo- 
logy should  arise,  rendering  it  necessaxy 
to  call  in  the  assistance  of  any  person, 
the  Board  of  Works  would  seek  tne  best 
advice  that  could  be  obtained. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  he  wished^ 
to  avoid  the  appointment  of  an  arcliitect> 
preferring  an  6u*ch8eologist,  who  woul& 
give  sound  advice  in  this  matter. 

BRITISH  CEMETERIES  IN   THE 
CRIMEA.— QUESTION. 

Tire  Earl  of  LONGFOED  asked  Her 
Maj  esty's  Government,  Whether  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  to  repair  and  to 
maintain  in  future,  the  British  Cemeteri(>8 
in  the  Crimea  ?  The  noble  Earl  said, 
that  no  action  had  yet  been  taken  to 
carry  out  the  good  intentions  expre88<;d 
by  tibe  late  and  previous  Governments. 
Commissioners  sent  out  by  the  War  Office 
had  reported  how  the  cemeteries  could 
be  maintained.  An  English  gentleman 
resident  in  the  Crimea  was  willing  to 
undertake  the  superintendence,  if  autho- 
rized to  do  so,  and  the  Eussian  authori- 
ties had  given  a  wiUing  consent.  Other 
nations  had  acted  diflferently  in  the  mat- 
ter. The  Eussian  cemetery  was  a  noble 
military  monument;  the  French  ceme- 
tery was  equally  well  maintained.  The 
graves  of  the  British  soldiers  were 
abandoned  to  the  beasts  of  the  field, 
and  their  monuments  broken  and  de- 
stroyed. It  could  not  be  the  wish  of 
the  Government,  or  of  the  people  of  this 
coimtry  that  that  state  of  neglect  should 
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longer  continue.   He  thoreforo  mado  tho 
inquiry  according  to  his  Notice. 

The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE  said,  the 
subject  had  been  for  some  time  under  the 
consideration  of  the  ISccretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  that  a  Vote  for  tho  repair  and 
maintenance  of  the  Englisli  cemetery  in 
the  Crimea  would  bo  submitted  to  Par- 
liament next  Session.  The  Government 
were  also  in  correspondence  with  the 
Bussian  Government  on  the  subject,  and 
had  to  thank  them  for  what  they  had 
hitherto  done  in  the  matter. 

PUBLIC  WORSHIP  UEGULATrOX  151 LL. 

PERSONAL    EXPIuVNATlON. 

The    Marquess    of    SALISBURY : 
Aly  Lords,  I  wish  to  bo  allowed,  before 
the  House  rises,  to  make  a  few  observa- 
^uns  on  a  personal  matter.    I  am  told 
't^liat  the  otlier  House  of  Parliament  has 
'fceen    occupying    itself  witli     the    ex- 
^sitinff,  but  som(»what  irregidar,  pastime 
of    discussing    the    discussions   in   this 
^ouse.     I  do  not  propose  to  imitate  a 
3>ractice  which  appears  to  me  inconve- 
nient, and  to  bring  before  your  Lord- 
ships in  general  anything  whicli  has 
been  there  said;    but  I  would  observe 
that  if  the  practice  of  discussing  else- 
where wliat  has  been  said  herci  is  to  pre- 
vail, it  is  very  desirable  that  there  should 
he   some  authorized  form  of  reporting 
what  takes  place  in  oadi  House  of  Par- 
liament, which  can  be  distributed  to  tho 
Members  of  tho  other  House,  so  that  at 
least    they  may  know   what  they  aro 
talking    about.       But    my    reason    for 
rising  is,  that  tho  most  extraordinary 
language  has  been  imputed  to  me — I 
l>elievo,  among  othors,  by  persons  or  by 
H  person  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, who  was  evidently  wholly  unac- 
quainted with  the  matter  of  which  he 
'was  speaking.     It  has  been  said  that  I 
■was  guilty  of  using  with  respect  to  the 
House  of  Commons  the  plirase  *'  a  blus- 
tering majority."     That  was  said  with 
the  greatest  confidence,  and  it  was  ap- 
parently accepted  as    absolutely  true; 
and  for  two  hours,  I  am  told,  tho  House 
of  Commons    went  on   discussing    tho 
interesting  thesis  whether  it  was   **  a 
blustering  majority"   or  not.       I    am 
Borrj,  my  Lords,  to  dispel  the  illusion 
which  was  the  cause  of  so  much  effec;tive 
speaking ;  but  in  justice  to  myself,  I  do 
not  like  it  to  remain  on  record  that  I 
made  use  of  such  an  observation.    I 


do  not  know  wlio  invented  the  idea,  but 
it  is  a  simple  and  absolute  fabrication. 
I  never  said  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind,  in 
the  first  place,  because  it  would  be 
wliolly  untrue.  There  has  never  been 
of  late  years  anything  in  the  conduct  of 
the  majority  in  the  other  House  to  justify 
anybody  in  using  such  language  with 
regard  to  it.  The  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons  possesses  great 
power,  but  it  has  always  exercised  that 
power  with  self-restraint  and  dignity. 
Another  reason  why  I  did  not  use  such 
language  in  regard  to  the  other  House 
is,  because  this  is  not  the  place  where 
such  language  ought  to  be  used.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  basis  of  our 
Constitutional  system  that  the  twt) 
Houses  of  Parliament  should  in  their 
discussions  always  observe  that  pro- 
found respect  for  each  other  which  I  am 
sure  as  regards  the  vast  majority  of  the 
Members  of  both  Houses  is  generally 
felt.  I  have,  therefore,  to  deny,  in  the 
most  formal  and  positive  manner,  that  I 
ever  used  the  phrase  **  blustering  majo- 
rity "  with  regard  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  did  use  the  word 
**  bluster,"  but  with  this  reference — It 
had  been  argued  by  somebody  in  this 
House — I  do  not  enter  into  any  further 
indication  of  who  the  person  was — that 
wo  were  bound  so  take  a  particular 
course  because  the  House  of  Commons 
was  very  resolved,  and  bocause,  if  we 
did  not  take  that  course,  this  Bill  would 
be  lost,  lily  Lords,  I  have  always  ob- 
jected to  the  argument,  when  there  is  a 
dillerence  of  opinion  between  the  two 
Houses,  that  it  is  the  privilege  of  the 
House  of  Commons  alwavs  to  insist,  and 
the  duty  of  the  House  of  Lords  always 
to  yield.  It  is  not  uncommon  to  use 
that  arp^iment  when  we  come  to  the  la.st 
discussions  in  conflicts  of  that  kind,  and 
I  venture  to  think  it  is  an  argument  of 
a  nature  which  may  bo  justly  designated 
by  the  term  '*  bluster."  But,  whether 
that  be  the  case  or  not,  what  I  am  now 
concerned  to  say  is,  that  it  never  entered 
my  head  to  use  a  term  in  the  least  de- 
gree disrespectful  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  regret  that  the  state- 
ment should  have  been  made,  because  I 
should  exceedingly  dislike  to  have  it 
attached  to  my  name,  and  by  such  dis- 
tinguished authorities,  or  to  have  it 
thought  that  I  could  be  guilty  of  such 
an  offence  at  all.     There  has  been  a 
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good  deal  of  oxcited  language  used ;  but 
I  do  not  think  it  my  duty  to  refer  to 
that.  It  is  very  natural  that  those 
whose  opinions  are  overruled  should 
feel  irritation.  My  only  object  is  to 
clear  myself  of  this  imputation,  and  to 
express  my  hope  that  we  may  never 
again  see  the  renewal  of  so  great  an 
irregularity  as  the  discussion  in  one 
House  of  Parliament  of  the  debates  in 
the  other. 

Lord  OAELINGFORD:  My  Lords, 
as  I  was  not  present  in  the  House  the 
other  night  at  the  debate  to  which  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) refers,  and  as  I  was  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Members  of  the  other 
House  in  having  to  trust  mainly  to  the 
report  in  the  papers  for  what  was  said 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  state,  by  way  of  evidence 
as  to  the  effect  of  that  report  on  ordinary 
minds,  that  the  sense  it  conveyed  to  my 
mind  was  precisely  the  same  as  that 
which  the  noble  Marquess  has  just 
described;  and  that  I  was  much  sur- 
prised to  find  that  the  other  interpreta- 
tion— which  I  should  not  have  thought 
possible — which  attributes  to  the  noble 
Marquess  the  use  of  the  term  **  bluster- 
ing majority  "  to  the  House  of  Commons 
itself  had  apparently  been  adopted — 
almost  by  common  consent — by  the 
persons  who  took  part  in  the  debate  in 
the  other  House  yesterday ;  and,  among 
them  especially,  as  I  observed,  by  the 
Prime  Minister  liimself.  I  certainly 
gathered  from  the  report  that  whatever 
** bluster'*  there  was  went  on  in  this 
House,  and  I  understood  that  the  person 
who  had  raised  "the  bugbear ''  was  the 
noble  Marquess's  Colleague  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 

The  LOKl)  CHANCELLOR:  I  am 
glad  that  my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  has  referred  to  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  hope  that  those  who  may 
hereafter  discuss  in  the  one  House  what 
has  been  said  in  the  other  will  be  in- 
duced by  what  has  happened  in  this  case 
to  bear  in  mind  two  tilings — first,  the 
importance  of  ascertaining  accurately 
what  has  been  said  before  they  proceed 
to  comment  upon  it;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  what  an  immense  difference  the 
misquotation  of  a  single  word  may  make 
on  a  grave  subject.  Unlike  the  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last  (Lord  Carlingford), 
I  was  present  at  the  discussion  in  this 
House  the  other  night,  and  heard  what 
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my  noble  Friend  said,  and  also  took  a 
great  interest  in  it,  beeause  my  noble 
Friend  followed  the  observations  which 
I  had  made,  and  he  was  expressing  his 
view,  as  he  always  does,  with  great 
clearness  and  point.  And,  in  the  fimt 
place,  I  join  with  my  noble  Friend  in 
utterly  denying  that  any  such  expression 
as  that  of  '*  a  blustering  majority"  ever 
fell  from  the  mouth  of  my  noble  Friend. 
In  the  next  place,  I  say  that  there  was 
not  a  word  said  by  my  noble  Friend 
which  had  reference  to  anything  that 
had  been  said  or  done,  or  threatened  to 
be  done  inside  the  House  of  Commons. 
Everything  that  my  noble  Friend  said 
had,  in  the  most  legitimate  way,  re- 
ference to  what  had  been  said  in  this 
House,  and  in  no  place  else.  And  I 
agree  further  with  me  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  last  (Lord  Carlingford),  that  when 
my  noble  Friend  adverted  to  the  "bug- 
bear "  of  a  majority  in  the  other  House. 
he  was  alluding  to  the  remarks  of  no 
more  important  a  person  than  he  who 
now  addresses  your  Lordships.  That 
was  my  impression.  I  have  refreehed 
my  memory  with  the  report  of  the  dis- 
cussion which  appeared  in  The  ISmes^ 
and  I  find  that  it  concurs  entirely  witli 
my  own  recollection  of  what  passed. 
This  was  the  observation  made  by  my 
noble  Friend,  as  given  in  The  Tinies  :— 
"  Much  has  been  said  of  the  majority  in 
^  another  place  '  " — I  myself  had  said 
something  about  it — 

"Much  had  horn  8aid  of  the  majority  in 
*  another  place,'  and  of  the  peril  in  which  the 
Bill  would  ho  if  the  clause  under  discussion 
were  rejected." 

I  think,  my  Lords,  these  wore  the  very 
words  that  I  used.  My  noble  Friend 
then  went  on — 

"There  was  a  p^^t  deal  of  that  kind  of 
hlufiter  when  any  i)articular  course  liad  iKfn 
taken  hy  the  other  House  of  Parliament." 

I  certainly  thought  that  referred  to  wliat 
I  had  said;  and,  with  the  attachment 
and  regard  that  I  have  for  my  noble 
Friend,  if  he  had  used  expressions  twice 
as  strong  I  should  not  have  felt  the  least 
discomposed  or  annoyed  by  them.  I  am 
told,  however,  by  my  noble  Friend  that 
he  did  not  refer  to  me,  but  still  to  what 
had  been  said  in  this  House  ;  and  it  was 
perfectly  legitimate  for  him  to  refer  to 
anything  that  was  said  in  this  House. 
Then  my  noble  Friend  added — 

"  It  was  ahsurd  to  suppose  that  if  the  clause 
wore  rejected,  there  would  not  be  found  12  men 
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with  rafficient  common  sense  to  accept  the  Bill 
rather  than  loso  it  alto^'ther.  He,  for  one, 
thereforts  utti-rly  ninKliatttl  tho  ])u«^lK'ar  (^f  ii 
majority  in  the  Houst>  of  Commons*' — 

that  is  to   say,  tho  bugbcnr  that  was 
presented  to  this  Houso  in  tho  course  of 
what  was  said  in  discussion.     Thon,  my 
liords,  wliat  happened?    A  Gentleman 
of  great  distinction  rose  elsewliere,  and, 
mwn  information  whicli  turns  out  to  be 
entirely  erroneous,  represented  tliat  my 
noble  Friend  had  spoken  about  a  *  *  blus- 
tering majority  "  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    There  was  no  time  for  any  cor- 
rection, because  the  otlier  House  met  at 
12  o'clock  on  the  day  after  tho  discussion 
ill  this  House.     My  rij^^lit  hon.  Friend, 
the  Prime  Minister,  accepted  tlio  state- 
rnent    made  as  to  wliat   had  occurred 
kere,  and  the  other  House   proceeded 
"vrith    its  discussion    on    that    assump- 
"^ion;    whereas,  if  there  had   been   an 
^opportunity    of   informing    tlie    House 
"^nat  that  statement  was  inaccurate,  the 
"vhole  of  wliat    after^vards    transpired 
"suight  have  been  spared.     I  am  ghid, 
nny  Lords,  that  my  noble  Friend  has  re- 
ferred to  this  matter ;  because  I  am  sure 
nothing  could  be  moro  imlikt)  my  noble 
Friend,  or  more  unworthy  of  a  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House  than  the  use 
of  any  such  expression  as  that  which  has 
been  wrongly  imputed. 

The  ]ilAuiuEss  of  SALISl^URY  :  I 
"Mrish  to  say  that  I  did  not,  in  what  I 
^id,  at  all  refer  to  anything  that  had 
Mullen  from  mv  noble  and  learned  Friend 
On  the  Woolsack  in  debate. 

I^RD  STANLEY  OF  ALDERLEY 
F^aid,  that  he  had  not  lost  a  word  of  the 
xrhole  of  the  discussion,  and  he  bugged 
to  assure  the  noblt*  and  loarned  Lord  on 
tlie  Woolsack,  that  he  had  never  had 
amy  misapprehensi<m  as  to  the  fact  that 
no  reference  had  been  nmde  to  him  by 
the  noble  Marquess. 

METROPOLITAN    nrrilOVE^IENTS  - 

THE    NEW    OOVEHNMKNT    OFFICES - 

KNIOIlTSHlilDGE    B.VRKACKS. 

orESTiox. 

LoRTi  REDESDALE  wished  to  be 
informed  as  to  tho  course  intended  to 
Le  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  reference  to  the  j^roptu-ty  on  the  west 
side  of  Parliament  Street  and  adjacent 
to  the  new  Grovemment  Offices.  He 
urged  that  it  would  be  advantageous  on 
many  grounds,  for  the  Gh)vemment  to 
acquire  tho  property    and  erect  upon 


the  sites  additional  offices.  In  the  first 
place,  it  would  add  greatly  to  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  neighbourhood  in  an 
architectural  point  of  view  ;  and,  in  the 
second,  it  would  have  the  eflPect  of  con- 
centrating the  Government  Offices,  which 
at  the  present  time  were  scattered  about 
in  Parliament  Street,  Whitehall  Gar- 
dens, Pall  Iklall,  St.  James's  Square, 
and  other  places.  Li  a  financial  point 
of  view,  again,  it  would  bo  advan- 
tageous to  deal  with  the  matter  at  once. 
The  price  of  the  property  would  go  up 
year  by  year,  and  in  the  course  of  time  it 
would  be  necessary  to  pay  for  it  a  much 
larger  sum  than  would  oe  neressary  fru- 
its purchase  at  the  present  time.  He 
hoped  to  receive  some  assurance  that  the 
matter  was  under  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Govenmient,  and  also 
that  the  authorities  of  the  War  Office 
had  not  lost  sight  of  the  proposals  which 
had  been  made  for  the  removal  of 
Knightsbridge  l^arracks.  He  confess(»d, 
he  was  opposrd  to  thn  removal,  and  on 
the  whole,  saw  no  sufficient  reasim  for 
it.  It  should  be  bonie  in  mind  that  th(» 
houses  in  the  neighbourhood  had  conn* 
to  the  barracks,  not  th«'  baiTacks  to  the 
houses.  Although,  therefore,  tlie  in- 
habitants of  the  latter  might  be  sub- 
jected to  certain  annoyances  in  (conse- 
quence of  th(»ir  proximity  to  a  military 
establishment,  tlie  (Jovernment  ought 
to  consid(>r  tliat  if  any  alterati<m  was 
made,  another  neighbourhood  and  other 
houses  would  be  subj(K;ted  to  the  annoj'- 
ance  instead  of  the  fashionable  localitj' 
in  (juestion.  If  it  was  nwessary  to  widen 
t]w  road  near  the  baiTacks,  it  would,  he 
thoug]it,  b(»  best  to  do  so  on  the  side 
opj)osite,  by  the  r(»moval  of  the  public- 
houses  and  other  plac(»s  whose  existence 
in  the  neighbourhood  had  made  the 
barracks  objectionable.  T.'^nder  the  cir- 
cumstances he  trusted  the  Government 
would  not  interfere  in  the  matter. 

E.\RL  FORTESCUE  agreed  Mith  his 
noble  Friend  that  thor<!  was  no  hardship 
inflicted  (m  those  who  resided  in  tho 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  Knights- 
bridge, and  especially  those  who  had 
built  housos  there,  though  their  pro- 
perty was  of  course  depreciated  by  the 
proximity  of  these  barracks.  Their  re- 
moval would,  of  course,  be  looked  on 
as  a  great  boon  to  that  neighbourhood ; 
but  h(»  was  entirely  opposed  to  it :  only, 
if  done,  he  hoped  it  would  be  done  in 
such  a  way  as  not  unfairly  to  depreciate 
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the  value  of  other  property  in  some 
other  neighbourhood. 

The  Eakl  of  PEMBEOKE  said,  that 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  Knights- 
bridge  Barracks,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  listened  to  a  great  number 
of  proposals,  but  he  had  not  as  yet  come 
to  any  definite  conclusion  with  regard 
to  them. 

Eakl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  as 
regarded  that  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord  which  referred  to  the 
western  side  of  Parliament  Street,  no 
conclusion  had  been  resolved  upon.  As 
tlie  new  block  of  buildings  had  been 
completed,  fresh  opportunities  of  accom- 
modation would  be  afforded  in  the  old 
buildings ;  and  when  that  was  exhausted 
occasion  might  arise  for  deciding  whe- 
ther it  would  be  necessary  to  acquire 
the  site  now  occupied  by  the  block  of 
houses  in  Parliament  Street. 

ITouso  adjourned  at  a  quarter- 
past  ;^ivo  o'clock,  till  to- 
morrow, Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThurHday,  6th  August,  1874. 

The  Ilouse  met  at  Three  of  the  clock. 

THE  GATE  COLOXY— THE  BOUNDARY 
AT  DELAGOA  BAY.- QUESTION. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  M'AETHUE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  When  the  question  of 
the  disputed  Boundary  at  Delagoa  Bay, 
which  the  English  and  Portuguese  Go- 
vernment have  agreed  to  refer  to  the 
President  of  the  French  Republic,  will 
proceed  to  arbitration ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Portuguese  Government 
have  published  a  series  of  Despatches  in 
which  their  claims  are  set  forth  in  con- 
siderable detail ;  and,  whether,  there- 
fore, Her  Majesty's  Government  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  complete  Corre- 
spondence ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  the  Protocol  by 
which  it  was  agreed  to  refer  to  the 
President  of  the  French  Republic  the 
question  of  the  disputed  Boundary  at 
Delagoa  Bay  was  signed  on  the  25th  of 
September,  1872,  and  it  stipulated  that 
the  cases  were  to  bo  presented  within  12 
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months  ^m  that  time,  and  the  oonnter 
cases  within  the  next  succeeding  12 
months.  The  British  case  was  presented 
on  the  15th  of  September  last,  and  the 
counter  case  will  have  to  be  presented 
by  the  1 5  th  of  next  month.  The  Arbiter 
is  then  to  give  his  award  ''  as  early  as 
convenient."  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  not  aware  that  the  Portuguese 
Government  have  recently  published  any 
Despatches  on  the  subject ;  and  until  the 
award  of  the  Arbiter  has  been  given, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  think 
it  would  be  proper  to  lay  on  the  Table 
any  Papers  on  the  subject. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS— ST. 
JOHN'S  HOSPITAL,  BATH.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  K  he  will  state  to  the  HooBe 
to  whom  he  referred  when,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  by  the  honourable  and  gallant 
Member  for  Bath  (Captain  Hayter)  he 
stated  that  his  predecessors  were  respon- 
sible for  the  Clause  in  the  Scheme  for 
the  regulation  of  St.  John's  Hospital, 
Bath,  which  would  confine  the  governing 
body  of  that  charity  to  persons  signing^ 
a  declaration  of  membership  of  the 
Church  of  England  ?  The  scheme  was 
very  objectionable,  and  hon.  many  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  to  know  whether  any- 
one on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  was  answerable  for  it. 
The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL,  in  re- 
ly, said,  he  was  sorry  his  hon.  Friend 
ad  thought  it  consistent  with  his  duty 
to  repeat  to-day  in  a  formal  manner  the 
Question  which  he  put  on  Friday  last 
in  an  informal  manner,  and  which  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  then  de- 
clined to  answer  ;  lest,  however,  his 
motive  in  declining  to  answer  should  be 
misunderstood,  he  now  proposed  to  reply 
to  the  Question.  But,  before  doing  so, 
he  would,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  make  a  brief  statement  relative 
to  the  position  of  the  Attorney  General 
in  regard  to  matters  of  this  kind,  because 
he  did  not  think  it  desirable  that  popular 
opinion  should  be  brought  to  bear  on  a 
Law  Officer  of  the  Crown,  with  the  view 
of  influencing  him,  when  he  had  under 
his  consideration  matters  on  which  he 
had  to  give  a  quasi  judicial  decision. 
In  all  matters  relating  to  charities,  the 
Attorney  General  was  in  a  quasi  judicial 
position,  and  this  was  particularly  the 
case  in  ex  officio  proceedings  like  those 
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bI    preoent    under    coneideratian.      In 
ntdi  cases  the  Attorney  General   was 
put  in  motion  by  the  Charity  Conimia- 
uonen,  and  it  became  bis  duty  to  as- 
Mrttun,    as  far  as  he  could,  what  wan 
the  Iaw  applicable  to  tho  circumstances 
)ilneed  hefiire  him.     There  waa  no  donbt 
that  in  many  crspb  a   diHcrctiun  was  to 
he  exercised   by  the  Attorney  General, 
but  that  discretion  was  not  to  be  excr- 
««ed  according  to  party  bias  or  politiral 
\iews,   but  in   a  judicial  spirit.     Tlie 
Quention  of    his    hon.   Friend  implied 
that  the  Attorney  General,  who  was  re- 
spoimble  for  the  scheme,  had  been  in- 
I        fluenced  by  his  political  opinions,  and 
trhiit  the  lion.  Gentleman  had  just  stated 
bore  out  that  view,  for  he   had  fairly 
(■uough  stated  that  his  reason  for  putting 
it  was  the  anxiety  felt  by  many  hon, 
ATembera  sitting  on  his  side  of  the  House 
lest  a  Liberal  Attorney  General  was  re- 
BponaibleforthesehL^me.  The  proceedings 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
'^ere  commenced  while  Lord  Sel borne 
^*'*s  Attorney  General,  and  they  had  been 
**nder    the   consideration  of  every  At- 
•ornoy  General  since,  the  I'apers  being 
^ery  voluminous.     When   ho  answered 
^te  Question  of    tho  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Bath  the  other  day,  ho  did 
**ot  know  who  tho  Attorney  General  waa 
^Uen  the  particular  question   with  rc- 
*erciico  to  the  trustees  was  first  brought 
^Q<Ier  consideration ;  but  ho  had  since 
^Xind  that  it  was  his  hon.  and  learned 
■•'rieiid    tho  Member    for    Huntingdon 
\Sir  John  Karslako).     He  was  in  error, 
however,  in  stating,  the  other  day,  tliat 
the  matter  had  been  under  discussion  in 
■fudges'  Chambers.     It  had  not  got  bo 
for    OS    that.      The    lion,   nnd    learned 
Member  for  Huntingdon,   after  giving 
the    best  consideration  he  could  to  the 
Authorities  bearing  upon  tho  qucstioa, 
ilirected  the  sclicme  to  be  prejiared  in 
fh©  form  iu  wliich  it  now  was ;  but  lie 
<tt  the  same  time  gave  diroi'lions  that  it 
Khould  be  sent  down  to  Bath  and  pub- 
lished there,    in  order  that  the  muni- 
cipal trustees    and  every  person    inte- 
rested in  the  matter  might  have  a  full 
opportunity  of  considering  and  discus- 
sing it.     It   had   beeu   discussed    at  a 
pubhcmceting,  at  whicli  cibjections  were 
Taised  fo  the  tinistoe   clauses ;    but  up 
to  this  moment  it  had  not  been  taken  to 
the  Judges'  Chambers,  and  would  not  bo 
until    October    or    November  next,    at 
whidi  time  it  would  be  his  duty,  if  ho 


continued  to  be  Attorney  Gleneral,  to 
give  full  consideration  to  all  tho  circum- 
stances of  the  ease,  and  particularly  to 
the  objections  which  had  been  raised  ; 
nnd  he  should  not  hesitate  either  to 
differ  from,  or  to  adhere  to,  the  views  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  I'rcdecesiior  accord- 
ing to  the  view  which  he  should  tlieii 
take  of  them,  a  course  which  he  waa 
nure  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
adopt  were  ho  then  in  office. 

CEnilKAI.   1,.\\V— SEKTKXOF,   OJf  A 

CATtMAX." CjrESTION. 
Colonel    LEAEMONTH  asked  the 

Secretorj'  of  State  for  tho  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  liis  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  the  cabman,  who  wna 
recently  sentenced  at  the  ^ttiddlesex 
Sessions  to  six  months'  imprisonment 
with  bard  labour  for  running  over  a 
boy  while  crossing  St.  Martin's  Lane, 
and,  wliether,  taking  into  consideration 
all  the  rircumstancea  of  the  case,  he  is 
of  opinion  that  the  sentence  is  too  se- 
vere? 

Siu  HENRY  SEI.^^N-IBT^ETRON, 
in  reply,  said,  no  information  of  any  sort 
had  been  submitted  to  the  Ifonie  Recro- 
taiy  on  this  case,  and  until  it  was  he  was 
not  in  a  position  to  say  anytliing  on  tho 
subject. 

AEMY-K[I,MAIMIAM   HOSPITAL. 


Sir  JOHN  GRAY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  tho  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Ireland,  received  any 
re]iiirt  from  the  medical  or  other  officers 
of  the  Kibnaitiham  Hospital,  Dublin,  i-e- 
spocting  tho  recent  outbrcfdc  of  typhoid 
fever  in  that  institution ;  and,  if  not, 
will  ho,  as  President  of  the  Board,  cause 
nn  inquiry  to  be  instituted,  and  a  report 
to  bo  made,  as  to  tho  number  of  cases  of 
tj-phoid  fever  that  occurred  in  the  hos- 
pital this  year,  the  cla^s  of  residences  in 
which  f  hoy  occurrrNl,  the  opinion  of  the 
medical  oificer,  Dr.  Carte,  and  of  tho 
medical  gentlemen  who  were  consulted 
as  to  theinLmcdiatecauseoftheoutbrcak, 


sanitary  authorities  of  the  kingdom ; 
and  if.  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  hy- 
giene is  not  made  a  ncfces.saiy  port  of  the 
education  of  medical  officers  licensed  for 
the  Civil  Sen-it-o,  the  I/ical  Government 
Board  intends  to  adopt  any  means  of  en- 
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not  hbuoI  to  have  Copies  of  it  lud  upon 
the  Table.  Tho  matter  was  still  reeeiv- 
^  the  attention  of  the  Local  Gorem- 
inent  Board.  He  had  received  a  letter 
only  two  or  three  days  ago  to  the  effect 
that  the  factories  which  had  been  tho 
lubject  of  the  most  grievous  complaints 
vere  now  taking  steps  to  remedy  the 
evil,  and  he  trusted  in  a  short  time  some 
progress   in   that   direction    would  be 


Buring  Uiat  all  medical  officers  here- 
after to  be  appointed  medical  officers  of 
dispensaries,  and  as  such,  sanitary  of- 
ficers of  their  dispensary  districts,  shall 
produce  satisfactory  evidence  of  their 
knowledge  of  hygiene  as  a  requisite 
qualification  for  such  appointment  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  Sir, 
I  have  communicated  by  telegraph  with 
Dublin,  and  find  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  no  official  rela- 
tions with  Kilmainham  Hospital  or  with 
Dr.  Carte,  the  medical  officer,  the  hos- 
pital being  under  the  War  Department 
in  Ireland  I  understand,  liowever,  that 
the  water  supply  of  that  eatabHshment 
was  not  very  good,  and  that  there  has 
been  an  outbreak  of  typhoid  fever  there. 
1  am  further  given  to  understand  that  in 
consequence  of  this  outbreak,  provision 
was  made  to  obtain  a  supply  from  tho 
Vartry  River,  I  believe  that  the  works 
necessary  are  at  present  proceeding. 
There  is  no  special  hygienic  qualification 
required  for  medical  dispensary  officers 
in  Ireland,  but  all  suchofiicera  are  either 
"physicians  and  surgeons"  or  "sur- 
geons and  apothecaries,"  and  must 
have  been  educated  and  examined 
suhjecta  which  relate  to  what  is  called 
"  hygiene,"  and  as  the  legislation  of  the 
present  Session  has  imposed  important 
sanitary  duties  oil  these  officers,  this 
branch  of  medical  knowledge  will  doubt- 
less receive  from  them  more  caroful  at- 
tention than  they  may  have  hitherto  be- 
stowed upon  it. 

I'TIRUC  HKALTII  ACT— WDOLWICll 

AND   I'LUilSTKAI)    NITIMANUKS. 

qtTESTIOS. 

Mr.  booed  a.sked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If 
CorrosiKindence  has  taken  place  between 
that  Department  and  the  Wor  Office  ii 
reference  to  tho  nui.sances  arising  from 
certain  factories  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Woolwich  and  Plumstead  ;  and,  if  so,  if 
he  would  have  any  objectionto  lay  Copies 
of  siich  Correspondence  upon  the  Table 
of  tho  House;  and,  if  tho  attention  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  is  being 
directed  to  tlie  subject  ? 

Mk.  SCLATEli  BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  there  had  been  some  Correspon- 
dence between  the  War  Office  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  these  nuisances,  but  as  the  Cor^ 
respondence  was  not  yet  completed  it  was 
Sir  John  G,:i.j 


rogress 
lade. 


LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  SYNAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  give 
liuy  assurance  that  the  Irish  Government 
will  revise  the  Bules  and  Regulationi  ^ 

•  the  Government  of  Lunatic  ABylums^ 

Ireland,  under  the  Act  8  and  9  Vic.  c  ^j 
107,  8.  9,  with  a  view  "to  alter  or  revoke'^, 
the  rule  in  relation  to  tenders  that  h»^^ 
given  offence  to  some  Governors  of  Li:»-^ 
oatio  Asylums  in  that  country  ? 

SiH  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH, 
reply,  said,  that  the  Rules  and  Kegul^^ 
tions  of  tho  Irish  Lunatic  Asylums  h«:^ 
recently  been   most  carefully  revised       j 
a  Committee  of  tho  Irish  Privy  Coun  .^^r: 
specially  appointed  for  the  purpose. 
objection   had   been  mado   by  the  ^       ^ 
vernora  of  the  Limerick  Lunatic  Asy!~     /^ 
to  one  of  the  Kules  relating  to  ten^^Vp^^ 
and  on  inquiry  it  waa  found  that         ji 
view  of  the  Governors  of  other  Luc^^^' 
Asylums  in  Ireland  was  not  the  san:»«jj 
tliat  of  the  Governors   of  the  lAni^rif^ 
Lunatic  Asylum.     He  was  informed  tba^ 
some  of  the  Governors  of  the  latter  iad 
resigned  and  others  were  likely  to  foBoTC 
their  example ;  and,  therefore,  he  wooItiZi 
consider  whether  it  was  in  any  way  po^*- 
sible  to  alter  the    Eule  in    accordance  * 
with  their  wishes.      It  was  evident,  hoic — "^ 
ever,    that  there  must  bo  one  unifont^ 
Bule  for  the  whole  of  Ireland. 


CONFERENCE   AT    BRUSSELS  —  RULEe:*  ■ 
OP   JIILITABY  WARFARE. 

QUEHTIOS. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked  th-^ 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Y 
Afi'airs,  Whether,  looking  to  the  g 
an:(iety  that  exists  in  the  couiUiy  0 
subject  uf  the  Brussels  Conftaflni 
will  be  possible  to  issue  dniiiig  ^ 
any  Papers  bearing  vum 


ceedings  of  tnat  Coofeteitn 
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Mx.  BOUBKE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
peat  intareBt  was  fait  by  the  people  of 
this  country  iQ  the  procoedings  of  tho 
Bnusels  Congas,  but  ho  did  not  think 
ihftt  any  aosiely  vaa  felt.  He  held  in 
hit  hand  the  eecond  part  of  tho  Corro- 
ipoiidence,  relatiug  to  tho  Bules  that 
were  proposed  to  govem  military  war- 
Un,  which  he  intended  to  lay  on  the 
rtble.  Should  any  other  Correnpondcnco 
tika  place  during  the  Receas  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  might  think  it  dosir- 
able  to  publiah  it  would  bo  mado  public 
t'lrough    tho    columns    of    Tlie  London 

IRELAND— THE  KTLRRA  ItlOTR. 
(jrEBTlON, 

Me.  l['C.VRTHY  DOWNING  asked 
tlje  Chief  Secretary  for  Irolnnd,  Who- 
tlier  his  attention  has  been  called  to  tlie 
tnals  of  tlioKilrea  riots  at  the  London - 
tlerry  Assizes,  and  to  tho  observations 
of  the  learned  judge  r Barry),  who 
»aid — 

"  In  one  pnrt  of  your  renuu'ltM  I  nRiw  with 
5-ou,  Mr.  Muy— Unit  this  loUiitfr.d  issiii-  hiisi 
Veen  fullv  >luvi'li>iH.tl,  yrt  T  :iiii  liuunil  In  Kty 
'thiit  3[r.  kca  hiu  iiixiutl  up  for  my  ciinHidi'r»- 
tion  ono  (if  the  aiiiBt  Htiirtliii{{  ci'ciilii  in  mr  jiru- 
fwional  cnTcciv-niiincly,  tli^  « tiiimlii'r  ot  nuii, 
uRiKd  with  'bhidKnmn,  wtTu  iillowtiL  ^ty  \aaK\s- 
liutcH  and  iHilii-c.  to  fro  hiif  iiuil  IhiTi'  tlininiili 
the  town,  and  (xnmiiit  two  Hiidiii'iuuH  lu'tii  nf 
Tii>l(4ice,  whili'  thuy  «■!■«•  will  kimBii  to  Ihr 

and    who   in  charging   the   Jury   ob- 
■errcd — 

"  It  is  thu  wildnit  nonHduc  to  think  for  ii 
mmni-nt  thiit  un  iittiick  wiis  nut  iimn.ililiiti'd,  or 
Ihiit  the  jKirty  iiiiti>->l  witli  Mii-kx  imd  Muil^'i'.ni.i 
Vunld  not  have  iitlciniitiil  to  At<y  the  proivs. 
*imuBtH  hail  the  polirc  nut  Ut'n  tlu-n'.  So  miiih 
fiirthnt:  unit  now wi' i-ouiv  tu  iinntlur liRinch 
tt  the  coBi'  which  I  wii-h  In  A\f\iim-  of  at  lane. 
1  miiv  wiv  th:it  this,  tlu'  miiut  uni>k-uAiiit  jiiitt  -i 
tlif  ciiiH'.  KvvAAt  in  th<-  fu.'t  Ihiit  <iiily  fonr  jht- 
Honsof  thi!  Idiul){ii<ii  jxirty  nnifor  tTiid.idthoiigh 
>x-v  havi'  tho  fiU't  [miviil  thut  it  IhkIv  uf  hludpioi 
aucu,  HTniL'd  with  wcuiHimt.  |>rt']Eir<'d  uitli  Ntii'kK, 
it  iici-idL-ntally—  thiit  thi»i  urpiDiiHil  jKiily,  wrll 
-•"-■''■-'  "la  ort{ttniH-d  rnflinnii,  n>nunitti-d  under 


^(^criK-doi 
thn  e 


«olt 


t.  .ind  in  thi 


piviwDce  of  a  Inrfn*  jiiirty  of  jadin',  twn  diAtini-t 
Mctd  of  riot,  :ind  wo  huvu  it  in  <!t-idi*niv  thiit  h 
liat  of  Uu'  nnmcit  of  the  iNUtii'S  wou  tak<-n  down 
1>y  on  active  nod  intvllif^i'nt  iiidi(.-i'niiui  at  thu 
time  That  policeman  ie  I'luililcd  to  nnim:  not 
Ave,  ormx,  or  iicvun.  or  oi^ht,  liiit  n.  whulu  Mritij; 
afnainn — I  do  not  knowhownuiny-of  lhi;sc 
mffian*  irtiowmi  riotinft  in  the  town  Ihnt  ibiy. 
and  it »  a  lammtahto  thing  Unit  muru  of  thLSo 
nan  have  not  been  lent  for  trial." 
Ware  74  Oitholioa,  the  party  attacked, 
~   '  "  I  to  l»w,  and  only  11  of 
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the  Orange  party ;  and  who  wero  the 
magiBtrates  referred  to  ;  and  would  the 
Executive  .institute  an  inquiry  into  their 
conduct  ? 

Sir  inCHAEI.  niOKS-BEAOH,  in 
reply,  said,  that  astlio  lion.  Gentleman's 
Question  had  been  laid  on  tho  Table 
only  that  morning,  he  had  been  unablo 
to  obtain  tlie  necessary  information  to 
answer  it  fully.  Tho  observations  which 
wero  attributed  to  llr.  Justice  Barry  on 
tho  occasion  which  was  referred  to  wore 
quoted  from  a  newspaper,  and  must  be 
received  with  considerable  doubt,  and 
he  hud  no  official  Keport.  Ho  was 
afraid  that  both  parties  in  these  un- 
fortunate riots  were  equally  to  blame. 
Tliey  had  been  dealt  with  with  perfixrt 
impartiality,  and  a  great  many  of  thu 
olivnders  had  been  winniiittiHl  for  trial, 
Mr.  May,  tlio  Ijiw  Advisor  of  tho  Castle, 
having  been  sent  especially  to  conduct 
the  case.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, lie  might  add,  would  shortly  havo 
an  opimrtuuity  of  communicating  with 
Mr.  Xlay  on  tho  subject. 

ARMY— rUTirSTEAD  COMJIOX. 

QUESTION. 

Sir.  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Sccretarj-  of  State  for  "War,  If  ho  would 
explain  to  the  House  why,  if  tho  use  of 
I'lumstoud  Common  for  AtliUeiy  exer- 
cise is  deti'iided  on  grounds  of  prescrip- 
tive use,  tho  War  Offieo  has,  wince  the 
date  of  tho  determination  of  tho  suits 
against  tho  lortli  of  tho  manor,  taken  a 
lease  of  the  manorial  rights  from   the 

Mu.  GATHORNK  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  it  appean?d  from  tlie  Question  put 
to  him  by  the  hen.  Baronet  that  there 
was  some  dis])ute  with  regard  to  the 
title,  but  he  disclaimed  having  rested 
tlie  rights  of  tho  War  Office  on  the 
groiinds  stated  by  the  lion.  Baronet. 
In  the  Answer  ho  had  already  given, 
he  said  tho  War  Oirice  liad  used  tho 
Common  since  174.i,  and  continued  still 
to  do  so.  In  view  of  further  proceedings 
being  taken,  ho  must  decline  to  make 
any  further  statement  on  tho  subject  of 
title. 

EXCISE  (IRKLAXH)— CniiS  STOKES,  ic. 
QUESTION . 

Mr.  Cj\LLAN  asked  tho  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  "What  reasons,  if  any, 
exiot  for  subjecting  the   stores  of  com, 
2  ■/. 
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c.  60] ;  Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps 

Compensation  [37  &  38  TicU  c.  61]  ;  E\'idence 

Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  [37  &  38   Viet. 

c.  64] ;  Education  Department  Orders  [37  & 
38  ■  -       -     -  -      .- 

[37 
Lan< 

c.  941 ;  PubUc  Health  (Ireland)  [37  k  38  Vict. 
c.  93]  ;  Colonial  Clergy  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  77] ; 
Foyle  College  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  79]  ;  Vaccina- 
tion Act,  1871,  Amendment  [37  &  38  Vict. 
c.  75] ;  Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  [37  & 
38  Vict.  c.  82]  >  Valuation  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  70];  Lough 
Corrib  Navigation  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  71]; 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths  [37  k 
38  Vict.  c.  88] ;  Sanitary  Laws  Amonamcnt 
[37  k  38  Vict.  c.  89] ;  Endowed  Schools  Acts 
Amendment  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  87];  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  80] ;  Private  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland)  [37  &:  38  Vict.  c.  74] ; 
Post  Office  Sa\'ings  Bank  [37  &  38  Vict. 
c.  73];  Great  Seal  Offices  ["37  &  38  Vict. 
c.  81] ;  Fines  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment 
[37  &  38  Vict.  e.  72]  ;  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tinuance [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  76];  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Suspension 
[37  k  38  Vict.  c.  83] ;  Commissioners  of 
Works  and  Public  Buildings  [37  k  38  Vict. 
c.  84]  ;  Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  [37  & 
38  Vict.  c.  86]  :  India  CouncUs  [37  k  38  Vict. 
V.  91];  Public  Worship  Regulation  [37  & 
38   ]'ict.  c.  85]  ;  Tumi)ike  Acts  Continuance 

t37  &  38  Vict.  c.  95] ;  Local  Government 
board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  5)  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  clxxxii.];  Elcmontary 
Education  l^rovisional  Order  Confirmation 
[37  k  38  Vict.  r.  clxxxiv.l ;  Trjimways  Pnn-i- 
sional  Orders  (Confirmation  [37  k  38  Vict. 
V.  clxxxiii.] ;  IjOcal  Govcmment  Boiird  (Ire- 
land) l^rovisional  Order  Coiifinnation  [37  k 
38  Vict.  c.  elxxxvi.] ;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orders  Confirmation  [37  k  38  Vict.  c.  clxxxv.] 

PROROGATION  OF  THE    PARLIAMENT 
—HER  ISIAJESTY'S  SPEECH. 

The  PAELIAIVIENT  was  this  day 
prorogued  by  Commission. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  Her  Majesfy 
had  been  pleased  to  grant  two  several 
Commissions,  one  for  declaring  Her 
Royal  Assent  to  several  Acts  agreed 
upon  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  the  other  for  proroguing  the  Parlia- 
ment:— And  the  Lords  Commissioners 
— namely,  The  Lord  Chancellor;  The 
Lord  Steward  of  the  Household  (The 
Earl  Beauchamp) ;  The  Earl  of  Derby 
(Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs) ; 
The  Earl  of  Bradford  (The  lid  aster  of 
the  Horse) ;  and  The  Lord  Skelmers- 
dale) — being  in  their  Eobes,  and  seated 
on  a  Form  between  the  Throne  and  the 
Woolsack  ;  and  the  Commons  being 
come,  with  their  Speaker,  and  the  Com- 


mission  to  that  purpose  being  read,  tt^ 
EoYAL  AssEin?  was  given  to  seve^^ 
Bills. 

Then   The    LOED   CHANCELLOR 
delivered   Her   Majesty's    Speech, 
follows :— i 

"  My  Lords,  and  Genilemen^ 
"  The  time  has  arrived  when  I  a^ 
enabled    to  release    you    fix)m   yo 
attendance  in  Parliament. 

"  In  so  doing,  my  first  wish  is  to 
thank  you  for  the  readiness  with  whl^^^i 
you  have  made  provision  for  my 
Prince  Leopold  on  his  attaining 
majority. 

"My   relations    with    all   Fore 
Powers  continue  to  be  friendly, 
the  influence  arising  from  those 
dial  relations  will    be  employed^ 
heretofore,  in  maintaining  the  obL-Sga. 
tions  imposed  by  Treaties,  and  in   jjj^ 
moting  and  consolidating  the  Peac^  of 
Europe. 

"  The  Emperor  of  Bussia  haFzb^ 
made  proposals  for  a  Conference  to  be 
held  at  Brussels,  the  object  of  which 
is  to  lessen,  by  judicious  regulations, 
the  severities  of  war,  I  have,  in  conv 
mon  with  other  Powers,  authorised    ^ 
Delegate  to  attend  that  Conference 
but,  before  doing  so,  I  have  thoug 
it  right  to  obtain  assurances  from  a 
the  Powers  thus  represented,  that  n*^ 
proposal  shall  be  brought  forward  cal 
culated  either  to  alter  the  recogniseu^ 
rules  of  international  law,  or  to  plac^ - 
restrictions  on  the  conduct  of  na 
operations.       The     reconmiendation 
which  may  issue  from  the  Confereno 
will  have  [my  careful    considerationr^'' 
but  I   have  reserved  to  myself  fuT 
freedom  of  action  in  regard  to  ther 
acceptance  or  rejection. 

"Negotiations    have    been 
taken  for  the  renewal  of  the  Becip 
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rea^  formerly  in  force  between 
ominion  of  Canada  and  the 
I  States  of  America.  These 
itions,  commenced  at  the  desire 
the  interest  of  the  Dominion, 
)een  temporarily  suspended  by 
Ijournment  of  the  American 
.  They  will  be  revived  at  an 
ate,  and  it  is  my  hope  that  they 
ad  to  an  increase  of  commercial 
urse  between  my  colonial  sub- 
nd  the  citizens  of  the  United 


deeply  lament  the  continu- 
n  Spain  of  disturbances  which 
single  exception  to  the  general 
illity  of  Europe ;  but,  while 
iy  desiring  the  restoration  of 
md  civil  order  in  that  country, 
ve  that  this  result  will  be  most 
brought  about  by  a  rigid  absti- 
fi-om  interference  in  the  inter- 
Eairs  of  an  independent  and 
y  State. 

le  Treaty  recently  concluded 
he  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  having 
object  the  suppression  of  East 
1  Slave  Trade,  has  been  faith- 
observed,  and  has  already  done 
to  put  an  end  to  that  traffic  as 
:  on  by  sea.  The  exertions  of 
aval  and  Consular  servants,  in 
art  of  the  world,  will  not  be 
I  until  complete  success  has 
btained. 

am  thankful  to  say  that  the 
I  in  India  has,  as  yet,  been  at- 
with  little  mortality,  a  result 
'  attributable,  under  Providence, 
precautions  taken  by  my  Indian 
mient.  The  strenuous  exer- 
)f  my  Viceroy,  and  of  the  offi- 
rving  under  him,  merit  my  high 
lation. 
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"Since  the  close  of  hostilities  on 
the  Gold  Coast,  steady  progress  has 
been  made  in  the  task  of  pacifying  the 
country  and  of  organising  its  adminis- 
tration. Treaties  of  Peace  have  been 
concluded  with  important  tribes,  and 
the  King  of  Ashanti  has  persevered  in 
the  discharge  of  his  obligations  to  this 
country. 

^* Gentlemen  of  the  Hov^e  of 
Commons^ 

"  I  acknowledge  the  liberality  with 
which  you  have  provided  for  the 
charges  of  the  State. 

"  My  Lords ^  and  Gentlemen^ 

"  I  have  seen  with  pleasure  the  con- 
siderable reductions  which  you  have 
been  able  to  make  in  taxation.  The 
total  abolition  of  the  sugar  duties  will 
not  only  confer  a  benefit  on  the  con- 
sumers of  an  article  in  universal 
demand,  but  will  also  prove  of  much 
commercial  advantage  to  the  nation. 
The  removal  of  the  duty  on  horses  is 
another  measure  well  calculated  to 
encourage  the  trade  and  industry  of 
the  country.  Concurrently  with  these 
remissions,  and  with  a  further  reduction 
of  the  Income  Tax  to  a  rate  which  is 
little  more  than  nominal,  you  have 
been  enabled  to  make  important  grants 
from  the  general  revenue  towards  ser- 
vices which,  though  of  Imperial  con- 
cern, have  hitherto  been  defrayed, 
either  exclusively  or  in  an  undue  pro- 
portion, out  of  local  rates.  I  trust  that 
these  measures,  when  their  full  effect 
shall  have  been  felt,  will  conduce  to 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  country, 
and  will  impart  increased  elasticity  to 
the  revenue. 

"Although  your  Session  has  been 
unavoidably  curtailed  of  a  third  of  its 
usual  duration,  I  observe  with  satis- 
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faction  that  70U  have  heen  ahle  to 
carry  meaaores  of  general  interest  and 
importance. 

"  I  have  cordially  given  my  assent 
to  the  Act  "  for  improving  the  health 
of  women,  young  persons,  and  children 
employed  in  manufactnres."  By  this 
measure  I  anticipate  that  not  only  wUl 
the  health  and  education  of  the  classes 
affected  by  it  be  promoted,  but  that 
the  relations  between  the  employers 
and  employed  in  those  important 
branches  of  industry  will  be  m^n- 
tained  on  a  footing  of  enduring  har- 
mony and  mutual  good-will. 

"  I  have  readily  sanctioned  the  Act 
for  the  reform  of  the  syetem  of  Patron- 
age in  the  Church  of  Scotland.  I  trust 
that  the  removal  of  this  ancient  cause 
of  controversy  may  both  strengthen 
the  Church  and  conduce  to  the  reli- 
gious welfare  of  a  large  number  of  my 
subjects. 

"  The  Act  for  the  better  regulation 
of  Public  Worship  in  the  Church  of 
England  will,  I  hope,  tend  to  prevent 
or  allay  the  unhappy  controversies 
which  sometimes  arise  from  the  diffi- 
culty experienced  in  obtaining  an 
early  tlociaioii  on  doubtful  points  of 
law,  and  a  definitive  interpretation  of 
the  authorised  fonu  of  public  worship. 
Such  controversies,  even  when  they 
occur  between  persons  loyally  desirous 
to  conform  to  the  doctrine  and  disci- 
pline of  the  Established  Church,  beget 
serious  evils,  and  thek  speedy  termi- 
nation by  competent  authority  is  a 
matter  of  grave  importance  to  the  in- 
terests of  religion. 

"  The  legal  measures  wliich  you 
have  passed  with  reference  to  the 
Limitation  of  Actions  for  Real  Pro- 
perty, the  Law  of  Vendors  and  Pur- 
chasers, and  Land  Bights  and  Con- 
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veyancmg  in  Scotland,  as  well  as  the 
Acts  for  regulating  the  sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors,  and  for  carrying  for- 
ward Sanitary  Legislation  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  may  be  expected  to 
be  productive  of  public  advantage  uid 
satisfaction. 

"  The  Commission  issued  by  me  for    ^^ 
inquiring  into  the  state  and  workin^-^ 
of  the  law  as  to  offences  coimectof=~^j 
with  trade  has  been  unable  f     "" 
plete  its  labours  in  time  to  admit  c 
legislation    during    the  Sesuoa  i 
about  to  terminate ;  and  I  regret  tl 
the  pressure  of  business  in  the  Hoic^^^gg 
of  Commons  has  made  it  aecessary         t^, 
suspend  the  consideration   the  m^^^^. 
Burea  for  facilitating  the  Transfer         of 
Land  in    England,   for   re-arrang^Tng 
the  Judicature  of  England  and  l^Ke< 
land,  and  for  establishing  an  Impe  — ^iij 
Court  of  Appeal.     These  subjects  ^litf 
naturally  claim  your  earliest  atten^b'oQ 
in  a  future  Session. 

"  In  returning  to  your  counties    «n(/ 
constituencies,  you  will  have  the  op'jjoT- 
tunity  of  beneficially  -exercising    Uiat 
influence  which  is  the  happy  result  of        J 
our  local  institutions,  and  I  pray  thit         I 
the  blessing  of  the   Almighty  may        I 
accompany  you  in  the  discharge  of  all         \ 
your  duties.  ' 

Then   a  Comiaisaioa   for  proroguin.^ 
the  Farliament  was  read. 

After  which. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said— 
My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

By  virtue  of  Hor  Majcaty's  Comnus-^^^, 
sion,  [under  tlie  Great  Seal,  .to  ub  anc^*  '^ 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  w^ 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obe-  ^^ 
dionco  to  Her  Commands,  prorogue  tii*-    ^ 
ParUamont  to  Friday  the  Twenty-thirC^^' 
day  of  October  next,  to   be  then  hep"  ""^^ 
holden;  and  this  Parliament  is  accords — ' 
ingly  prorogued  to  Friday  the  Twen^Br"- 
third  day  of  October  next. 


MHropolii — I%e 


JSE    OF    COMMONS, 
FHday,  7th  August,  1874. 

loose  met  at  half  after  Two  of 
k. 

VERTED     ELEOnONS  —  WIGTOWN 
DISTBICT  OF  BUBGHS. 

'BAKER  informed  the  Houbo,  that  he 
Ted  from  Lord  Neaves,  one  of  the 
or  the  time  being  for  the  trial  of 
Potitionfl  in  Scotland,  pursuant  to  the 
itary  Elections  Act,  1868,  a  Certificate 
to  the  Election  for  the  Wigtown 
di  Burghs,  to  the  effect  that  Mark 
wait  waa  duly  elected  and  returned  as 
of  Parliament  for  the  said  Wigto^'n 
f  Burghs. 
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tarn  relative  to  the  General  Election 
ordered  on  the  20th  March  last,  will  be 
presented ;  and,  in  case  particulars  have 
not  yet  been  received  from  every  county, 
division  of  county,  and  borough,  to  give 
the  names  of  the  counties,  £visions  of 
counties,  and  boroughs  from  which  par- 
ticulars have  not  been  received,  and 
to  state  what  course  he  proposes  to  pur- 
sue with  reference  thereto  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Betums  were  now  practi- 
cally complete,  with  the  exception  of 
those  relating  to  the  counties  of  Angle- 
sey and  Carnarvon,  and  the  boroughs  of 
Chelsea  and  Grantham.  He  hoped  the 
Ketums  would  be  ready  for  circulation 
in  a  very  short  time. 


ir—KILMAINILVM  HOSPITAL. 

QUESTION. 

)HN  GRAY  asked  the  Secretary 
)  for  War,  If  he  received  any 
rom  the  medical  or  other  officers 
Kilmainham  Hospital,  Dublin, 
og  the  recent  outbreak  of  typhoid 
.  that  institution,  and  its  sup- 
rigin  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  cause 
iry  to  be  instituted,  and  a  report 
lade,  as  to  the  number  of  cases 
oid   fever  that  occurred  in  the 

this  year,  the  class  of  residences 
li  they  occurred,  the  opinion  of 
ical  officer,  Dr.  Carte,  and  of  tlie 

gentlemen  who  were  consulted 
le  immediate  cause  of  the  out- 
Euid  place  such  report  upon  the 
*  this  House  for  the  information 
EUiitary  authorities  of  the  King- 

hATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
e  Reports  relating  to  the  Hos- 
re  not  laid  before  the  War  Office, 
)re  the  Commanding  Officer  in 
A  communication  would  be 
L  the  subject  to  the  Commanding 
who,  he  had  no  doubt,  would 
the  desired  information,  and  he 
ted  there  wotdd  be  no  olnection 
i;  the  particulars  before  I^arlia- 


ENEBAL  ELECTION  RETURNS. 

lENRY  HAVELOCK  (for  Mr. 
asked  the  Secretanr  of  StiUbe  finr 
ne  Department,  When  Hie  Be- 


FIRST  FRUITS  AND  TENTHS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  considered  the  Report  of  the 
Convocation  of  the  Province  of  Canter- 
bury with  respect  to  the  abolition  of 
First  Fruits,  and  the  re-adjustment  of 
Tenths ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  take  the  recom- 
mendations contained  in  tliat  Report 
into  consideration,  with  a  view  to  legis- 
lation next  Session  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  promise  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  bnne  in  a  Bill  on  the 
subject,  as  there  would  be  so  much  to 
be  done  next  Session ;  but  it  was  im- 
doubtedly  a  subject  which  deserved  the 
attention  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  woidd  be  rendering  great 
assistance,  with  a  view  to  legislation 
u]^n  this  subject,  if  he  woidd  submit  a 
Bill  embodying  his  views. 

METROPOLIS  — THE    KNIGHTSBRIDGE 
BARRACKS.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  ERNEST  BRUCE  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
there  is  any  prospect  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  oein^  shortly  enabled  to 
remove  the  Life  Guards'  Barracks  from 
Hyde  Park  to  some  other  situation,  so 
as  to  widen  the  important  thoroughfEure 
of  Knightsbridfl;e,  and  thus  confer  a 
great  boon  on  the  public,  especially  on 
that  important  and  constantly  increasing 
district  of  the  Metropolis  ? 

LoBD  HENRY  I^NNOX,  in  reply, 
saidi  he  wae  afraid  he  oould  give  no  otfier 
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Answer  to  the  Question  of  his  noble  Friend 
than  that  which  was  given  on  the  same  sub- 
ject  in  **  another  place"  last  week.  The 
question  of  the  Knightsbridge  Barracks 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  even  if  they  should  dis- 
appear,  his  noble  Friend  must  not  be 
too  confident  as  to  the  space  being  used 
for  the  purpose  of  widening  the  road  to 
Kensington,  as  other  interests  would 
interfere  which  might  still  withhold 
from  his  noble  Friend  the  boon  he  now 
sought. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— THE 
WATER-GLASS  PICTURES. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  EEEINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  it  be 
true,  as  stated  in  the  "Morning  Post" 
of  the  5th  instant,  that  Mr.  ^Richmond, 
H.A.,  has  examined  the  two  water-glass 
pictures  by  the  late  Mr.  Maclise  in  the 
Iloyal  Gallery  of  the  Palace  of  West- 
minster, and  has  ascertained  that  they 
are  not  permanently  injured ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  be  true  that  the  "  efflorescence  " 
which  exhibited  itself  some  time  ago  has 
been  removed  ? 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX:  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  County,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  **  efflorescence "  in  question 
on  the  magnificent  frescoes  of  Maclise 
of  the  meeting  of  Wellington  and  Blucher 
commenced  to  show  itself  sliortly  after 
the  picture  was  completed  in  1861,  and 
from  that  time  it  has  unhappily  spread 
over  the  whole  face  of  the  picture.  For 
myself,  I  wish  I  could  say  positively 
that  the  picture  is  not  permanently  in- 
jured. More  than  a  year  ago  Mr.  Rich- 
mond examined  the  picture,  and  he 
stated  that  in  his  opinion  by  a  delicate 
treatment  he  could  remove  the  '*  efflo- 
rescence "  without  injury  to  the  rest  of 
the  picture.  That  opinion,  however,  was 
contradicted  by  other  artists  as  eminent 
as  Mr.  Richmond,  and  the  matter  was 
allowed  to  drop.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  would  only 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  call  this  after- 
noon at  the  Royal  Gallery,  and  he  will 
see  for  himself  most  painfully  that  the 
**  efflorescence  "  has  not  been  removed. 

IRELAND— POLICE   FORCE  IN 
TIPPERAliY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  (for  Mr.  Moore) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 

Lord  Henry  Lennox 
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Whether  it  is  truej  that  whilst  the  South 
Riding  of  CountyVKpperaiy  is  charged 
at  the  rate  of  £1^150  a-year  for  the 
maintenance  of  an  ^ztra  police  force  of 
sixty-one  men,  not  a  single  man  of  that 
extra  force  is  in  the  county ;  if  he  would 
explain  to  the  House  what  is  the  cause 
of  such  a  state  of  things,  and  how  long 
it  has  existed ;  and,  whether,  under 
those  circumstances,  he  will  withdraw 
the  charge  altogether  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  It^ 
is  true.  Sir,  that  the  South  Biding  of  th^  ^ 
County  Tipperary  is  now  subject  to  a^^ 
annual  charge  of  about  the  amonm-^^ 
named  in  the  Question  for  extra  policy  - 
force ;  but  it  is  by  no  means  accurate " 
state  that  not  a  single  man  of  that  < 
force  is  in  the  Riding.  There  are  a 
siderable  number  of  vacancies  in 
total  nominal  force  of  the  South 
but  not  more  than  the  average  num 
for  the  whole  of  Ireland.  By  29 
Vict. J  c.  103,  8.  14.  these  vacancies 
distributed  proportionately  between 
free  and  extra  force,  and  the  county 
allowed  a  reduction  in  the  charge  fcC 
extra  force,  corresponding  to  the 
ber  of  vacancies  held  to  exist  tl 
As  it  would  not  be  equitable  that 
county  should  be  more  fully  mzmzkned 
than  another,  it  would  become  neces^an- 
if  the  extra  force  of  the  South  'Ri.^ijJ 
were  abolished,  to  march  46  men,  or 
thereabouts,  out  of  the  Riding.  It  is  for 
these  46  that  a  charge  is  being  at  pre- 
sent made,  being  the  number  wliose 
services  are  thereby  secured  to  the 
Riding.  The  amounts  charged  to  tk^ 
Riding  have  been  calculated  as  direct^*^ 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  are  strictl,^ 
correct. 


ARMY— IMILITARY  OUTRAGE  AT 
ALDERSIIOT.— QUESTION . 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  th*^  ^ 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  h^  ^ 
has  received  any  information  as  to  tha^  ^ 
outrage  said  to  have  been  perpetratecJ^^ 
by  soldiers  at  Aldershot  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply  ^-^ 
said,  that  last  night  he  received  a  tele  ^^^ 
gram,  which  had  been  confirmed  b^^ 
letter,  that  no  outrage  had  been  perr^* 
petrated  on  women,  but  that  certain  —  " 
emits  connected  with  one  of  the  rei 
ments  at  Aldershot  broke  out  of 
barracks  during  the  night,  and  attack 
some  public-houses  and  some  houses  m 
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iracter  in  the  neighbourhood, 
rere  arrested  by  the  military 
hree  of  them  being  handed  over 
▼il  power,  and  the  others  to  the 
autibiorities. 


APPELLATE  JURISDICTION. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

JEOEGE  BOWYEE  said,  he 
to  call  attention  to  what  he  re- 
as  the  dictatorial  nature  of  a 
rhich  had  been  made  by  a  Mem- 
the  Qt)vemment  in  "  another 
on  the  previous  day.  The  noble 
i  question  had  endeavoured  to 
the  Government  not  to  recon- 
9  question  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
use  of  Lords  as  the  final  Court 
al,  but  to  re-introduce  the  Judi- 
Jills  in  the  shape  in  which  they 
n  withdrawn. 

SPEAKER  reminded  the  hon. 
;  that  there  was  no  Question  be- 
House. 

JEORGE  BOWTER  said,  in 
le,  to  put  himself  in  Order,  he 
move  the    adjournment   of   the 

He  believed  that  the  with- 
of  the  Bills  had  given  great  satis- 
to  the  Judges  and  to  the  Bar 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  and  cer- 
3  the  Bar  in  England.  In  Ire- 
e  abolition  of  the  appellate  juris- 
)f  the  House  of  Lords  was  looked 
3  uncalled  for,  unnecessary,  un- 
tional,  and  revolutionary  ;  and  it 
sidered  that  the  Court  which  was 
d  to  be  constituted  in  lieu  of  the 
>f  Lords  was  unsatisfactory,  and 
3ertainly  not  carry  with  it  that 

weight,  and  experience  which 
1  to  the  Upper  House.  He 
the  Government  would  not  allow 
ves  to  be  dictated  to  by  the  noble 
0  whom  reference  had  been 
and  who,  with  another  noble 
Lad  adopted  a  most  dictatorial 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  George  Bowyer.) 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  expressed  the  general  feeling  of 
the  Irish  Members,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  not  listen  to  the 
hon.  Baronet's  suggestion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARUAMENT. 
Message  to  attend  The  Lobds  Oommis- 

SIONEBS  : — 

The  House  went : — axid  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  that  purpose  having  been 
read,  the  Royal  Assent  was  given  to 
several  Bills. 

And  afterwards  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech  was  delivered  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  by  The  Lord 
High  Chancellor,  in  pursuance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Command. 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing 
the  Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said— 
My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sion, under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obe- 
dience to  Her  Commands,  prorogue  this 
Parliament  to  Friday  the  Twenty-third 
day  of  October  next,  to  be  then  here 
holden ;  and  this  Parliament  is  accord- 
ingly prorogued  to  Friday  the  Twenty- 
third  day  of  October  next. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL 

The  following  is  a  Revised  Report  of  the  Right  Hon.  Hugh  Law'  "^^'s 
Speech  in  Committee  on  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amencz^^d- 
ment  Bill,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  July  23,  1874. 


Mb.  law  denied  that  in  a  school 
endowment  before  1688,  or,  at  all 
events,  before  1662,  a  direction  that 
a  child  should  attend  church  was  equi- 
valent to  a  direction  that  it  should  be 
instructed  according  to  the  doctrines  and 
formularies  of  the  present  Church  of 
England.  The  history  of  the  Church  of 
England  was  entirely  opposed  to  such  a 
notion.  For  more  than  a  century  the 
Puritans  were  as  much  a  party  within 
the  Church  as  the  Evangelicals  or  Broad 
Church  party  were  now.  At  the  Convoca- 
tion held  in  1562,  their  propositions  for 
altering  the  formularies  to  which  they 
objected  were  voted  for  by  a  majority  of 
those  actually  present,  though  the 
Bitualists  of  that  day,  by  the  use  of 
proxies,  carried  their  rejection  by  a 
majority  of  1.  What,  again,  he  asked, 
was  the  state  of  the  Church  whilst 
Bichard  Baxter  for  many  years  held 
the  benefice  of  Kidderminster,  and  was 
thought  worthy  of  being  offered  the  see 
of  Worcester?    Why,  the  simple  fact 


that    2,000    clergymen    were    expell^3^<L 
^m  their  benefices  as  a  consequence 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  TJnifoxmi^^^ 
was  sufficient  in  itself  to  establiah  t&e 
reasonableness  of  the  view  he  took.    He 
should  be  glad  to  have  an  explanation 
as  to  what  was  meant  by  the  sentence 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  providing  that 
any  legal    evidence  with  reference  to 
these  foundations  should  be  admissible 
in  evidence  ?    That  could  not  be  r^^arded 
as  mere  surplusafi^e ;  especially  after  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge,  that  any  obscurity  in 
the  language  of  the  clause  was  attri- 
butable to  the  draftsman's  over  anxiety 
to  be  concise.    Judges  would  have  to 
find  some  meaning  in  these  words  beyond 
the  declaration  that  legal  evidence  should 
be  legal  evidence ;  and  as  he  saw  Her 
Majesty's  Attorney  and  Solicitor  GFeneral 
in  their  places,  he  hoped  one  of  them 
would  inform  the  House  what  was  the 
real  object  thus  sought  to  be  attained. 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE,  SESSION   1874. 


RETURIf  to  an  Order  of  the  Uaaoarabls  Tlie  Ilonas  of  Commons, 
<l&ted  37  Julj  1874  :— /or, 

A  RETURN  "of  tho  Number  of  Dais  on  whieh  Tui  IIodh  Sut  in  the  Seuion  of  I3T4,  atating 
lor  ekoh  Dkj,  the  Dale  of  the  Month,  and  the  [ftif  of  the  Week,  the  Hour  of  Meeting,  and 
tb«  Hour  of  AdjoarnmeDt ;  and  lb*  Total  Number  of  Uoora  occupied  in  tho  Sittingi  of  The 
IIouHL  and  Che  Arenge  Time  ;  and  ahowing  the  Number  of  ilaura  on  which  The  llouie  Sat 
nob  Day,  and  the  Number  of  1  loun  after  Midnight;  and  the  Number  of  Gnlriea  in  each  Daj'a 
Vote*  and  Prooeedingi  "  (in  oontinuation  offarliameDlarT  Paper,  No.  0.113,  of  Scsaion  1873). 

(^Sif  Charlei  Fonler.) 
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'ABLE  OF  ALL  THE  STATUTES 


PASSED  IN  THE  FIEST  SESSION  OF 


:WENTY-FIEST  PAELIAMENT  OF  THE  UNITED  KINQDOM 


OF   GEEAT   BRITAIN   AND  IRELAND. 


37  &  38  VICTORIA.— A.D.  1874. 


PUBLIC    GENERAL  ACTS, 


ct  to  apply  tho  smn  of  one  million 
IT  hundred  and  twenty-two  thousand 
ndred  and  ninety-seven  pounds  foui^- 
lings  and  sixpence  out  of  the  Con- 
Fund  to  the  service  of  tho  years 
the  thirty-first  day  of  March  one 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-three 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  soventy- 

to  apply  the  sum  of  seven  million 
)ut  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
f  tho  year  ending  tho  thirty-first  day 
li  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ive. 

to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
►f  India  to  raise  Money  in  the  United 
I  for  the  Service  of  the  (Government 

for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Desertion, 
the  better  payment  of  the  Army  and 
urters. 

for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
urine  Forces  while  on  shore, 
to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Cattle 
a  Ireland. 

to  amend  the  Law  respecting  the 
of  the  Assistant  Judge  of  the  Court 
(Sfiions  o^  the  Peace  for  the  county  of 
X,  and  his  deputy,-  and  the  Chairman 
icond  Court  at  such  Sessions. 
to  make  provision  for  the  taking  of 
Dues  in  the  Isle  of  Man. 
to  authorise  an  Advance  out  of  the 
ited  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom 
blic  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  for 
them    to    make    Loans  to   School 
L  pursuance  of  the  Elementary  £du- 
jt,  1873. 

to  apply  the  sum  of  thirteen  million 
mt  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  to  tho 
I  the  year  ending  the  thirty-first  day 


of  March  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-five. 

11.  An  Act  for  altering  the  shooting  season  for 
Grouse  and  certain  other  Game  Birds  in 
Ireland. 

12.  An  Act  to  make  provision  for  tho  transfer 
of  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  Bengal  and 
Madras  Civil  Service  Annuity  Funds,  and  tho 
Annuity  Branch  of  the  Bombay  CHvil  Fund, 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in 
Council. 

13.  An  Act  to  extend  to  the  present  Bishop  of 
Calcutta  the  Regulations  made  by  Her  ila- 
jcsty  as  to  the  leave  of  absence  of  Indian 
Bishops. 

14.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  heretofore 
solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called 
"Saint  Paul's  Church  at  Pooley  Bridge,"  in 
the  parish  of  Barton  in  the  county  of  West- 
moreland. 

15.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  Victoria,  chapter  one  hundred 
and  nineteen,  intituled  "  An  Act  for  the  Sup- 
pression  of  Betting  Houses." 

16.  An  Act  to  grant  certain  Duties  of  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue,  to  repeal  and  alter  other 
Duties,  and  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue. 

17.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  heretofore 
solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called  Saint 
John  the  Evangelist,  at  Bentley,  in  the  parish 
of  Shustock  in  the  county  of  Warwick. 

18.  An  Act  to  appoint  additional  Commissioners 
for  executing  the  Acts  for  granting  a  Land 
Tax  and  other  rates  and  taxes. 

19.  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Stamp  Act,  1870," 
in  regard  to  the  Stamp  Duty  payable  by  Ad- 
vocates in  Scotland  on  admission  as  Barristers 
in  England  or  Ireland,  and  by  Barristers  in 
England  or  Ireland  on  admissioii  as  Advocates 
in  Scotland. 


[A.D.  1874.] 
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20.  An  Act  to  provide  for  tho  Exemption  of 
Churches  and  Chapels  in  Scotland  from  Local 
Rates  and  Assessment. 

21.  An  Act  for  the  discontinuance  of  the  Four 
Courts  Marshalsea  (Dublin),  and  the  removal 
of  Prisoners  therefrom. 

22.  An  Act  to  relieve  Revenue  Officers  from 
remaining  Electoral  Disabilities. 

23.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  regulating  the 
Salaries  of  Resident  Magistrates  in  Irel^d 
and  the  Salaries  of  the  Chief  Commissioner 
and  Assistant  Commissioner  of  Police  of  the 
Police  District  of  Dublin  Metropolis. 

24.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  to  advance  a  sum  of  money, 
by  way  of  loan,  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Harbour  of  Colombo  in  ttie  colony  of 
Ceylon. 

25.  An  Act  to  remove  tho  Restrictions  contained 
in  the  British  White  Herring  Fishery  Acts  in 
regard  to  the  use  of  Fir  Wood  for  Herring 
Barrels. 

26.  An  Act  to  make  provision  respecting  the 
Stamp  Duty  on  Transfers  of  Stock  oi  the 
Grovemment  of  Canada. 

27.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Sontoncos  imposed 
by  Colonial  Courts  where  jurisdiction  to  try 
is  conferred  by  Imperial  Acts. 

28.  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Law  relating 
to  Juries  in  L:oland. 

29.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Militia. 

30.  An  Act  to  transfer  parts  of  the  Holyhead 
Old  Harbour  Road  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  tho  Local  Board  of  Health  of  the  town  of 
Holyhead ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

31.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Conjugal  Rights  (Scot- 
land) Amendment  Act,  1861. 

32.  An  Act  to  amend  *'  The  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  Act  (Irelandj,  1863." 

33.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  oi  the  Leases 
and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates  Act. 

34.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Act  of  the  fifty-fifth 
year  of  King  (leorgc!  the  Third,  chapter  one 
hundred  and  ninety-four,  intituled  "  An  Act 
for  better  regulating  the  Practice  of  Apothe- 
caries in  England  and  Wales." 

36.  An  Act  for  further  promoting  the  Re^'ision 
of  the  Statute  Law  by  repealing  certain 
Enactments  which  have  ceased  to  be  in  force 
or  have  become  unnecessary. 

36.  An  Act  to  render  Personation,  with  intent 
to  deprive  any  Person  of  Real  Estate  or  other 
property.  Felony. 

37.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Law  as  to 
Appointments  under  powers  not  exclusive. 

38.  Aq  Act  to  extend  the  Juiisdiction  of  Courts 
of  the  Colony  of  the  Straits  Settlements  to 
certain  Crimes  and  Oflfences  committed  out  of 
the  Colony. 

39.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  exception  of  the 
Borough  of  Wenlock  from  tho  category  of 
boroughs  imder  the  "  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870." 

40.  An  Act  to  amend  the  powers  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  with  respect  to  inquiries,  arbitra- 
tions, appointments,  and  other  matters  under 
special  Acts,  and  to  amend  the  Regulation  of 
Railways  Act,  1873,  so  far  as  regards  the 
reference  of  differences  to  the  Railway  Com- 
missioners in  lieu  of  Arbitrators. 

41.  An  AQt  to  amend  "  The  Colonial  Attomies 
ReUef  Act." 


42.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  11 
»  relating  to  Building  Societies. 

43.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Alkali  Act,  18( 

44.  An  Act  to  make  better  provision 
proving  the  health  of  women,  yoiin^ ; 
and  children  employed  in  manufactu. 
the  education  of  such  children,  and  ot 
to  amend  the  Factory  Acts. 

45.  An  Act  for  altering  the  Boundaries  1 
the  Liberty  of  St.  Alban  and  the  res 
Coimty  of  Hertford ;  and  for  making 
provision  for  the  Transaction  of  Count 
ness,  and  the  Administration  of  Ju 
Quarter  Sessions  in  that  County. 

46.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  th( 
of  Customs  in  tho  Isle  of  l^Ian. 

47.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of 
Authorities  in  relation  to  Industrial  t 
formatorj"  Schools,  and   for  other  j 
relating  thereto. 

48.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  pajTnent  of 
without  Stoppages  in  the  Hosiery  M 
ture. 

49.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  rclatini 
sale  and  consumption  of  Intoxicating  J 

50.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Married  V 
Property  Act  (1870). 

51.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respect 
Proving  and  Sale  of  Chain  Cabl 
Anchors. 

52.  An  Act  to  make  Regulations  for  pre 
Collisions  in  the  Sea  Channels  loading 
River  Mersey. 

53.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating 
Payment  of  Revising  Barristors. 

54.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  rc^spect 
Liability  and  Valuation  of  certain  I 
for  the  purpose  of  liates. 

55.  An  Act  for  dissolving  ]Magdalcn  1 
the  University  of  Oxford,  and  for  ir 
ating  tho  Principal,  Fellows,  and  Sch 
Hertford  College;  and  for  vesting  i 
College  the  lands  and  other  proper* 
held  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  M; 
ILiU. 

56.  An  Act  to  api)ly  a  sum  out  of  the  ( 
dated  Fund  to  the  HorWco  of  the  year 
the  thirty-first  day  of  ^larch  one  tl 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-five,  and  tc 
priate  the  Supplies  granted  in  this  Se 
Parliament. 

57.  An  Act  for  the  further  Limitation  of 
and  Suits  relating  to  Real  Property. 

58.  An  Act  to  make  further  provision  : 
ing  tho  contribution  out  of  moneys  p 
by  Parliament  towards  the  tixpenses 
Police  Force  in  the  Metropolitan  Poli 
trict,  and  elsewhere  in  (Jrcat  Britain. 

59.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  erection  of 
ings  for  Working  Men  on  land  belon 
Municii>al  CorjDorations. 

60.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the 
of  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Navigatioi 
liiver  Shannon ;  and  for  other  purp< 
lating  thereto. 

61.  An  Act  for  granting  Compensai 
Officers  of  the  Royal  (late  Indian)  Oi 
Corps. 

62.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  as  to  t] 
tracts  of  Infants. 

63.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  re-arrangei 
the  Boundaries  of  Archdeaconries  anc 
Deaneries. 


f 
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•  An  Act  to  further  alter  and  amend  tlie 
Taw  of  Evidence  in  Scotland,  and  to  pro^'ide 
for  the  recording,  hy  meaiiH  of  Short-hand 
"Writixii?,  of  Evidence  in  Ci\-il  CauBca  in  Sheriff 
Courts  in  Scotland. 

An  Act  to  onahlo  Tier  ^rajoaty  to  provide 
for  the  Support  and  jMaint<»nance  of  His  Royal 
Highness  Prince  Leopold  (xoorge  Duncan 
Albert  on  his  coming  of  ago. 
C  An  Act  to  enlarge  the  Junsdiction  of  the 
Civil  Bill  Courts  in  Inland  in  re8i)oct  to  the 
recovery  of  Balances  duo  on  piirtnorahi])  Ac- 
counts, and  in  rosjiec^t  of  Actions  involving 
Questions  of  Title  to  corporeal  and  incoriioroid 
licrcditaments. 

7.  An  Act  to  regulate  and  otherwise  deal 
with  Slaughter-houses  and  cortain  other  Busi- 
nesses in  the  Metropolis. 

An   Act   to   amend  the   liaw  relating  to  ■ 

Attomevs  and  Solicitoi-s.  : 

^9.   An    A(rt  to  amend    the    T«iws  relating  to  ! 

the  sale   and    consumption   of    intoxicating. 

Uqnors  in  In'land.  i 

70.  An  Act  to  amend  the  T-aw  relating  to  the  i 
Valuation  of  Kateahle  rr()i)erty  in  In^lantl. 

71.  An  Act  to  authorise  "  Tho  Lough  Corrih 
Navigation  Trustoes"  to  disposti  of  part  of 
the  Navigation  in  the  district  of  l/oughs 
Corrih,  Mask,  and  (Mirra. 

72.    An  Act  to  explain   and  amt-nd  the  Finos 

Act   (Irolaml),   18.51,  and  for  otliir  purixjscs '  89.  An  Act  to  anund  and  extend  the  Sanitary 
relating  thereto.  '.      Tjaws. 

73.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Law  rclatinj'  to  the  >  90.  An  A<'t  to  doclar*'  the  Validitv  of  (hnl(»rs  <if 
PajTiient  to  and  Kopaymont  hy  th(?  Com-  thn  Kdiioation  Dopartmoiit  with  rcsiwH-t  to 
missicmers  for  the  INnluction  of  the  National '  T'nitcd  Srhoid  Distncts,  and  to  make  hrttcr 
Deht  of  Moneys  rci-civetl  in  and  to  tho  |  Provision  with  n'sj^-ct  to  such  C)nh*rs. 
accounts  relating  to  the  Post  Ollicc  Savings  .  91.  An  Act  to  amend  tlie  l^iiw  n 'latin ir  to  tho 
Bank.  Council  of  tlu»  (iovcni(ir-(J4»noral  of  India. 

74.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  I^aw  n^specting  cer-  92.  An  Act  tn  provide  for  tlie  Transfer  t*)  tho 
tain  Keceipts  and  Expens4'S  connected  witli  i  Achuirjilty  ami  the  Seeretaiy  of  Stat«'  for  th(j 
Private  Lunatic  Asylums  in  Tn'land.  i      War  Depart iiniit  of  Aldeiiiey  Ilarhour  and 

T  0.   An   Act   to  explain  the  Vaccination  Act,  I      certain  Lands  near  it. 

1871.  I  93.  An  A<t  to  anu.nd  tho  l^aw  relating  to  Public 

76.  An    Act    to    continue    vaiious    expiring  I      Health  in  Ireland. 

Laws.  .  94.  An  Act  to  amend  the  liaw  relating  to  T^and 

77.  An  Act  n^specting  Colonial  and  certain  Rights  and  Convt-yancing,  and  to  facilitate 
other  Clorgj'.  !      tho  Tr.iiisfer  of  La*n<l,  in  Scotland. 

78.  An  Act  to  amend  the  I-hIW  of  Vend(^r  and  |  9o.  An  Act  to  continue  <ei1ain  Turnpike  Acts 
Purcluwer,  and  further  to  simplify  Title  to  i  inCJnat  Ih-itain,  and  to  n-peal  certain  other 
Land.  Tiinijiiko  Acts :  and  fur  other  puq)oses  con- 

79.  An  Act  for  the    hetttr  management    and  ■      nectnl  tlun-with. 
regulation  of  Foyle  Collt\ijro  in  the  city  of  Lon-  ■  9(1.  An  A<-t  fur  fiirtlier  promoting  the  Revision 
donderry,  andforvistinginthegovemingliody  '      f>f    the    Statute    Liw    hy  rejM»aling  (•ei'tain 
of  such  College  the  pnsent  si^h<>olhous<»  and  ,      Knaetnients  which  have  ce:is«d  to  ho  in  for<e 
prt^miiM'S  holonging  to  su<h  College,  and  fori      or  luivu  hccomo  uimccessjiry. 
'\H»sting  the  right  of  apiKjintment  of  head-  | 


master  of  such  College  in  the  Bishop  of  Derr\- 
and  Raphoe  and  the  (4ovtmor  of  the  Hon- 
ourable the  Irish  Societv. 

« 

80.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  n'lating  to 
the  Koyid  Irish  (-onstahular)'. 

81.  An  Act  to  provide  for  tho  abolition  of 
cert;iin  ofticAJS  connected  vrith  the  (rreat  Sesil, 
and  to  make  better  pro\'ision  respecting  the 
office  of  tho  Clork  of  the  Crown  in  Chancerv. 

82.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  tho  laws  im;- 
lating  to  tho  Apj>ointiiM'nt  of  Minist«^rs  to 
I'arishos  in  Scotlaml. 

83.  An  A<'t  for  di-laying  tho  coming  into  ope- 
ration of  tho  Supremo  Court  of  Judicatuii! 
Act,  1873. 

84.  An  Act  to  regulate*  tho  Incorporation  of 
tho  Commissioners  of  Hvt  Majesty's  "Works 
and  Public  Buildings,  and  for  other  puri)084'S 
relating  thereto. 

85.  An  Act  for  the  bettor  administration  ai 
tlio  L'lws  rospo<.*ting  the  regulation  of  Public. 
XN'owliij). 

8G.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Liw  relating  to  tlio 
Iiish  KeprfMluctivo  Loan  Kund. 

87.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Kndowt'd  Schools  Acts. 

88.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Liw  relating  to  tho 
Ki^gistrition  of  Births  and  Deaths  in  Eng- 
land, and  to  cons(»li«lato  th»*  Law  resp4'cting 
the  Kogistnition  of  Biiihs  and  Deaths  at 
Sea. 
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The  Acts  contained  in  the  following  List,  being  Public  Acts  of  a  Local 
Character,  are  placed  amongst  the  Local  and  Pebsonal  Acts. 


i.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provifiional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to 
the  Districts  of  Aberystwyth,  Carnarvon, 
Hurst,  Nottingham,  Penzance,  and  Tetbury. 

xvii.  An  Act  for  con^rming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
The  Gks  and  Water  Works  Facilities  Act, 
1870,  Amendment  Act,  1873,  relating  to 
Burnley,  Cork,  Glasgow,  Paisley,  Weymouth, 
Wrexham,  and  Southport. 

xviii.  An  Act  to  confinn  certain  Orders  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  imder  The  Sea  Fishe- 
ries Act,  1868,  relating  to  Menai  Straits  and 
Paglesham. 

xix.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Or- 
ders of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to  the  Districts  of  Barmouth,  Ealing,  Holy- 
head, the  City  of  Lincoln,  Mileham,  Walton- 
on-the-Hill,  and  Waterloo- with-Seaiorth  and 
to  the  City  of  Oxford. 

XX.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  certain  Provisional 
Order  relating  to  Dimtocher  and  Dalmuir 
made  under  the  "Public  Health  (Scotland) 
Act,  1867." 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 

•  under  The  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities 
Act,  1870,  relating  to  Braintree  and  Booking 
Gas,  Brough  Elloughton  and  District  Gas, 
Chelmsford  Gas,  Dartford  Gas,  Guildford 
Gas,  Harwich  Gas,  Lofthouse  and  District 
Gas,  Retford  Gas,  Romford  Gas,  Sidmouth 
Gas,  Sutton-in-Ashficld  Gas,  High  Wycombe 
Water,  Maidstone  Water,  Inverness  Gas  and 
Water. 

lxxx^'iii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
imder  "  The  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863,"  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Tjocal  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  DiHtricts  of  Alverstoke,  Birkdale, 
Gravesend,  IlandsworthjNewington,  Norman- 
ton,  Preston,  Sittingboumc,  South  Homsey, 
South  Stockton,  and  Whitby. 


cUi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Or- 
ders of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to  the  Districts  of  Brecon,  Canterbury,  East 
Bamet  Valley,  East  Stonehouae,  Gorleaton, 
Hardingstone,  Kingston-upon-Hull,  liver- 
pool,  Ljrtham,  MertSyr  Tvdvil,  Portsmouth, 
Koad,  Shipley,  and  \^llesden. 

cliii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Or- 
ders made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
"The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,"  to 
enable  the  School  Boards  for  the  borough  of 
Brighton,  the  parish  of  Aberdare,  and  of  the 
united  school  district  of  Oaerhun,  Llanbedr-y* 
Cennin,  and  Dolgarrog  to  put  in  force  **  The 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845/'  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

clxxxii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  Fil- 
iating to  the  Districts  of  Bognor,  Brentford, 
Hitchin,  Leicester,  Mansfield,  Oxford,  ths 
Ware  Union,  and  Wrexham. 

clxxxiii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  The  Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating  to 
Birmingham,  London  Street  Tnunways,  New- 
bury and  Lambome,  Portsmouth  Street  Tram- 
ways, Wantage,  and  Wirral. 

clxxxiv.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
"The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,"  to 
enable  the  School  Board  for  London  to  put  in 
force  "  The  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act, 
1845,"  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

clxxxv.  An  Act  to  confirm,  with  Amendments, 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  imdcr  The  General  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Act,  1861,  relating  to  Bray,  Buckie 
(Cluny),Carlingford  Lough,  Cattewater,  Eye- 
mouth, Great  Yarmouth,  Kinsale,  Lybeter, 
Sando\^Ti,  Sidmouth,  Tees,  and  Yarmouth 
(Isle  of  Wight). 

clxxxvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
Ireland  relating  to  the  City  of  Dublin. 


LOCAL  ACTS. 


7^  Titles  to  which  the  Letter  P.  is  prefixed  are  Public  Acts 

of  a  Local  Character, 


^«  i.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Or- 
detB  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to  the  Districts  of  Aherystw^k-th,  Camnr\'0D, 
Hurst,  Nottingham,  Penzancx',  and  Tetbur>\ 
ii-  An  Act  for  making  Iwttcr  i»rovisi<in  for  the 
ptyment  of  Superannuation  and  other  Allow- 
ances in  the  Police  Force  of  the  City  of  Lon- 

don ;  and  for  other  piiri)0808. 

iii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Highland  Railway 

Company  to  raise  further  sumR  of  mon(>y. 
*'*'.  An   Act  to  (inablo  the  S<>uthumi)ton  Do<*k 

Company  to  raise  additional  ca^)ital. 
"^^  An  Act  to  authorijK;  the  de^^atlon  Jind  altera- 
tion of  tho  Newcnt  Kiiilway ;  and  for  other 
^purposes. 
"^  -   An  Act  to  enable  the  Potteries,  Shrewsbury, 
fUid  North  Wales  Kiiilway  ComjMiny  to  4'xti»nd 
t^cir  Railway  to  Trefonen,  and  to  constitute 
Hnch  Extension  liailway  a  sejHtnite   Undir- 
^  leaking ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
"^i ,  An  Act  to  confer  fuiihor  powers  upon  the 
Xlast  London  liailway  Company  with  respt.'ct 
"to  the  acquisition  of  Lands  and  the  raising  of 
^oney  ;  and  for  other  puri)o8i"s. 
^*ixi.  An   Act    for    conferring    fm-tlier    powers 
upon,  and  for  C(msoli(htting  tho  Acts  relating 
to,  the  General  Steam  Navigation  C'omiKiny. 
"*3c.  An  Act  to  amend,   vary,   and  exti'nd  the 
powers  of  the  Northern  Assursmee '  Company, 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto. 
^-.  An   Act  for   vesting    in    the    Metropolitan 
lk)ard  of  "Works  tlie  (Janlen  or  Inelosure  in 
Leicester  Sijuan^  in  tlie  eounty  of  ^Iiddh'S«fx, 
and  for  providing  for  tlie  nuinagt.'ment  thereof ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 
3^i.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Airdrie  (md  Coat- 
bridge Water  Comjumy  to  raise  additional 
capital ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
^iL  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  es- 
tablishing and  holding  Markets  and  Fairs, 
and  making  Approaelies  thereto,  in  the  bo- 
rough and  iKirish  of  Frome  in  the  county  of 
Komerset ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
siii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Amalgamiition  of 
tho  L'\'nn  and  Hunstanton  and  West  Norfolk 
Junction  Railway  Companies ;  and  for  other 
poiposes. 
xiy.  An  Act  for  authorising  tho  Consolidation 
of  tho  Two  Undertakings  of  the  Tcndring 
Hundred  Railwav  Company  and  their  resp<^e- 
tive  Capitals,  and  for  suspending  Legal  Pro- 
ceedings against  the  said  Company ;  for  con- 
verting the  Mortgage,  Bond,  find  other  Debts 
into  Debenture  Stock;    for   regulating    the 
Capital  of  tho  Company ;  and  for  other  pur- 


XV.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  comj>any  for  making 
the  Leeds,  Roundliay  Park,  and  Osmondthorpo 
Junction  Railway ;  and  for  other  puriK)ses. 

xvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Railway  Clearing 
Ccmnnittoc  to  purchase  land  by  compulsion, 
and  to  build  thereon  for  the  purposes  of  tho 
Clearing  System,  to  defray  the  expenses 
tlieii'of  as  jMirt  of  the  exjH'nses  of  the  Clear- 
ing System,  and  by  borrowing  money ;  and 
for  othtT  puqK)ses. 

P.  xvii.  An  Aet  for  confirming  certain  Pro^^- 
sional  ()rdei*s  made  by  the  I^ird  of  Trade 
under  Tho  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities 
Aet,  1870,  Ainendnient  Act,  1S73,  reliiting  to 
IJuniley,  Cork,  (Jlasgow,  Paisley,  Weymouth , 
Wrexham,  and  Soutln^ort. 

P,  xviii.  An  Aet  to  confirm  certain  Orders  made 
by  tlie  Jioard  of  Tnule  under  The  Sea  fishe- 
ries Aet,  1868,  it'lating  to  Menai  Straits  and 
Paglosham. 

P,  xix.  An  Aet  to  confirm  certiin  Provisional 
Oi-ders  of  the  l^)eal  (rovemment  Bojnxl  re- 
lating to  the  districts  of  I  Yarmouth,  Kaling, 
Holyhead,  the  City  of  Line«)lu,  Milehani, 
Walt* m-on-the-H ill,  and  Waterloo-with-Sea- 
forih,  and  to  tht;  ("ity  of  Oxfonl. 

P.  XX.  An  Aet  to  confirm  a  cei-Uiin  Provisional 
(.)rder  relating  to  Duntoeher  and  Dalmuir 
made  undt-r  the  •*l*ublic  Healtli  (Scotlami) 
Aet.  18(>7." 

xxi.  An  Aet  f<»r  conferring  enlarg<;d  born)wing 
])Owei-s  on  the  Joint  Committee  acting  undrT 
tlie  Kew  and  other  Bridges  Aet,  18(59,  and  for 
othei^wisc  amending  that  Act. 

xxii.  xVn  Actt  for  amending  '*  llie  Thames  Valley 
Di-ainage  Act,  1871,"  and  for  other  pm-poses. 

xxiii.  An  Aet  to  enable  the  Bristol  and  ExcUt 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  new  Branch 
Itiiilway  in  the  Coimty  of  Dpvon,  and  to  con- 
fer further  Powers  ujjon  the  Companv  with 
respect  to  their  Undertiiking  and  the  Under- 
taking of  the  ('uhn  Valley  l^ilway  Com- 
p;my,  and  upon  the  Bristol  and  Exeter  and 
Gn'iit  Western  Railway  Companies  with  re- 
8p«'Ct  to  the  Bristol  Harbour  Railway. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Gas 
Grantham  and  its  neighbourhood,  in  tho 
county  of  Lincoln. 

XXV.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Castleisland  Railway 
Comj)any  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  to  en- 
able tho  Grand  Jury  of  the  coimty  of  Kerry 
to  give  a  B;iroiual  (iiuirantee,  and  to  levy 
cesses  in  the  Barony  of  Trughenackmy  in  the 
wiid  county ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xx\i.  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  on  tho 
South  Devon  Rail^-ay  Company  with  refer- 
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ence  to  their  own  and  other  undertakings ;  to 
vest  in  them  and  in  the  Great  Western  and 
Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  Companies  the 
undertaking  of  the  Plymouth  Great  Western 
Dock  Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  l^Iidlind  Great 
Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Company  to 
make  additional  Branch  Railways ;  to  acquire 
additional  Lands ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xx\'iii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  General  Cemetery 
Company  of  Dublin  to  enlarge  their  Cemetery, 
to  raise  a  further  sum  of  money;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

xxix.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
parishes  of  Lymm  and  Oughtrington,  both  in 
the  coimty  of  Chester. 

XXX.  An  Act  for  varying  and  making  other  pro- 
vision as  to  certain  of  the  Rates  and  Dues 
leviable  by  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xxxi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  connecting  Line  and 
Jimction  between  their  Railway  and  the  North 
British  Railway  at  Wester  Dairy,  near  Edin- 
burgh, and  for  extending  to  certain  traffic, 
passing  via  that  Junction,  certain  powers, 
rights,  and  facilities  vested  in  the  said  Com- 
pany with  respect  to  the  North  British  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xxxii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Undertaking  of  the  Hammersmith  Extension 
Railway  Company  with  that  of  the  Metro- 
politan District  RJailway  Company. 

xxxiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Hartlepool  Gas 
and  Water  Company  to  construct  additional 
Waterworks. 

xxxiv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  ^fayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Leeds,  in 
the  West  Riding  of  i\n\  County  of  York,  to 
make  further  Pro^-ision  for  the  Su])ply  of 
Water ;  for  Protection  of  Water  Supply ;  to 
raise  additional  Money  for  Waterworks  piu*- 
poses ;  to  alter  existing  Rents  and  Charges 
for  Water ;  and  for  other  puri)osos. 

xxxv.  An  Act  for  einbanking  and  reclaiming 
c(^rtain  waste  or  slob  lands  near  to  Ardmillan, 
Stningford  Lough,  in  the  county  of  Down. 

XXX  W.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Peterborough 
Gas  Company  to  construct  now  works,  to 
ac^quiro  additional  lands  for  the  same ;  tmd 
for  other  purposes. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Fylde  Waterworks 
Company  to  make  additional  Works  ;  to 
anu.nd  the  Fyldi5  Waterworks  Act,  1861,  imd 
the  Fylde  Waterworks  Act,  1870;  to  increase 
the  Capital  of  the  Comj^jmy  ;  to  extend  and 
define  their  Limits  of  Supply ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

xxxviii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  T^iceds,  Castle- 
ford,  and  Pontefract  Jimction  Railway  Com- 
pany to  make  additional  Railways  and  to 
abandon  portions  of  their  authorised  Rail- 
ways ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  London  and  Black- 
wall  IJRailway  Company  to  enlarge  certain  of 
their  stations  ;  to  authorise  agret^mc^nts  with 
other  companies  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xl.  An  Act  for  making  further  i)rovision  for  the 
Improvement,  Maintenance,  and  Management 
of  the  Harbour  of  Wexford,  for  dissolving 
and  reconstituting  the  Wexford  Harbour 
Commissioners ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xli.  An  Act  for  the  widening  of  the  Exeter  and 


Crediton  Railway,  and  for  the  laying  down  of 
additional  lines  of  rails  upon  that  railway, 
and  the  connecting  of  them  with  tiie  Bristol 
and  Exeter  Railway;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

xlii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of  a« 
Bridge  across  the  Ousebum  Valley,  in  th*., 
township  of  Bykor,  at  Newcastle-upon-Tyn^ 

xliii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Great  Souther^ 
and  Western  Railway  Company  to  eonstnu^ 
Railways  at  Cork  and  Dublin  ;  to  acqai^ 
additional  Lands  for  the  purposes  of  th.,^ 
Undertaking;  to  widen  or  alter  certain  ^ 
their  Bridges ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xliv.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  Enniski^^ 
in  the  county  of  Fermanagh  with  Gas. 

xlv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  time  for  the  constc:::::;^ 
tion  by  the  North  IVIetropolitan  Trami 
ComjMiny  of  Works  within  the  dtyof 
don ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xlvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Local 
the  District  of  Fairfield  to  construct  W 
works  and  supply  Water ;   and  {qt  othc 
poses. 

xhdi.  An  Act  to   authorise  the  erection 
Ker  and  Works  at  Paignton  in  the  coi 
Devon ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

xlriii.  An  Act  to  oxtcna  the  time  for  the  q 
pletion  of  the  Letterkenny  Railway. 

xlix.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Londoizsc^ 
Port  and  Harbour  Conunissioners  to  CGtM^rtroa 
Quays  and  other  Works ;  for  conferring  ^, 
ditional  Powers  on  those  CommicsionerB ;  /or 
extending  the  enactments  relating  to  tbem; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

1.  An  Act  to  further  extend  the  time  for  tWe 
purchase  of  lands  and  for  the  construction  <^^ 
the  works  authorised  bv  the  Medwav  l^ocl* 
Act,  1866. 

Ji.  An  Act  to  grant  further  powers  to  the  Mrtr"^ 
politan  Railway   Company   with   respect 
their  surplus  land ;    and  for  other  purpo^^ 
relating  to  the  siime  Company. 

Hi.  An  Act  to   authorise  the   Construction 
Railways  between  Dover  and  Deal ;   and  f»- 
other  purposes. 

liii.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  the  coun^ 
of  Devon  to  l)o  called  the  Exe  Valley  Ra^ 
way  ;  and  for  other  i)urj)oses. 

liv.  An  Act  to   enable  the  l^ondon,   Briirhtot 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  to  tiiki*  ^ 
lea.so  the  Ilayling  Railways :   to   consolidi*- 
the  prcforoncc  sto(rks  in  their  capital ;  to  mn  Jt 
other  pro\'ision8  Avith  respect  to  th^ir  capiU    s 
and  for  other  purposes  vsith  relatitm  to  IM 
same  Company. 

Iv.  An  Act  for  making  a  railway  from  the  Mors 
(jheater,  'Sheffield,  and  liineolnshire  Raili*-^ 
at  Deepcar  to  Stocksbridge;  and  for  otF- 
purpos(;s. 

Ivi.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers 
the  Teign  Valley  Railway  Company  in  ru^ 
tion  to  their  T^ndertaking. 

hni.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Wrexham  Wa^-* 
works  Company  to  make  new  Reserv'oirs 
extend  their  limits  of  supply ;   to  raise 
money ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

Iviii.  An  Act  for  making  further  provisioi 
the  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  the  Albert 
Assurance  Company  by  Arbitration ; 
other  purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating 
East  and  West  India  Dock  Comj^any. 
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t  far  better  lighting  with  Gas  the  dis- 
iiliflmeiitary  Dorough,  and  town  of 
',  and  the  neighbourhood  thereof. 
joi  to  confer  further  powers  on  the 
Olaagow  Union  Railway  Company; 
other  purposes. 

Lct  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
tion  of  the  Borough  of  Leicester  for 
ention  of  Floods  within  the  borough ; 
other  purposes. 

/Let  to  enable  the  Manchester  South 
Railway  Company  to  abandon  por- 
their  authorised  undertaking,  and  to 
i  new  Railways ;  and  for  other  pur- 
Act  to  authorise  the  Aberdare  and 
an  Gas  Company  to  purchase  the 
king  of  the  Aberdare  Gas  Company, 
raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other 
1. 

.ot  for  granting  further  powers  to  the 
Waterworks  Company. 
Act  to  extend  the  borough  of  Hytho 
oonnty  of  Kent,  and  to  enable  the 
Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  thereof  to 
3t  new  waterworks,  streets,  and  sewers ; 
make  further  provisions  for  the  drain- 
l  improvement  of  the  borough;  and 
r  purposes. 

Act  for  authorising  the  construction 
ks  and  other  Works  upon  or  near 
ston  Pill  at  Milf  ord,  in  the  county  of 
ke ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
Act  to  extend  the  time  for  the  widen- 
improvement  of  the  North  Bridge  by 
poration  of  Edinburgh  under  an  agree- 
nfirmed  by  the  Edinburgh  Tramways 
!71,  and  to  authorise  the  Edinburgh 
framways  Company  to  relinquish  the 
:tion  of  certain  of  their  authorised 
tys ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
Act  for  conferring  powers  upon  the 
sioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury, 
making  other  provisions  with  respect 
loney  deposited  in  respect  to  the  ap- 
Q  to  Parliament  for  **The  Dubhn 
)Iitan  Junction  Railways  Act,  1865.'* 
let  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
eath  and  Brandon  Drainage,  and  to 
le  the  Commissioners  to  raise  more 
i  and  for  other  purposes. 
Act  for  empowering  the  Local  Boards 
Districts  of  Westleigh,  Pennington, 
dford,  all  in  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
9  and  supply  Gas,  and  for  carrying 
act  an  agreement  between  them  and 
l^h  District  Qbs  Company  for  the  joint 
e  by  them  of  that  Company's  under- 
and  for  other  purposes. 
Act  to  authorise  the  Plymouth,  Stone- 
md  Devonport  Tramways  Company  to 
ot  additional  Tramways  in  the  parish 
ke    Damerel ;     and    for   other    pur- 

i  Act  to  enable  the  Belfast  and  North- 
tmties  Railway  Company  to  purchase 
lal  lands ;  and  for  oUier  purposes. 
.  Act  for  conferring  further  powers  on 
at  Western  Railway  Company  in  rela- 
iheir  own  undertaking  and  the  under- 
of  other  Companies;  and  for  other 
«. 

Act  to  repeal  certain  provinons  of  the 
ilating  to  the  North  London  Railway 
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Company,  and  to  confer  yarious  additional 
powers  upon  that  Company;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  authorising  the  Whitby,  Redcar, 
and  Middlesborough  Union  Railway  Company 
to  raise  additional  Capital. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  for  conferring  powers  upon  the 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasurj*, 
and  for  making  provision  with  respect  to  the 
Exchequer  Bills  deposited  in  reference  to  the 
application  to  Parliament  for  "The  Dublin 
Trunk  Connecting  Railway  (Deviation,  &c.) 
Act,  1865." 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Local  Board 
for  the  District  of  Padiham  and  Hapten  in 
the  county  of  Lancaster  to  acquire  the  Under- 
taking of  the  Padiham  Waterworks  Company, 
and  to  supply  Water  within  that  Company's 
limits  of  supply ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

Ixxix.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the 
Alexandra  Park  Railway. 

Ixxx.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Usk  and  Towy 
Railway  Cdmpany  to  divert  portions  of  their 
authorised  Line ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers 
on  the  Somerset  and  Dorset  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Ixxxii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of 
now  Thoroughfares  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Cadogan  and  Hans  Place  ia  the  Metropolis, 
and  certain  improvements  in  connexion  uiere- 
with. 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  to  confer  additional  powers  on 
the  Glasgow  and  South-western  Railway 
Company  for  the  construction  of  Works  and 
the  acquisition  of  Lands ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses connected  with  their  undertaking. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers 
on  the  London  Central  Railway  Company  in 
relation  to  their  undertaking ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  to  improve,  extend,  establish, 
and  regulate  Markets  and  Market  Places  and 
the  Slaughterhouses  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh ; 
to  alter  rates  and  customs ;  and  to  provide  for 
the  extinction  of  the  city  debt ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  a  Subway  under  the  River  Thames 
from  North  Woolwich  to  South  Woolwich. 

p.  Ixxxvii.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  B<Mmi  of  Trade 
under  The  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilitiea 
Act,  1870,  relating  to  Braintree  and  Becking 
Gas,  Brough  Elloughton  and  District  Gas, 
Chelmsford  Gas,  Dartford  Gas,  Guildford 
Gas,  Harwich  Gas,  Lofthouse  and  District 
Gas,  Retford  G«s,  Romford  Gas,  Sidmouth 
Qs8,  Sutton-in-Ashfield  Gas,  High  Wycombe 
Water,  Maidstone  Water,  Invemess  Gas  and 
Water. 

p.  Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional 
Order  under  "  The  Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863,"  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

P.  Ixxxix.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  the  Districts  of  Alverstoke,  Birk- 
dale,  Gravesend,  Handsworth,  Newington, 
Normanton,  Preston,  Sittinffboume,  Smth 
Homsey,  South  Stockton,  and  Whitby. 

xc.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Alexandra  (New- 
port) Dock  Company  to  raise  further  moneys, 
and  to  lease  their  undertaking. 

3^ 
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xci.  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  Henry  Bernoulli  Barlow 
for  Improvements  in  Embroidering  Ma- 
chines. 

xcii.  An  Aet  to  authorise  the  Birmingham  and 
Lichfield  Junction  Railway  Company  to  divert 
part  of  their  authorised  Railway;  and  for 
purposes. 

xciii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of  a 
Branch  Railway  from  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  to  Brewood  in  the  county  of 
Stafford;  and  for  other  purposes  connected 
with  such  Branch  Railway. 

xciv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian  and 
the  Glasgow  and  South-western  Railway 
Companies  to  execute  certain  Works  and  ac- 
quire certain  Lands  in  the  counties  of  Ren- 
frew and  Lanark,  in  connexion  with  their 
Glasgow  and  Paisley  and  Glasgow  and  Kil- 
marnock Joint  Lines  and  Branches  thereof; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

xcv.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  to  make  deviations  and 
alterations  in  parts  of  their  authorised  Rail- 
way in  the  coimties  of  Nottingham  and 
Leicester,  and  in  the  west  riding  of  the  county 
of  York. 

xcvi.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Lee  Con- 
servancy Board  to  execute  further  Works  for 
the  improvement  of  their  navigation ;  and  for 
amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Lee ;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

xcvii.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  construct  a  new  road  near 
Finsbury  Park ;  for  making  better  provision 
for  the  Sewerage  of  the  District  of  the  South 
Uomsoy  Local  Board ;  for  amending  the  pro- 
visions relating  to  the  Nowington  Butts  Im- 
provement ;  for  authorising  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  pay  expenses  incurred  in 
respect  of  Thank8gi\'ing  Day :  and  for  other 
purposes. 

xcviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Monmouthshire 
Railway  and  Canal  Company  to  make  now 
lines  of  Railway,  and  to  confer  on  them 
further  powers  with  reference  to  their  under- 
taking. 

xcix.  Ajd  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the 
Waterford  and  Wexford  Railway  Company ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

c.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Corporation  of  Neath 
to  acquire  the  imdertaking  of  the  Neath  New 
Gas  Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

ci.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Local  Board  for 
the  District  of  Horbury  in  the  west  riding  of 
the  coimty  of  York  to  make  Waterworks,  and 
to  supply  Water,  and  to  make  Sewerage 
Works ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cii.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  powers  on  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company ; 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  that  Com- 
pany and  to  the  London  and  North-western 
Railway  Company. 

ciii.  An  Act  to  confer  upon  the  South-eastern 
Railway  Company  further  powers  with  re- 
ference to  their  own  undertakings  and  those 
of  other  Companies ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

civ.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Swansea  Harbour 
Trustees  to  construct  additional  Docks,  Rail- 
ways, and  other  Works ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

cv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  North-eastern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  Railways  in 


the  counties  of  York  and  Durham,  anc 
near  York ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Abandoon 
the  Harrow,  Edgware,  and  London  Ba 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cvii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Shipley  Wate 
and  Police  Act,  1854;  and  to  make  i 
provision  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Board  District  of  Shipley  in  the  west 
of  the  county  of  York;  and  for  othe 
^oses. 

cviii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  boundaries 
Municipal  Borough  of  Middlesbrough 
north  riding  of  5ie  coimty  of  York ;  1 
chase  a  private  road ;  to  raise  further  m 
to  alter,  amend,  and  ia  part  repeal  the 
ing  Acts  relating  to  the  Borough  an 
trict ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  time  for  the  pr 
of  Lands  for,  and  for  the  consbnction 
North  Briti£^,  Arbroath,  and  Montroe* 
way. 

ex.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Callander  ant 
Railway  Company  to  complete  their  R 
to  Oban ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxi.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Limits 
City  and  County  of  the  City  of  Gloa< 
and  for  empowering  the  IMayor,  Aid 
and  Citizens  of  the  City  to  improve  th 
Quay,  and  the  Cattle  Market ;  and  f oi 
purposes. 

cxii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  th< 
Southern  of  India  and  Camatic  Railway 
panics,  and  for  enabling  the  amalgx 
Company  to  make  Agreements  with  t 
crettuy  of  State  in  Council  of  India ;  a 
other  purposes.  ' 

cxiii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  provisions 
Awards  made  imder  "  The  London,  Chi 
and  Dover  Railway  (Arbitration)  Act, 
affecting  the  Crj'stal  Palace  and  South  I 
Junction  Railway  Company  and  the  I 
oaks,  Maidstone,  and  Timbridge  R 
Company  as  to  the  working  iind  maint 
of  certain  Railways  of  those  Compan 
spectively ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxiv.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  London,  Ch; 
and  Dover  Railway  Company  to  make  i 
Line  of  Railway  at  Beckenham ;  and  foi 
purposes. 

ex  v.  An  Act  to  authorise  certain  Arrange 
concerning  the  capital  of  the  South 
Mineral  Railway ,  Company ;   and  for 
purposes. 

cx\'i.  An  Act  to  confer  on  the  Commission 
imp^o^^ng  the  Ports  and  Harbours  of  \ 
ford  and  New  Ross  respectively,  add 
powers;  to  alter  existing  and  impos 
Rates ;  to  facilitate  the  completion  of  i 
rised  Works,  and  the  borrowing  of  f 
Moneys ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cx\'ii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construct 
Railways  in  Lancashire,  to  be  caUe 
Wigan  Junction  Railways. 

cxviii.  An  Act  for  conferring  on  the  Ti 
and  others  claiming  under  the  Will  of  tl 
Marquess  of  Bute  power  to  extend  their 
and  Railways  at  Cardiff ;  and  for  othe 
poses. 

cxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  1 
ley  in  the  county  of  Kent  to  the  Grove 
Station  of  the  South-eastern  Railway 
for  other  purposes. 
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An  Act  for  vesting  the  Harbour  of  Abery- 
etwythy  in  the  Corporation  of  Abcr}'stwyth, 
and  to  enable  them  to  maintain  the  samo ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

An  Act  for  empowering  the  Mayor,  Alder- 
men, and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Chep- 
ping  Wycombe  otherwise  High  Wycombe,  m 
the  county  of  Buckingham,  to  make  a  new 
Street ;  and  for  amending  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  Borough ;  and  for  otiicr  purposes. 

cauiL  An  Act  to  authorise  the  abandonment  of 
the  Railway  authorised  by  "The  Crj-stal 
Palace  and  South  London  Junction  Railway 
Act,  1864." 

czxiii.  An  Act  for  transferring  to  the  Skipton 
Local  Board  of  Health  the  undertaking  of  the 
Skipton  Water  Compiny,  and  for  empowering 
the  Local  Board  to  supply  Water  within  the 
limits  of  supply  of  the  Company ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

cxxiv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Corj^oration 
of  Wigan  to  make  Sewcrago  Works  for  utili- 
lation  or  treatment  of  st'wagi? ;  and  to  make 
new  Streets  and  improvements  of  jStnxits ;  and 
to  acquire  the  imdei-taking  of  the  Wigan  Gas 
Company  ;  and  for  other  purjioses. 
czxv.  An  Act  for  the  transfer  to  tlie  Mavor, 
Aldermen,  and  Burgt'ssi'S  of  tlio  Borough  of 
Belfast  of  the  imdertaking  of  the  Belfast  Gas- 
light Company ;  and  for  other  puri)oses. 
czxvi.  An  Act  for  (enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintiiin  cer- 
tain new  works,  and  cerUiin  deviatioiLS  of 
authorised  and  existing  works ;  and  to  acquire 
certain  lands  in  the  counties  of  Lanark,  Forfar, 
I*orth,  and  CumberLmd ;  for  vesting  in  thom 
the  undertaking  of  th«  Busby  Itailway  Com- 
pany ;  for  dissolving,  that  Conq)any ;  and  for 
other  puriKMH's. 
cxxviL  An  Act  for  nuiking  a  Railway  from  Coal- 
ville to  Loughborough  in  the  county  of 
Leicester,  to  ho  callt^d  the  **  Cliamwood  Forest 
Railway  ; "  and  for  othtT  purposes. 

cxx^iii.  An  Act  for  autliorising  the  Groat 
Easti^m  liailway  Company  to  nuike  rtiilways 
to  Alexandra  I*ark  and  in  the  parish  of  C-hing- 
ford ;  and  to  make  a  Quay  in  the  River  Stour 
and  Railways  connei'ting  it  witli  their  Har- 
wich Branch ;  and  to  make  various  improve- 
ments of  their  Railways  and  Works :  and  to 
abandon  a  certain  liailway ;  and  for  confer- 
ring on  them  further  powers  in  relation  to 
their  undertaking  and  tlie  undert^ikings  of 
certain  other  Companies ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 
cxxix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  North-eastern 
and  London  and  North-western  Rail^ny  Com- 
panies to  extend  and  enlarge  tht;  Leeds  New 
Kailway  Station  and  to  make  an  Approach 
thereto ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
cxxx.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  London  and 
North-western  liailway  Company  to  construct 
new  Bailwam  and  acquire  additional  Lands 
in  the  counties  of  Glamorgan,  Brecon,  Mon- 
mouth, Merioneth,  and  Carmarthen ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

^xxxL  Ajl  Act  to  vest  the  Undertaking  of  the 
South  Yorkshire  Railway  and  River  Dun 
Company  in  the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and 
liincolndiire  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  for  au&orising  the  Manchester, 


Sheffield  and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company 
to  make  new  Branch  Railways  and  other 


Works ;  for  vesting  in  thom  the  undertakings 
of  the  Macclesfield,  Knutsford,  and  Warring- 
ton Railway  Company  and  the  Widnes  Rail- 
way Company ;  for  cx)nf erring  upon  them  ad- 
ditional powers ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxxxiii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Midland  and 
North-eastern  Railway  Companies  to  make  a 
Railway  from  tho  Midland  Railway  near 
Swinton  to  the  North-eastern  Railway  near 
Knottingley ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  powers 
on  the  North-eastern  Railway  Company  for 
the  constru(.'tion  of  Works,  and  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  Jjaiids ;  and  for  other  purposes  con- 
nected ^lath  thtiir  Undertaking. 

cxxxv.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  th(^  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  Alliance  and  Dublin  ('onsumers 
Gas  Comjmny,  and  make  further  provisi(m 
with  resiH'ct  to  the  quality  and  j)rice  of  Gas 
within  the  Company's  district ;  to  confer  on 
the  Company  additional  powers  as  to  Money, 
as  to  Steam  Vessels,  and  othe^\^'ise ;  and  for 
other  puii>o}i!t\ 

cxxxvi.  An  Aet  for  transferring  to  the  ]May()r, 
AMomien,  and  Burgess(»s  of  the  Bon^ugh  of 
Nottingham  tho  Undertaking  of  the  Notting- 
ham Craslight  ami  Coke  Company. 

cxxxvii.  An  Aet  for  p^-Jinting  further  jwwers  to 
the  Nottinp^hiun  Waterworks  Company. 

cxxxviii.  An  Act  for  authorising  tho  making  of 
new  Streets  and  improvements  of  Streets,  and 
the  laj-ing  do\iTi  of  Tmmways  in  and  near 
Swansea  ;  and  for  other  puqMJses. 

cxxxix.  An  Aet  for  enabling  the  River  Wear 
Commissioners  to  make  a  s(»riofe  of  short  branch 
lines  of  Railway  leading  to  their  Do<?ks ;  and 
for  amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the  (Jom- 
missionei-s  :  and  for  other  i)uri>oses. 

cxl.  An  Aet  to  authorise  the  construction  of 
Tramways  from  Bray  to  Eimiskerry  in  tho 
county  of  Wieklow  ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

cxli.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of 
branch  railways  and  other  works,  and  the  ac- 
(luisition  of  additional  lands  in  (ronn«?xion 
with  the  ( 'omwall  and  West  Cornwall  Rail- 
ways ;  and  for  other  puri)os(N. 

cxlii.  An  A(rt  to  amend  **  Tlie  Dublin  Corjwra- 
tion  Waterworks  Act,  1861;"  and  for  other 
purpos(^s. 

cxliii.  An  Act  to  authorial  the  Ijondon  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  enlarge 
and  improve  their  Waterloo  Terminus ;  to 
widen  their  main  line  of  R:iilwav  in  Battersea ; 
to  execute  other  Works  and  to  purchase  addi- 
tional lands;  and  to  raise  further  Moneys; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cxliv.  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Ystrad  Gas  and 
Water  Act,  1868,"  and  "The  Ystrad  Gas  and 
Water  Order,  1872,"  so  far  as  the  same  relate 
to  Gas. 

cxlv.  An  Act  for  enlarging  and  impro\'ing  the 
Port  and  Harbour  of  Neath,  and  making  cer- 
tain l^ilways.  Road  Approaches,  and  other 
Works  in  connexion  therewith ;  and  for  other 
puri)Oses. 

cxlvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of  * 
a  Railway  in  tho  county  of  Cumberland,  from 
Ro^Tah,  on  the  Whitehaven,  Cleator,  and 
Egremont  Railway,  to  Kelton  Fell;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

cxl^-ii.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  fiftieth 
year  of   the  reign  of    His   Majesty   I^g 
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Greorge  the  Third,  intituled  "An  Act  for 
better  regulating  the  Statute  Labour  in  the 
county  of  Forfar ;  "  to  make  better  provision 
for  the  management,  maintenance,  repair,  and 
improvement  of  the  Roada  in  the  county  of 
Forfar ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxlviii.  An  Act  for  malang  Railways  to  Both- 
well  and  Hamilton,  and  other  places  in  the 
county  of  Lanark ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxlix.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Metropolitan  and 
the  Metropolitan  and  Saint  John's  Wood 
Railway  Companies  to  construct  a  Railway 
from  Kingsbury  to  Harrow;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cl.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Middle  Level 
Commissioners  to  make  a  new  Outfall  Sluice, 
and  for  conferring  further  Powers  on  the 
Commissioners,  and  for  amending  the  Acts 
relating  to  them ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cli.  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  on  the 
Belfast  Water  Commissioners ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

P.  clii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
lating to  the  Districts  of  Brecon,  Canterbury, 
East  Bamet  Valley,  East  Stonohouse,  Gorle- 
ston,  Hardingstono,  Kingston  -  upon  -  Hull, 
Liverpool,  Lytham,  Merthyr  Tydvil,  Ports- 
mouth, Road,  Shipley,  and  Willesden. 

p.  cliii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Education  Department 
under  "The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870," 
to  enable  the  School  Boards  for  the  borough 
of  Brighton,  the  parish  of  Aberdare,  and  of 
the  united  school  district  of  Caerhun,  Llan- 
bedr-y-Cennin,  and  Dolgarrog  to  put  in  force 
"  The  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845," 
and  the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

cliv.  An  Act  to  em])ower  the  Local  Board  for 
the  district  of  the  town  and  hamlet  of  Ulver- 
fiton,  in  the  county  of  Lancaster,  to  acquire 
the  Undertakings  of  the  Ulverston  Gas  Com- 
pany and  of  the  Ulverston  Water  Company  ; 
and  for  other  pur|)080s. 

civ.  An  Act  for  onaliling  the  Devon  and  Somer- 
set Railway  Company  to  take  Lands ;  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  j)urpo808. 

clvi.  An  Act  to  provide  an  additional  supply  of 
Water  for  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  the  town 
and  port  of  Leith,  and  town  of  Portobello, 
and  districts  and  places  adjacent,  from  Moor- 
foot,  including  the  River  South  Esk  and 
Twceddale  Bum  and  Portmore  Loch,  and  by 
additional  Storage  in  Glencorse  Valley ;  to 
make  further  Regulations  for  prevention  of 
Waste ;  to  further  suspend  the  period  for 
constant  Service ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clvii.  An  Act  to  autliorise  the  Great  Northern 
and  London  and  North-western  Railway  Com- 
panies to  construct  Railways  between  Market 
Harborough  and  Nottingham  ;  to  vest  in  the 
two  (Jompanics  certain  authorised  Railways 
in  Nottinghamshire  and  Leicestershire  ;  to 
pro^'ide  for  the  use  by  each  of  the  two  Com- 
panies of  portions  of  their  respective  Under- 
takings ;  Jind  for  other  purposes. 

clviii.  An  Act  to  grant  further  powers  to  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company  with  rela- 
tion to  their  Undertaking;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

dix.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  powers 
on  the  London  and  North-western  Railway 
Company  in  relation  to  their  own  Undertak- 
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ing  and  the  UndertaMngs  of  other  Companic:^ 
in  England  and  Ireland;  and  for  other  po^::::. 
poses. 

clx.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  powes 
on  the  Midland  Railway  Company  for  C 
construction  of  Works;    for  the  raising 
Capital ;  f  oi*  the  Consolidation  of  their  ^ic^ 
and  Stocks ;  and  for  other  purposes  in 
tion  to  their  own  Undertaking  and  the  U 
takings  of  other  Companies. 

clxi.  An  Act  for  authorising  a  Sale  and  _ 

of  parts  of  the  Undertaking  of  the  Do~  r— 
and  Cornwall  Railway  Company  to  the  L 
don  and  South-western  Railway  Compa*. 
and  for  other  purposes. 

clxii.  An  Act  to  lease  the  Hereford,  Hay, 
Brecon  Railway  to  the  Midland  Railway 
pany ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxiii.  'An  Act  to  authorise  the  Sntton  Har 
Improvement  Company  to  convert  part  oL.  .^ 
Harbour  of  Sutton  Pool  into  a  Dock ;  an»^  _, 
other  purposes. 

clxiv.  All  Act  for  the  better  supplying  ^ 

Water  the  parliamentary  burgh  of  Cupi 
places  adjacent ;  and  for  other  purpoees. 

clxv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Dundee  "V 

Commissioners  to  execute  a  deviation  i ^ 

authorised  aqueduct,  conduit,  or  line  of  Y^ipet 
from  Lintrathen  to  Dundee,  and  to  mt^ke  a. 
new  Reservoir  and  other  Works;  an<?  for 
other  purposes. 

clxvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Blyth  and  Trn  « 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Warkwort"*^ 
Extension  Railway  to  the  Amble  Branch  -*^ 
the  North-eastern  Railway;   and  for  oth 
purposes. 

clxvii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  boundm  _ 
the  township  of   Kingstown ;    and  for  oth(^^ 
purposes. 

clx\'iii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  c*:^- 
an  Embankment  in  Morecamb(*  Bay  in  th  -^ 
coimty  of  Lancaster ;  and  for  other  purposct*^** 

cLxix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Cheshire  Lin*-  -^ 
Committee  to  constnict  certain  Branch  Lin^n   -• 
for  conferring  further  j^owers  on  the  Commit   J 
tee  and  upon  the  three  Companies  represcnt^K:^" 
on  that  Committee  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxx.  An  Act  to  lease  the  Swansea  Vale  Rail  ways 
to  the  Midland  Railway  Compjiny;  and  for^ 
other  purposes. 

clxxi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Nettlebridg*":: 
Valley  liailway  Company ;  and  for  other  pur-^ 
poses. 

clxxii.  An  Act  to  change  the  name  of  the  Dun^ 

,  manway  and  Skibbereen  Railway  Compan  - 
and  to  confer  uj)on  them  further  powers :  t-i 
enable  the  Cork  and  Bandon  Railway  Con*' 
pany  to  subscribe  towards  that  Cornpany^ — 
Undertaking,  and  to  raise  further  monoy  f«*= 
that  purj)ose  and  for  the  purpose  of  their  ow:  - 
Undertaking ;  to  authorise  working  and  othr-^ 
agreements  between  the  Company  and  certai  "- 
other  Railway  Companies ;  and  for  other  pu]^" 
poses. 

clxxiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  foi 
making  a  Railway  from  the  Shrewsbury  ai»</ 
Hereford  Railway  at  Leominster  to  join  the 
Worcester,  Bromyard,  and  Leominster  Rail- 
way at  Bromyard ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxxiv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Portadown,  Dungannon,  and  Omagh  Junction 
Railway,  near  the  town  of  Dungannon,  in 
the  county  of  Tyrone,  to  the  Belfast  and 
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nrihem  Counties   Ilailway,  near  the 
Gookstown,  in  the  same  county ;  and 
tr  purposes. 

lAct  for  extending  the  time  for  the 
3tion  of  the  authorised  works  of  the 
Port  and  Channel  Dock  Company. 
Q  Act  to  extend  the  time  granted  to 
ry  Port  and  Gwendreath  Valley  Rail- 
anpany  for  the  completion  of  certain' 
rs. 

ji  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  of  the  seventh 
the  reig^  of  King  Greorge  the  Third, 
1  "  An  Act  for  the  more  effectual  re- 
widening,  and  rendering  commodious 
hways  within  the  parish  of  Ealing,  in 
itv  of  Middlesex,  and  for  lighting  the 
1 6ld  Brentford,  within  the  said  parish, 

0  turning  towards  Kew  Bridge  to  a 
ailed  *  The  Half  Acre,'  "  and  to  make 
nd  better  provisions  instead  thereof 
meet  to  the  Highways  in  the  parish  of 
in  the  county  of  Middlesex. 

Vn  Act  to  authorise  the  Falmouth 
Zkympany  to  complete  parts  of  their 
iking;  to  make  and  maintain  addi- 
urorks,  and  to  raise  further  moneys ; 
other  purposes. 

Q  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  in 
U  of  Railways  to  be  called  The  Fal 
EUilway ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Act  to  authorise  an  extension  of  time 
lersey  Railway  Company  for  purchas- 
l  and  completing  their  Railway ;  and 
T  purposes. 

Q  Act  for  vesting  in  the  Gloucester 
keley  Canal  Company  the  Undertaking 
!!)ompany  of  Proprietors  of  the  Wor- 
ind  Birmingham  Canal  Navigation ; 
other  purposes. 

,.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Pro\-i- 
hrders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  the  districts  of  Bognor,  Brentford,  | 
,  Leicester,  I^Iansfiold,  Oxford,  the 
Fnion,  and  "Wrexham. 
i.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Pro- 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
lie  Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating  to 
^ham,  London  Street  Tramways,  New- 
el Lamborne,  Portsmouth  Street  Tram- 
vantage,  and  Wirral. 
iT.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional 
nade  by  the  Education  Department 
**  The  Elementarj'  Education  Act, 
»  enable  the  School  Board  for  London 
a  force  "  The  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
^ct,  1845,"  and  the  Acts  amending  the 

.  An  Act  to  confirm,  with  Amend- 
cerfain  Provisional  Orders  made  by 
rd  of  Trade  under  The  General  Pier 
irbour  Act,  1861,  relating  to  Bray, 
(Cluny),  CarlingJFord  Lough,  Catte- 
Syemouth,  Great  Yarmouth,  Kinsale, 
',  Sandown,  Sidmouth,  Tees,  and  Yar- 
[Ifile  of  Wight). 
i.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional 
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Order  made  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  Ireland  relating  to  the  City  of  Dublin. 

clxxxvii.  An  Act  for  incorporatiag  the  Harrow 
and  Rickmansworth  Railway  Company,  and 
authorising  them  to  make  and  mamtain  the 
Harrow  and  Rickmansworth  Railway;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

clxxxviii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Saint 
Austell  and  Pentewan  Railway,  Harbour,  and 
Dock  Company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

clxxxix.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Temple 
Mineral  Railway  Company,  and  authorismg 
them  to  make  and  maintain  the  Temple  3Iine- 
ral  Railway;  and  for  authorising  arrange- 
ments between  them  and  other  Railway 
Companies ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxc.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  mak- 
ing a  Railway  from  the  Kington  and  Eardisley 
Railway  at  New  Radnor,  to  join  the  Mid- 
Wales  Railway  at  Rhayader;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cxci.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Bodmin  and 
Wadebridge  Railway  Company  to  exercise 
the  powers  of  altering  and  improving  the 
Bodmin  and  Wadebridge  Railway  contoined 
in  "  The  Bodmin  and  Wadebridge  and  Dela- 
bole  Railway  Act,  1873 ;  *'  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

cxcii.  An  Act  for  nesting  the  Undertaking  of 
the  Blyth  and  Tj-ne  Railway  Company  in  the 
North-eastern  Railway  Company. 

cxciii.  An  .^ct  to  authorise  the  Wakefield  Water- 
works Company  to  raise  more  Money;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

cxciv.  An  Act  for  defining  and  extending  the 
powers  of  the  Corporation  of  Nottingham  in 
relation  to  the  Management  of  Streets  in  the 
Borough,  and  to  Sewerage,  and  to  Markets 
and  Fairs,  and  to  Police  and  other  matters  of 
Local   Government ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxcv.  An  Act  for  making  an  Embankment  and 
Ijanding  Quays  at  Brading  Harbour,  and  a 
Railway  in  connexion  therewith  ;  and  for 
other  purposes. 

cxcW.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Southern  Rail- 
way Company  to  raise  further  Capital;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

cxc\'ii.  An  Act  for  the  making  of  a  Railway 
from  the  Ix>ndon  and  South-western  Railway 
near  the  Fareham  Station  to  Hill  Head  Har- 
bour in  the  jyarish  of  Titchfield  in  the  coimty 
of  Southampton ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

cxcviii.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  East  and 
West  Junction  Railway  Company  to  raise 
further  Money  by  Debenture  Stoick,  with  a 
special  preference  or  priority  attached  thereto ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cxcix.  An  Act  for  the  making  of  Railways  for 
completing  the  Metropolit^  Inner  Circle, 
and  for  the  Construction  and  Improvement  of 
Streets  in  the  City  of  London ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 

cc.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  construction  of 
Railways  in  the  county  of  Antrim  to  connect 
the  Port  of  Lame  with  the  Town  of  Bally- 
mena;  and  for  other  purposes. 
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When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus  *,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech 
is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authorised  Report. 

When  in  the  Index  a  f  is  prefixed  to  a  Name  or  an  Office  (the  Member  having  accepted  or 
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BEBDABE,  Lord 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),   IR.  [219] 

886 
Endowed  Schools — Gelligaer,  Address  to  the 

Qneen,  [218]  1919.  1920 
BCtories  (Health  of  Women,  die),  2R.r22o] 

1339 ;   Comm.  cL  10,  1617,  1619 ;  el.  12, 

Ameodt.  1620, 1621 
Btozioating  Liquors,  2R.  [220]  683,  689,  690  ; 

Comm.  add.  el.  1188,  1191 ;  el.  3,  Amendt. 

1193,  1197 ;   el.  13,  1212  ;   el.   14,  1214  ; 

cl  32, 1215 
ieeBsing  Act  (1872),  Address  for  Eleturns, 

[ISO]  293 
*«noiialion,  2R.  [220]  1340 
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Aberdeen,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [219]  386 
Conjugal  Rights  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [220]  863 
Railways,  Motion  for  a  Return,   [218]  264, 

266 

Aeheen — See  Atehin 

AcLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devoruhirs,  If. ! 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

[221]  447,  462  ;  el.  4,  603  ;  add.  el.  648 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  7,  [221] 

241 ;  el.  8,  269,  263 
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Adam,  Right  Hon.  W.  P.,  Claekmannanj 
Sfc, 

Metropolis — Hyde  Park  Corner.  [218]  348 
Shelter  for  Riders  in  Hyde  Park,   [219] 
1155 
Metropolitan  Improvements — GrosTonor  Places 
[219]  1154 

Adderley,    Right    Hon.     Sir    0.    B. 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Staffordshire,  JV. 
Agricultural  Statistics,  [218]  1411 
Board  of  Trade   Arbitrations,  Inquiries,   Ac. 

Comm.  add.  el.  [219]  454,  455 
Board  of  'IVade— Misoellanpous  Questions 
Liffhthouse  for  Cardigan  Ray,  [221]  758 
Marine  Department,  [218]  1692 
Railway  Department — Captain  Tyler,  [218] 

1842 
Railway  Inspectors — Captain   Tyler,  [219] 
331 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [218]  1676 
Dover  Harbour,  [218]  1095 
Foreshores  (Ireland) — Returns,  [219]  621 
Mercantile  Marine — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Lifeboat  for  Dungeness,  [221]  1334 
Ocean  Highways,  [218]  335  ;  [221]  1151 
Passtnger  Ships,  [218]  1839 
Pilgrims,  Casualty  to,  [218]  346 
Steering  and  Sailing  Rules,  [219]  619 
Wrtjck  Register,  1873,  [220]  222 
Merchant      Shipping     Act   —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Compulsory  Pilotage,  [218]  1178 
"Ellen   ConsUnce"  and  ••  Vittoria,"  The, 

[218]  711 
"Kion    Prini."    Stranding   of  the,  :[2i8] 

712 
Masters   of    Pleasure    Yachts,  [219]    853, 

854 
Shipwreck,  Saving  Life  from — Mr.  Rogers' 

Plan, [218]  1410 
"Tacna,"  Loss  of,  [220]  1348 
*'  Thistle,"  Loss  of  the,  [221]  628 
Unsca worthy  Ve^gels,  [218]  495  ; — "  Parga" 
and  "  Western  Ocean,"  [220]  1083,  1221 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  375 
Merchant    Ships  (Measurement  of   Tonnage), 

2R.  [219]  1220,  1224  ;  Comm.  [221]  549 
Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [218]  753 
Railway    Accidents,  [218]    710  ; — Reports  of 

InspectorH,  209 
Railway    Accidents  — Royal  Commission,    Res. 

[218J  1881 
Railway  Servants — Accidents  to,  [218]  714 
Railways — Lamps  in  Railway  Carriages,  [218] 

1495 
Registration    of   Trade    Marks  —  Legislation, 

[2?9]701 
Scotch  Fishery  Board — Herring  Barrels,  [219] 

66 
Supply— Board  of  Trade.  [218]  768,  769 
Unseaworthy  Ships,  Royal  Commission  on,  [221] 

132 
Weights  and  Measures  Act — Inspection  by  the 
Police,  [218]  338  ;— Legislation,  1840 

Aden — Relations  with  the  Aral  Tribes 
Question,    An    hon.    Member;    Answer     Mr. 
JBourke  April  17.  [218]  HI         P.P.\Ji'iti\'y 


Adulteration  of  Food  Act,  1872 

Question,  Mr.  Mandella  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sdai 
Booth  Mar  27,  [218]  845  ;  AjnrU  16,6: 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  ] 
Sclater- Booth  July  23,  [221]  550  ;  Qoect 
Mr.  Alderman  Cotton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Anhe 
Cross  July  28,  854 

Select  Committee  appointed,  '*  to  ioqair^ 
the  operation  of  the   Adulteration  of  ^ 
Act,  1872  "  {Afr.  Sclater-Boolh)  April  ^4 

And,  on  April  27.  Committee  nominate 
follows :— Mr.  Clare  Read  (Chairmaoy 
Backhouse,  Viscount  Barrington,  Mr.  B^j) 
Dr.  Brady,  Mr.  Alexander  Brown,  Mr.O 
man,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Carpeot 
Gamier,  Mr.  Heygate,  Mr.  Mandelh,  Jl 
Munti.  Sir  Henry  Peek,  Mr.  Sandford,ai 
Mr.  Welby 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Juiy  3 

(P^ri.  P.  No.2«) 

Report  of  the  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Ro«^ 
Hill  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- Booth  Jul$  I 
[220]  1520 


Advocate,   The  Lord  (Bight  Hon. 
S.  Gordon),   Glasgow  University 

Bar  Admission  SUmp,  2R.  [219]  669 
Churches  and  Chapels  Exemption  (SeotUa 
2R.  [219]  669 

220]  Church    Patronage  (Scotland),    2R.    10 
.      1115,1118 

221]  Comm.  676  ;  el.  8,  688,  690,  691.  698, 1 
702,  703 ;  el.  4,  887.  838 ;  el.  5,  Amec 
839  ;  el.  «,  840  ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  ih.i  el 
843  ;  Consid.  el.  3,  1098,  1100,  1101 ;  eJ 
ib.  1102;  3R.  1221,  1222;  Comm.  ei 
Amendt.  ib. 

Church  Rstes  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [2 
1321 

Conju^ral  Rights  (Scotland)  Act  AmendoM 
2R.  [2 18]  979 

Conveyancing  and  Land  Transfer  (Scotland 
Leave,  [218]  478;  2R.  705  ;  Comm.  [2/ 
303 

Evidence  l<aw  Amendment  (Scotland),  31 
[220]  673 

Scotland— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Census  Returns,  [218]  267 
Church  Patronage  —  Communicants  —  Tl 

Returns,  [219]  1269,  1270  ;  [220]  6W 
Education  (Scotland)   Act  (1872)— Sebo( 

Rates,  Collection  of,  [220]  424 
Hypothec,  Ac.  [218]  266,  267 
Judges 'of    the   Supreme  Courts— SsUria 

[221] 121 
Poor    Law — Catholic    Inmates   of  Wort 

houses,  [220I  421 
Sasinc  Office,  Edinburgh,  [218]  408 
Sheriff    Principals — Glasgow  and   Lsoarf 

shire,  [218]  409 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (187* 
Amendment,  Comm.  el.  2,  [221]  157;  d.  ^ 
163 

University  Female  Education,  [219]  1558 

Ways  and  Means — Pauper  Lunatics  (ScotU>^l 
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Cmti  Afriean  Slave    Trade,    Question,    Mr. 

Gilpin;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  6,  [218] 

1670  :  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Hant  July  13,  [220]  1520 :    Question,  Sir 

Robert   Anstnitner;    Answer,    Mr.   Bourke 

July  20,  [221]  294 
l^la»€  Trade  Papert^Clatt  Ay  Question,  Mr. 

W.  Canwrigbt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  7» 

[330]  1228 

Pari.  Papers- 
Treaty  with  Muscat [8871 

Treaty  with  Zanxibar       ....  [i^89j 

Sultan  of  Johanna        [903] 

Nakeeb  of  Maculla [904] 

Jemadar  of  Shuhi [985] 

Reports  of  present  SUte  [946]  [1062]  [1064] 

5laM  T)rade  under  the  Effyptian  Flog,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Whalley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourko 
July  10,  [220]  1476 

Smith  Africa-— Confederation  of  South  African 
Co/ontVjr,  Question,  Mr.  A1<*xan«ier  M 'Arthur  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  23,  [220]  298 

riea  —  West    African    Settlements  — 
'optf   Coast   Castle — Alleged   Slave  Dealing, 
Question,   Mr.   Anderson  ;    Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  June  26,,  [220]  420 

Correspondence  respecting  Domestic 
Slavery [1007] 


—  West  African  Settlements  — 
Slavery  on  the  Gold  Coast 
Imendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jmie  29,  To 
leare  oat  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  no  arrangements  for 
the  goremment  of  the  territories  on  the 
Gold  Coast  will  be  satisfactory  which  involve 
the  recognition  of  slavery  in  any  form  "  (Mr. 
Bvelyn  Ashley)  t\,  [220]  607  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  d:c. ;  "  after  long 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

friea  —  West  African  Settlements  — 
Policy  of  the  Government 

Cape  Coasts  The  Kingdom  of  Dahontey,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Holms  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  June  25,  [220]  423 

^Voim  Colony  on  the  Gold  Coast,  Question, 
Mr.  A.  Mills ;  Amtwer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
July  3,  [220]  996 

^Wsire  Policy  of  the  Government  on  the  Gold 
Coast,  Question,  Earl  Grey  ;  Answer,  The 
Barl  of  Carnarvon  ;    short  debate   thereon 

i]  Mar  30,  394 

Qnettion,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

y\  J.  lx>wther  May  14,  272  ;  Question,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli ; 
abort  debate  thereon  May  15, 312  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  May  18,  3W2  ;  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Jun^  8,  1158 

Ministerial  Statement  respecting  the  Policy  of 
U.M.  Government  on  the  Gold  Coast,  The 
Earl  of  Carnarvon  ;  short  debate  thereon 
May  13.  [319]  152 

Return  of  Revenue  and  Expenditure 
for  20  years  .     .    .    P.P.  [941] 


Africa —  West  African  Settlements 

218]  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  27, 
To  leave  out  from  •'That,**  and  add  "this 
House  is  of  opinion  that,  in  the  interests  of 
civilization  and  commerce,  it  would  not  now 
be  desirable  to  withdraw  from  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  the  Gold  Coast" 
{Mr.  Hanbury)  v.,  1204  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  Moved.  "  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  (Mr.  Arthur 
Mills)  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Debate  adjourned 
.  Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  28,  1336 
.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
April  29  :  Amendt.  withdrawn,  without  de- 
bate, 1391 

Africa —  West  African  Settlements 

Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  May  4 
Moved,  "That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that, 
in  the  interests  of  civilization  and  c«>minorce, 
it  would  not  now  Imj  desirable  to  withdraw 
from  the  administration  of  the  iiffnirs  of  the 
Gohi  Coast"  (Mr.  Hanbury),  [218]  15l»2 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "commerce"  and 
add  "it  is  desirable  to  withdraw  from  all 
equivocal  and  entangling  engagements  with 
the  tribes  inhabitinpr  the  Gold  Coast  "(Sir 
Wilfrid  iMwson),  1003;  Question  proposed, 
"  Tiriat  the  words,  Ac.  ;  "  after  long  debate. 
Moved, "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Sir  RaiiMld  KnighlUy) ;  Question  put ; 
A.  311,  N.  75;  M.  236;  Debate  further 
adjourned  to  Friday  3l8t  July;  Debate  fur- 
ther adjourned  till  Wednesday  12th  August 

Agnew,  ]^Ir.  R.  Vans,    Wigton  to. 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1572  ; 
Comm.  cl.  3,  Amendt.  [221]  0U6 :  cl.  6, 
Amendt.  840  ;  cl.  9, 843 

Agricnltriral  Labourers  Dwellings  (Ire- 
land) BiU 

(Mr.  Bruen,  Viscount  Crichton,  Mr.  Kavanagh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  April  17  [Bill  73] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  17 

Agricultural  Labourers  Strike 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  April  30,  [218]  1407 

Agricultural  Statistics 

Question,  Mr.  lleygate  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Apnl  30,  [218]  1411 

Agricultural  Tenant  Right — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Secly ;    Answer,    Mr.    Disraeli 
May  19,  [2 1 9]  480 

Agricultnral  Tenants  Improvements  Bill 

[h.l.]  ( The  Lord  Meldrum) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»»  July  6  (No.  149) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "  (  The 

Marquess  of  Hunlly)  July  16,  [221]  107 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
(••now,")  and  insert  (••this  day  three 
months")  (The  Earl  of  Airlie),  114;  on 
Question,  That  ('•now,")  Ac?  resolved  in 
the  negative ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*^  this  day 
three  montYift 
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Agricultural  Tenants,  Seourity  for  Im- 

'  provements  hy 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  19,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That/'  and  add  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should,  with  a  view  to  improved 
cultivation  of  the  land,  introduce,  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible,  a  measure  for  giving 
increased  security  for  capital  to  be  invested 
in  the  soil  by  agricultural  tenants"  {Mr. 
Seely)  v.,  [210]  187;  Question  proposed, "  That 
the  words,  dtc. ;  **  after  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Agriculture,  Children  Employed  in 

Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answers,  Mr.  Goldney, 
Viscount  Sandon  May  11,  [219]  74 

AiBLiE,  Earl  of 

Agricultural     Tenants     Improvements,     2R. 

Amendt.  [221]  114 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [219]  379  ; 

dR.  830  ;  Comm.  1226 
Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals — Regulations 

of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [220]  133 
Railway  Companies,  Res.  [218]  1904 
Rating,  2R.  [221]  281 

Alabama,  the,    Compensation  for  British 

Property  destroyed  hy 
Moved, "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  wrong  in  principle  that  individual  sub- 
jects should  be  left  to  suffer  severe  loss 
through  a  national  wrong,  and  therefore, 
seeing  Great  Britain  has  been  adjudicated  to 
have  been  in  the  wrong  in  permitting  the 
escape  of  the  '  Alabama,'  and  has  compen- 
sated American  subjects  for  all  the  conse- 
quences of  that  wrong,  British  subjects  who 
have  similarly  suffered  from  the  'Alabama' 
should  be  similarly  compensated"  (Mr. 
AndertOfi)  June  2,  [219]  857;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Alderney  Harbour  Bill 

(Mr,  jnUiam   Henry  Smith,  Sir  Matsey  Lopes, 
Lord  Eustace  Cecil) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1**»  July  13  [Bill  205] 

Read  2'**  Jtiiy  16 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jtdy  20 

Read  3°*/u/y  21 
I.  Read  ]''•  (The  Lord  President)  July  28 

Read  2»*  Jtdy  27  (No.  196) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  28 

Read  3»  •  July  30 

Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  4b  38  Viet.  c.  92] 

Alexander,  Colonel  C,  Ayrshire,  S. 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [218]  467 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1161  ; 

Comm.  cl.  3,  [221]  693  ;  cl.  7,  842 
Church   Rates  Abolition,  2R.   Amendt.  [220] 

1287, 1323 
Game    l^ws  (Scotland),   2R.   Amendt.  [218] 

1370 
Mutiny,  Comm.c/.  107,  [218]  703 
Parliament — Privilege —  OfSensV^e  lin^M\aX\.OTv«, 

[219]  1163 


Alkali  Act  (1863)  AmendmeiLt  Bill 

{Mr.  Selater-Booth,  Mr.  Clare  Rsad) 
c.  Ordered  :  read  1«*  May  11  [BfllM 

Read  ^^  June.  4 

Committee  • ;  Report  June  1 1 

Considered  *  June  12 

Read  3«  •  June  15 
;.  Read  1'  •  {Lord  Waltinghani)  June  16  (N^ 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  June  95, 
386 

Committee  July  2,  863 

Report  •  July  3 

Read3»*/a/y  7 

Royal  Assent  July  30     [37  A  38  Viet.  t.  4S} 

Allen,  Mr.  W.  S.,  NewoastUHmdm'^Lp 

Museums,    Opening  of,   on  a    Sandiy,  E 
Amendt.  [219]  008 

Allotments  Eztension  Bill 

{Sir  CharUg  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Edward  Jenkim 

Mr.  BuH) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  April  23  [Bill  79 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  \5 

Ancient  Moniunents  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  RusieU   Owmey, 

Beresford  Hope,  Sir  William  SUrHng-M 

weU,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  Mar  20  [Bill  I 

Moved,   "  That    the    Bill   be    now  read 

April  16,  [218]  574 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "o] 

this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Beniinek) ;  aJ 

debate.  Question  put,    "  That  •  now/  Ac. 

A.  94,  N   147  :  M.  63 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  sgn 

to  ;    2R.  put  off  for  six  months 

Anderson,  Mr.  G.,  Glasgoio 

"  Alnbama,"  The —  Compensation  for  Brit 

Property,  Res.  [219]  857 
Army— Martini- Henry  Rifle,  [221]  970 
Army— Lord  Sandhurst — Mr.  Anderson's  1 

tice  of  Motion,  [219]  76,  396;    Re«.  « 

641,663 
Betting.  211.  [218]    595,   606;    Comm.  9^ 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  [219]  680 
Building  Societies.  Consid.  [219]  1741, 17*2 
Cape    Coast   Castle  —  Alleged  Slave  Desli 

[220] 420 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  Motion 

Adjournment,   [220]    1184;    Comra.  </• 

[221]  691  ;  Amendt.  i6.,  696  ;  Amendt.T 

cl.  4,  Amendt.  837,  839  ;  d.  7, 842  ;  Con 

cl.6,  1102 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.[J 

1318 
Conjugal  Rights  (Scotland)  Act  Amendm 

2R.  [218]  978 
County  Courts,  2R.  [221]  1107 
Criminal  Law— Fenian  Prisoners.  [218]  M 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  7*1 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac).  2R.  [^ 

1468  ;  Comm.  c/.  4,  Amendt.  [220]  321, 3 

cl.  10.  Amendt,  328 ;  cl.  16,  836 ;  Ce« 
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Mr.  G,^OHt. 

Aflkirs — Diplomatio    Relations    with 
0,  [318]  1888 

Tax  Assessors  (Scotland),  [221]  1269 
'omm.  el.  63,  Amendt.  [219]  678,  679 
ile    Marine-^Ocean    Highways,  [218] 
>3i]  1161 

iis — Dwellings  of  Working  People, 
S18J  1980 

Dt  Buildings  Site,  2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
leot.  [220]  1270 

>nt— New  Writs,  Issue  of,  [218]  1846  ; 
lio  Business.  [221]  644 
)nt — Privilege,  Motion  for  New  Writs, 
1363 ;  Res.  1488 
mUry  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

I06 — East  India,   China,   and    Japan 
/ontracts.  Res.  [221]  1312 
lee — West  India  Moil  Contracts,  Res. 
1306 

Ul  Exchanges,  2R.  [221]  966 
•British  Embassy   Houses,  &e.  [218] 
16 

ty   Courts,   Ac.,  New    Buildings  for, 
ti]  809,  810 

lUaneous  Expenses,  [221]  826,  826 
ies  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of  the  House- 
Id  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
oendt.  [219]  343,347 
rannuation  Allowances,  [219]  793 
States — Custom-Uouse    Rul6s,    [220] 

rioan  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1663 


HER,  Sir  R.,  Fifeshire 
Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1183, 
Comm.  d.  3,  Amendt.  [221]  698 
ting  Liquors,  Consid.  [220]  84 
1  — Education    Act    (1872)  —  School 
itos.  Collection  of,  [220]  424 
of  Hypothec,  [219]  479 
pike  Trusts— Returns,  [218]  813 
js  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  646, 
84,  686 


HER,    Sir  W.   C,   Lanarkshire f 

•lean  Slave  Trade,  [221]  294 

>D  (Scotland)  Act— Building  Grants, 

632,634 

Health  (Scotland)  Act— County  Con- 

B,  [218]  346,  990 

ity  Female  Education,  [219]  1637 


8,  Sir  E.,    Wiltan 
Monuments,  2R.  [218]  687 


iries  Act  Amendment  Bill 

\h  Lubbock,  Mr,  Lyon  Playfair,  Mr, 
Plunket) 

:  read  I»*il/^16  [BUI  71] 

•Mayb 

tee  * ;  Report  Jimc  1 1 

red  *  June  12 

•  June  16 

{eont. 


ApotJi4earie$  Act  Amendment  Bill^coni, 

I,  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Chelmsford)  June  16 

Read  2*»  July  3  (No.  116) 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  S^*  July  7 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [37  A  38  Vict,  0.  34] 

Apothecaries  Licences  Bill 

{Mr.  ErringtOHt  Mr.  Blennerhassett,  Mr,  BtUt) 

c.  Acts  read  ;  considered  in  Committee ;  Resolu- 
tion agreed  to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  l^*  Juna  17  [Bill  166] 

Read  2<>  *,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
June  26 

And,  on  July  1,  C!ommittee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Bnien,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Chaine,  Mr. 
J.  P.  Corry,  Mr.  Errington,  Sir  John  Gray, 
Mr.  Ion  Hamilton.  Mr.  I^slie,  Mr.  O'Leary, 
and  Mr.  Shell ;  July  9,  Mr.  Brady  and  Mr. 
Round  added 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  20 

{Pari,  P,  No.  310) 

Bill  reported*  Ju^y  20 


Archbishops  and  Bishops  (Appointment 
and  Ck>nsecration)  Bill 

{Mr.  Monk,  Mr,  Dickinson 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Monk)  Mar  30,  [218] 
478  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  P  •  [BiU  66] 

Bill  withdrawn*  July  22 


Archdall,  Mr.  W,  H.,  Fermanagh 
Army — Royal  Military  College,   Sandhurst- 
Sub- Lieutenants,  [220]  607 

Abotll,  Duke  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  *816 ; 

Comm.  cl,  3,  *1239,  1267  ;  Amendt.   1268. 

1269 
India — Kirwee  Booty,  [221]  768 
India — Bengal   Famine,   Address  for   Papers, 

[218]  1063,  1093 


Army 
Miscellaneous  Questioks 

Army  AecouniantSt  Department  of.  Question, 
Mr.  Hayter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
/iiii«16,[2i9]  1677 

Army  ExamiualionSt  Question,  Mr.  Goddard  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  July  7,  [220] 
1223 

Army  Medical  Warranty  1873,  Question, 
Mr.  George  Browne ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  July  13.  [220]  1620 ;  Question.  Colonel 
Learmonth;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
July  30,  [221]  971  ;^Medieal  Officers,  Ques^ 
tion,  Mr.  Herbert;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Apnl  21,  [218]  927  ;  April  27, 1176  ; 
— Exchange,  Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  26,  [220] 
418  ; — Medical  Service,  Question,  Dr.  Lush  : 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  July  27,  [221] 
769 
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Armt — €<mt. 

Army  Organization  Act  —  Depdt  Centre  at 
Exeter^  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathorne  Ilnrdr  June  25.  [220]  424  ; — 
Military  Dfij)6t  Centres,  Question,  Mr.  Gour- 
ley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  August  4, 
[221]  1269;— r/itf  22nd  (Cheshire)  Regi- 
mentf  Question,  Sir  HMward  Watkin  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Afay  18,  [219] 
391 

Army  Rank  of  Retired  Officers,  Question,  Mr. 
Naghten ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
My  9,  [220]  1361 

Army  Sergeants — Pay  and  Position  of  Ser* 
gearUs,  Observations,  Captain  Nolan  ;  Reply, 
Lord  Eustace  Cecil  ;  short  debate  thereon 
June  26.  [220]  539;— Good  Conduct  War- 
rants.  Question,  General  Shute  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  August  6,  [221] 
1330 

Artillt^y 
Boxer- Shrapnel  Shell,  Question,  Observations, 

The  Earl  of  Longford  ;   Reply,  The  Earl  of 

Pembroke ;    short  debate  thereon  June  12, 

[219] 1492 
Cunningham   Training    Gear  for  large  Guns, 

Question,    Mr.     Naghten  ;     Answer,     Lord 

Eustace  Cecil  June  11,  [219]  1402 
Muzzle- Loading  Field  Guns,  Question,  Captain 

Nolan  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  July  20, 

[221]  298 

Small  Arms 

Martini-Henry  Rifles,  Questions,  Colonel  Bart- 
telot ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  May  14, 
[219I  269;  May  21,  617;  Question,  Mr. 
Anderson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
JiUySO,  [221]  970 

Carlow — Qwirtcring  of  Troops,  Question,  Mr. 
Owen  Lvwis  :  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  8,  [219]  1U)3 

Cavahy  Horses,  Question,  Colonel  Egcrton 
Leizli ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stanley  May  7,  [218J 
1834 

Central  Inland  Arsannl,  Observations,  Major 
Bo.uiniont  ,fnly  3,  [220]  1051  ; — Tactical 
Sf<i1lon — Central  Arsenal,  Question,  Major 
Hoaumoiit  ;  Answer,  Mr,  Gathorne  Hardy 
July  7,  1225 

Charyc  aqainst  a  Cavalry  Officer,  Question, 
Mr.  Stacpoolo  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Jnly  20,  [221]  293 

Colonels,  Snperscs.fion  of — Royal  and  Indian 
Army,  QufStion,  Gent'ral  Shute  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  (lathornc  llaniy  April  16.  [218]  626 

Ihike  (f  York's  School—  Frltham  School,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  UnrAy  June  18,  [220]  71  :  Question, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answer,  Mr,  Stephen 
Cave  June  22,  224 

Galway,  New  Barracks  at,  Question,  Mr. 
Morris  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
3far  24,  [218]  267 

India 

Army  Purchase  Commissioners — Indian  Ord- 
nance Corps,  Question,  Mr.  Bates  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Juu'^  5,  [219]  1056 

Army  Service  in — The  ^\st  Regiment,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  June  15,^21911583 

\coul. 


Abuct — coni. 
Indian  Reliefs — The  36M  Regiment,  Qaetti 

Mr.  William  Price;  Answer,  Mr.  Gfttha 

Hardy  June  26.  [220]  424 
Majors  of  Artillery  serving  in  India,  ifc 

tion,  dolbnel  Jervis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatlk^ 

Hardy  JiUy  20,  [221]  299 
OJlcers  on  t'oreign  Servire,  Quetrioo,  C^lo 

North  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hurdy  J^l 

[220]  871 
Retirement     of     Indian     Officers,     Qofntic 

Colonel  Jervis  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hun 

ton   July   13,  [220]   1621  ;    Julff  15.  [21 

1  ;   Question,  Colonel  Jervit  ;  Answer,  M 

Gathorne  Hardy  July  17.  208 

Instructors  of  Musketry — The  Royal  WeanM 
187 If  Question,  Sir  Charles  RumoU  ;  Ai 
swer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  May  14,  [ai* 
268 

Kilmainham  Hospital — Catholic  Inmates,  Qm 
tion,  Mr.  Owen  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Sir  Miohi 
Hicks-Beach  Mar  31,  [218]  483;  Quaitii 
Mr.  Owen  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatboi 
Hardy  April  13.  494  ;— Outbreak  of  Fet 
Question,  Sir  John  Gray ;  Answer,  I 
Gathorne  Hardy  August  7,  [221]  1421 

Kniqhtshridge  Barracks,  Removal  of,  Qoeiti 
Mr.  Forsyth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hai 
Afrril  21,  [218]  926 

Landguard Fort— Artillery  Practice,  Qottti 
Colonel  Jervis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Uft 
^;m7  23,  [2i8]983 

Military  Outrage  at  Aldershot,  Question, 
Wilfrid    Lawson  ;     Answer,    Mr.  Gatbc 
Hardy  Augtistii,  [221]  1411  ;  August  7,1 

Payintisters  of  the  Regular  Forces,  Qaeiti 
Mr.  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Ha 
June  25,  [220]  419 

Pay  of  Colonels  of  Cavalry — Warrant 
1863,  Question,  General  Shute  :  Ans»< 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Jmie  18.  [220]  74 

Plumstead  Common,  Qui-stion,  Sir  Charles  1 
Dilke  ;  .  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Han 
August  3,  [221]  1144  ;  August  6,  1410 

Political  Meetings  —  Regiuiental  Bands  a 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gi 
thorne  Hardy  June  5,  [219]  1060 

Preston  Barracks,  Brighton,  Question,  Gener 
Shute  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hard 
August  5,  [221]  1329 

Purchase  Officers  Commission —  The  Rqxn 
Question,  Mr.  Goddard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hot 
April  17,  [218]  715  ;  Question,  Colon* 
Barttclot  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  lUrd 
July2ii,  [221]  551 

Royal  {late  Imtian)  Ordnance  Corps  [Compe^ 
safion].  Question,  Colonel  Jervis  ;  Aniwe 
Lord  George  Hamilton  July  17,  [221]  2"7 

Royal  Military  Academy,  W'oolaich—  VitUof 
Report,  Question,  Mr.  lleyjjate ;  An8«« 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  16,  [219]  1584;- 
Vacancies  for  Cadetships,  Question,  M 
Hundas  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  IIar< 
June  26,  [220]  606 ;  Question,  Mr.  Mitclw 
Henry  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hsu 
July  23,  [221]  550 

Royal  Military  College,  Sandhurst  —  Su 
Lieutenants,  Question,  Captain  Daw* 
Darner  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hart 
Mar  23.  [218]  232  ;  Question,  Mr.  Arch^al 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  26,  [j* 
607 
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•fa. 

9$i  Barraekt,  Question,  Mr.   Danbar; 

rw,   Mr.   Gathorne    Hardy  August   5, 

11834 

f*  Wivfi,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Verner  ;  An- 

,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  8,  [219] 

AjfpcirUmenU  —  Queen*B  Regulations^ 
tion.  Captain  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
orne  Hardy  April  16,  [218]  630  ; 
(  21.  925 

w  Oeneral  of  the  Ordnance^  Question* 
Henry  Ilavelook  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
te Hardy  June  5,  [219]  1009 

word  Bayonet^  Question,  Mr.  Muntz ; 
'er,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  26,  [220] 

uth  Barracks^  Outrage  in.  Question, 
layter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
f  27,  [218]  1175 

H)od  Scrubs — Defend  Act,  The,  Ques- 
,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answirs,  Mr. 
orne  Hardy  Mar  23,  [218]  230  ;  Ques- 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Colonel 
:  April  16,  620  ;—MUitarg  Prison  at, 
tion,  Mr.  Forsyth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
e  Hardy  AprU  21,  [218]  927 

Auxiliary  Forces 

its— Army  Rank^  Question,  Mr.  Wait ; 
er,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mitr  24,  [218] 
—Pentiofis  to  Widows,  Question,  Mr. 
Ceo  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
20,[2i8J815 

Barracks  at   Worcester^  Question,  Mr. 

;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  5, 

I  1062 

Fines,  Question,  Mr.  Naghten  ;  An- 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  27,  [218] 
Question,  Colonel  North  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

}rne  Hardy  July  20,  [221]  302 

—  Instructors  of  Musketry,  Question, 
Fortescue  Harrison  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
e  Hardy  JiUy  28,  [221]  851 

Relumg,  Question,  Sir  Charl<'S   Rus- 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  19, 
158 ;  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Lime- 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Pembroke  :  short 
e  thereon  July  20,  [221]  285 

Service  Act  {lS13)—Bmtnties,  Ques- 
Viscount  Emiyn ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
f  July  2,  [220]  871 

Storehouses,  Question,  Mr.  Paget ; 
er,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  May  11, 
67 

'  Militia  Regiments^Medical  Officers, 
;ion,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr. 
)nie  Hardy  July  10,  [220]  1474 

xannel  Islands  Militia,  Question,  Mr. 
i ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
it  5,  [221]  1332 

mpshire  Militia,  Question,  Mr.  Beach  ; 
er,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  5,  {219] 

ilitia  and  Uie  Line,  Question,  Mr. 
illy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
4,  [319]  964 

[eowt. 


Armt — ami. 

Volunteers 
Alfowanees  to    Volunteer  Corps,  Question,  Mr. 

Wheelhouse ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 

Jtme  23,  [220]  301 
Easter  Monday  Review,  Question,  Mr.   Hay- 

ter;   Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  Mar  26, 

[218]  339 
Volunteers — Capitation  Grants,  Question,  Mr. 

Hayter ;     Answer,     Mr.     Gathorne    Hardy 

June  8,  [21 g] 1154 
War   Office   Circular — The    Volunteer  Force, 

Question,  Mr.  Benett-Stanford  :  AuAWer,  Mr. 

Gathorne  Hardy  May  14,  [219]  267 

Yeomanry 

Adjutants  of  Yeomanry,  Question,  Mr.  Francis 
Monckton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
July  22.  [221]  488 

Lord  Aylesford  and  the  Warwickshire  Yeo* 
manry  Cavalry,  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Jun«  4,  [219] 
962  ;  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  18,  [220]  70 

Yeomanry  Permanent  Staff,  The,  Question, 
Mr.  Uanbury  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
Afar  23,  [218]  233 

Army  and  Militia 
Moved  an  Address  for.  Return  of  orders  issued 
in  1874  having  respect  to  the  regulations  for 
recruiting  the  Army :  also.  Return  of  any 
instructions  or  orders  which  may  have  been 
issued  in  the  year  1873  for  calling  out  the 
Army  Reserve :  also.  Return  of  the  numbers 
who  answered  to  such  call  of  such  orders  or 
instructions  when  issued  :  also.  Return 
showing  the  number  of  absentees  in  the 
several  Militia  Regiments  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  at  the  training  of  1873;  the 
state  of  each  regiment  in  this  respect  to  be 
separately  stated  ( The  Lord  Sandhurst) 
June  1,  [219]  728;  after  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to  (Pari.  P.  I  No.  112) 

Army — City  of  London   Volunteers — The 

Artillery  Company'' s  Drill  Ground 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  24, 
To  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  '*  it  is 
expedient  that  Her  Majest}'s  Government 
should  take  such  steps  as  they  may  deem 
necessary  to  obtain  for  the  City  of  London 
Volunteers  the  use  of  the  Arti  lery  Ground 
in  Finsbury,  at  such  times  as  it  is  not  re- 
quired by  the  Honourable  Artillery  Company 
or  the  City  of  London  Militia  "  {Sir  John 
Lubbock)  v.,  [221 J  680  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  die. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Army — Lord  Sandhurst 

Mr,  Anderson*s  Notice  of  Motion,  QuestioD, 
Colonel  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Anderson 
May  11,  [219]  74;  Observations,  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli May  18,  396 

Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  {Mr,  Disraeli) 
May  21 

Moved,  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
Lord  Sandhurst,  the  Commander-in-Chief 
of  the  Forces  in  Ireland,  having  been  absent 
from  duty  for  seventeen  months  out  of  thirty- 
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Army — Lord  Sandhurst — cont. 

four,  his  making  repeated  erroneous  Returns 
to  the  War  OflBoe  as  to  his  absences  from 
duty,  misleading  the  Accountant  General, 
and  thereby  receiving  Public  Money  to  which 
he  was  not  entitled,  involires  such  dereliction 
of  duty  as  calls  for  some  stronger  mark  of 
censure  than  the  mere  return  of  the  money 
wrongly  received  "  {Mr.  Anderson)  May  21, 
[219]  623;  after  long  debate,  Question  put, 
and  negatived 

Army — Military  Centres — Oxford 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  22,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  (he 
expediency  of  the  selection  of  Oxford  as  a 
Military  Centre "  (Mr,  Beresford  Hope)  v., 
[219]  702  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  4bc. ; "  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  170,  N.  71 ;  M.  99 

Army — Military  Officers^  Removal  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  1,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  before  Her  Royal  sanction  in  time 
of  peace  is  asked  for  the  permanent  removal 
from  active  service  of  apy  OfScer  under  the 
rank  of  Major  General,  who  shall  have  held 
a  Commission  in  the  Army  for  three  years. 
Her  Majesty  may  be  graciously  pleased  to 
direct  that  an  option  may  be  given  him  of 
having  his  case  heard  and  adjudicated  upon 
by  Court  Martial"  {Mr.  Torrens)  v.,  [219] 
756 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
die.;"  after  debate,  Question  put;  A.  91, 
N.  81 ;  M.  60 

Army  {Recruiting) 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Any  correspondence  re- 
lating to 
"  General  Orders  by  Ilis  Royal  Highness  the 
Field  Marshal  Comnianding-in-Chief. 
G.O.  39.     Recruiting. 
{Specially  issued  5th  May  1871.) 
"  Until  further  orders  enlistments  for  the  Foot 
Guards  and  Infantry  of  the  Line  are  to  be 
short  service  enlistments,  i.e.,  for  six  years 
army  service  and  six  years  reserve  service 
without  pension  :" 
And  also  any  correspondence  relating  to 
"  General  Order  by  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Field  Marshal  Commanding-in-Chief. 
1st  of  August  1871. 
G.O.    62.      Recruiting." 
And   that   General   Order  itself   ( The   Lord 
Strathnairn)  June  26,  [220]  481  ;  after  de- 
bate, on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the  negative 

Army — Royal  JFarrantflSll — First  Com- 
missions 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copy  of  the  Royal  War- 
rant or  Regulations  issued  before  the  1st 
November,  1871,  respecting  the  appointment 
of  candidates  from  the  Universities  for  first 
commissions  in  the  Army  "  ( The  Earl  Fitz- 
William)  August  6.  [221]  1389;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to 


Army — The  Army  Reserves 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  18,  T* 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  in  tji 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  Reserves  for  1^ 
defence  of  this  Country  should  be  forme<^ 
men  who  have  passed  through  the  rank*  ^ 
the  regular  Army "  {Major  Beaumont^ 
[218]  496;  Question  proposed,  *«That 
words,  &o.;"  afber  debate,  Amendt.  1^^ 
drawn 


Army  —  The  Auxiliary  Farces  — 
Recruiting 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  bft  ^^ 
sented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Return  by  Jf^g^ 
ments  of  MiIitia--{].)  Of  enrolled  streoMA 
on  1st  May  1873:  (2.)  Of  numbers  reqoind 
to  complete  establishments  on  1st  May  1975 : 
(3. )  Of  numbers  present  at  trainings  faring 
1873  :  (4.)  Of  the  number  of  volnnteenwlK 
have  enlisted  during  (1)  February  and  Msrb^ 
1872,  (2)  February  and  March  1873,  and  (.^ 
February  and  March  1874  ;  also  of  the  na<^ 
her  who  have  re-enrolled  durine  the  isi^ 
periods"  {The  Earl  of  Limerick)  Mar  W 
[218]  223;  after  short  debate,  Moti^ 
agreed  to  (PaW.  P.  No.  71) 

Ashantee  Expedition — Vote  of  ThafJ;*  - 
the  Forces 

Loans — 

2 1 8]  Moved, "  That  the  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Force 

engaged  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  taV 

precedence  "  ( The  Lord  President)  Mar  M 

380  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Resolutions    moved   {The    Lord    Presidents 

and,  after  debate,  agreed  to 
Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  comxE=: 
nicate  the  said  Resolutions  to  Major  Genes 
Sir  Garnet  J.  Wolseley,  Ac. 

.The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted   the    Hoi=. 
That  he  had  received  a  Letter  from  Mi^ 
General    Sir   Garnet   J.    Wolseley.   K.CS- 
G.C.M.G..  in  return  to  the  Thanks  of 
House  and  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  ^3 
ultimo,  communicated  to  him  in   obedi^E 
to  an  Order  of  this  House  of  the  said  d^^ai 
The  said  letter  being  read  was  order»<dl 
lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  entered  obc» 
Journals  April  14,  540 

Commons— 

.  Resolutions  moved  {Mr,  Disraeli) ;   and,  sifte 
debate,  put,  and  agreed  to  Mar  30,  412 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate 
the  said   Resolutions  to  Major  General  Sir 
Garnet  J.  Wolseley,  Ac. 

.  Mr.  Speaker  acquainted   the    House,  that  he 
had  received  a  Letter  from  Major  Genenl 
Sir  Garnet  J.  Wolseley,  dated  the  2nd  daj 
of   this  instant    April,    acknowledging  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  to  himself  and  other 
Officers  for  the  success  attending  the  Expe- 
dition to  Ashantee  ;   Letter  read  April  13, 
495 
Captain    Olover^  Question,   Mr.    Knatchbnll- 
ilugcssen  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  25, 
[218]  986 
Captain  Niven,  Question,  Mr.  W.  JohnstOD; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  May  11,  [ai^ 
72 
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JManiee   Expedition-^Vote  of  Thanki  to  the  I  AsSHETON,  Mr.  R.,   Clitheroe 

p.^^m—^^^t  Endowed  Schools  Acta  Amendment,  3R.  [220] 

1664 
Factories  (Ilealth  of  Women,  Ac.),  2R.  [219] 

145  7  ;  Gomm.  cL  4,  Aroendt.  [220]  826 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  110;  Comm. 
1001;    eL  2,   1016 ;  c/.  8.   1110;    Coneid. 
[220]  81  ;  cl.  27,  118,  176 
Supply — Ashantee  Expedition,  [218]  205 


Foreei—^ont. 

War  Medals,  Question,    Colonel    Barttelot  ; 
Answer,   Mr.    Gathorne    Hardy  April    20, 

SiS]  812  ;  Question,  Mr.   Price  ;   Answer, 
r.   Gathorne   Hardy   May  11,   [219]  68; 
Question,    Sir    Eardley   Wilmot ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  June  5,  1061 
Honours  to  Officers,  Question,  Captain  Price  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  April  17,  [218]  713 

Pay  of  Officers  on  the  Gold  Coast,  Question, 
Mr.  Saokville  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  April  23,  [218]  989 

Etira  \Pay  and  Allowances,  Question,  Mr.  Ion 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  25,  [220]  423 

Medical  Officers  on  the  Odd  Coast,  Question, 
Colonel  Learmonth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  July  30,  [221]  970 

Prise  Money,  Question,  Admiral  Sir  William 
Edmonstone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
August  4i,\22\'\  1261 

Pari.  Papers — 

Return  of  Forces [274] 

Correspondence  [890-894,921,922-1006] 

Despatches [907] 

CapUin  Glover's  Report   .     .     .    [962] 

The  Garrison  at  Prahsu.  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Johnston ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stanley  May  7, 
[318]  1841 

The  Supplementary  Estimates,  Question,  Mr. 
John  Holms  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
Hay  21,  [219]  618 

Wariike  Stores,  Detention  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Edward  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Sir.  Hunt  Mar  31, 
[si8]  486 


iihantee  Expedition —  Gold  Coast  {Honours 

for  Services) 
Medals  for  Services,  Postponement  of  Motion, 

Sir  ETardley  Wilmot  July  24,  [221]  684 
Moved,  ^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  confer  a  clasp  as  well 
aa  a  Medal  on  those  Officers  and  Men  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service  who  took  part  in 
engagements  with  the  Ashantees  south  of  the 
River  Prah,  after  the  late  War  broke  out, 
and  before  the  arrival  of  the  European 
Troops,  especially  at  Elmina,  Essaman,  Abra 
Krampa,  and  Donquah,  and  who  thereby 
materially  caused  the  retreat  of  the  enemy 
from  the  Protectorate  into  his  own  Coun- 
try" {Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  August  6,  1414 

[House  counted  out] 


Lbhuet,  Hon.  A.  Evelyn,  Poole 
Commission  of  the  Peace— Precedency,  [220] 

1360 
Faetories  (Health  of  Women,  <bc.),  2R.  [219] 

1436  ;  Comm.  el,  16,  [220]  333 
Gold  Coaat,  Slavery  on  the.  Res.  [220]  607, 

680,641 
PabUo  Worship  Regulation,  Consid.  d.  7,  [221] 

IMS 
faUio     Worriiip     Regulation     [Consolidated 
'.  VM,  Ae.]  OoBun.  [aai]  914 


Astley  Deep  Pit  (Dukinjield),  Explosion  at 
— See  title  Coal  Mines 


A  tchiny  Butch  War  in 

Question,  Mr.  Beckett-Denison ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  Jidy  6,  [220]  1086 
Treaty  of  1819,  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ; 
•,  Mr. 


An- 


swer. Air.  Disraeli  May  4,  [218]  1689 


Attorney    Genera,     The     (Sir     R. 
Baggallay),  Surrey  Mid. 
Bank  Holiday — Law  Offices,  Holidays  in,  [221] 
1034 
Whit  Monday— Law  CourtJ,  [219]  478 
Charity  Commissioners — St.  John's   Hospital, 

Bath,  [2  21]  1036,  1403 
County  Courts.  211.  [221]  1106,  1107 
Endowed   Schools  Acts   Amendment,  Comm. 
cl.  4,  [221]  696,  607;  cl.  8,  646;  add.  cl, 
647  ;  Preamble,  649,  660 
Judicature  Act,  1873,  [218]  924;  [219]  1168, 
1403; — Circuits,    Alteration    of   the,  [221] 
666  ; — Bills  of  Sale  Amendment,  1 162 
Judicature  Bills — Postponement,  [221]  763,  789 
Juries,  2R.  [218]  974 ;  Comm.  cl.  6.  [219]  287, 

290  ;  cl.  60,  299;  cl.  63,  300,  679,  680 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1226, 1264 
Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [219] 

643 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2K.  [218]  612 
Parliament  —  Controverted  Elections — Boston 
Election   Petition,  [221]   121  ;— English 
and  Irish  Judgments,  [220]  422 
New  Writ— Borough  of  Stroud,  [218]  1938 
Public  Business,  [221]  641,  642 
Parliamentary   Elections  Act  (1868)— Boston 
Election,  [220]  1473 
Stroud  Election  Petitions,  [220]  1224 
Probate    Court — Estates  of   Poor  Intestaets, 

[221]  390 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  9,  [221] 

887,  889  :  Consid.  cl.  8,  1066 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873) 
Amendment,  2R.  [220]  1264  ;  Comm.  [221] 
144;  cl.  2,  166,  169;  el,  4,  162;  cl,  7, 
Amendt.  163  ;  cl.  10,  166,  707 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Aot  (1873)  Sus- 
pension, 2R.  [221]  1039,  1041 


Attorneys  and  Solicitors  Bill  [hj..] 

( The  Lord  Chelmsford) 


I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  23 
Read  2*  *ifar  27 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  30 
Uead  d«  *  April  14 
Commons  Amendti. 


(No.  6) 


(No.  192) 


ATT        BAL 


{OENEBAL    INDEX} 

118—219 — 310—321. 


BAL        BAL 


Attorneys  and  Solieitor»  BiU—cont, 

e.  Read  !«»•  {Mr.  Lopes)  April  17        [Bill  75] 

Read  2°  •  July  0 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  16 

Considered  •  July  20 

Read  3»  •  July  21 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  7    [37  &  38  Vict.  0. 68] 

Australia  J  Western — Emigration 

Question,  Alderman  Sir  James  Lawrence ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  April  SO,  [218] 
1411 

Backhouse,  ]Sd!r.  E.,  Darlington 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [218]  1185 

Baqoallay,  Sir  R.  {see  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, The) 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  R.,  Herefordshire 
Supply — Post  OflBce  Services,  [219]  1658 

Balfour,   General  Sir   G.,   JSjincardine" 

shire 
Army — Military  Officers,  Removal  of.  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [219]  777,  781 
Army  Estimates  —  Control   Establishments- 
Wages,  ^.  [218]  538 
Land  Forces,  [218]  475 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  [218]  529 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  [218]  533 
Army  Reserves,  Kes.  [218]  502,  512 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1557  ; 

Comm.c/.  3,  Amendt.  [221]  684,  687,  691, 

702  ;  cl.  5.  Amendt.  839  ;  cl  7,  841 ;  Consid. 

cl.  3,  1(»99  ;  el  5,  1102 
Church   Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 

1320 
East  India  Annuity  Funds,  2R.  [218]  538 
East  India  Loan,  Comm.  Res.  [218]  188  ;  Re- 
port, 208,  249;  3R.  356 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,   Comm.  [221] 

1213 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1386 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Carnatio  Railway 

Companiea  (No.  2),  3R.  [219]  1497 
Harbour   of  Colombo   (Loan),   Comm.   cl.  3, 

[219]  301 
India  Councils,  2R.  [221]  947;  Comm.  cl.  1, 

1220 
India— Siam,  Treaty  with,  [220]  697 
India— Bengal  Famine,  Res.  [218]  940 
Municipal  Elections  (Auditors  and  Assessors), 

2R.  [219]  596 
Navy  Kstimates — Dockyards,  &c,  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  [219]  434 
Freight  of  Ships,  Ac.  [218]  1902 
Naval  Stores,  [219]  442 
Steam  Machinery,  die.  [219]  445 
Public     Worship     Regulation     (Consolidated 

Fund,  Ac),  Comm.  [221]  914 
Rabbits,  2  a.  [220]  64 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [219] 

284 
Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps  Compensa- 
tion, 2R.  [221]  679 
Sanitary    l^ws    Amendment,   Comm.   cl,    31, 

[220]  1106 
Sfiraita'SettlemenU,  [218]  1588 

\c<ml. 


Balfoub,  General  Sir  O. — eoni. 

Supply— Local  Goremment  Board,  [aai]8l2 

Metropolitan  Police,  [221]  815 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [221]  826 

New   Home  and   Colonial    OiBcet,    [21 
1138 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroaghs  (  Engla^^ 
and  Wales),  [221]  816,  817 

Revenue  Departments,  [218]  104 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [218]  1140 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Coaini.  [221]  7Zj 

713 
Ways  and  Means^-County  Police,  [219]  27/ 

Gun  Licence  Act,  [218]  1062 

Eleport,  [218]  1188 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [230]  429 


Ball,  Right  Hon.  J.  T.  (Attomey 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 

Canada,  Dominion  of,  [218]  1496 

Colonial  OflBce— Official  StaflT,  [221]  794,  795 

Coroners  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  858 

Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1265, 

1354 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  211.  [221]  728;  z 

Comm.  981  ;  cl.  2, 1018  ;  Schedule  2,  1026 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  Comm.  cL  4i» . 

[220]  319 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  j 
cl.  5,  [220]  211  ;  d.  12,  999,  1000;  cl.  ITX 
1004  ;  cl.  28,  1007 ;  add.  cl.  1010 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Chancery    Courts  —  Accountant    General*'  ^ 

Office,  [220]  75 
Civil  Actions — Actions  for  Libel,  [219]  391^^ 
Civil  Bill  Act— Stamp  Duties.  [220]  1347 
County  Louth  and  Dundalk  Borough  Ele^^ 

tions — '*  Callan  v.  Dease,"  [220]  1351 
Donnelly,  Arthur,  Case  of,  [219]  173 
Kilrea  Riots,  The,  [221]  1413 
M'Crea,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [220]  1847 
Peace  Preservation  Act — **  Flag  of  Irelan 
Newspaper,  [218]  1557 

Ireland — Controverted  Elections — Mr.  Just: / 

Lawson,  Res.  [218]  1888 
Ireland -^Peace  Preservation   Act  —  Case        0/ 
Patrick  Casey,  Motion  for  Papers,  [219]   1  96 
Irish  Church  Act  (Commutation),  Motion  forx 

Return.  [221]  1109,  1110  ;  Amendt.  ib. 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judges, 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [220]  436 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  tund,  Comm.  cl.  6, 

[221]  1103 
Judicature   Act — Irish   Appeals,    [218]    1493, 

1676 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [219]  286;  cL  53,  300; 

cl.  77,  806 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1250 
Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [219] 

545 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 

ment,  2R.  [218]  613 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  Comm.  [218] 

1343 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [221]  714 

Galway  New  Writ,  [219]  1063  ;  [220]  165 

New  Writ— Borough  of  Stroud.  [218J  1940 

Parliamentary    Relations  (Great    Britais  Md 

\         IrQloLud^— Home  Rule,  Comm,  Bm*  [tlftil  f ■* 


BAL 


BAN 


(SESSION    1874) 
ai8 — 219— iiO'— MI. 


BAB 


BAB 


Baix,  Right  Hon.  J.  T. — eont. 

Pablio  Meetings  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [219] 

586 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  8,  [221] 
367.  261;    cl.  9,   888,  889;   el,   19,  897; 
Consid.  el.  7,  1057  :  el.  8.  1062,  1092 
Pablic     Worship    Regulation     (Consolidated 

Fund,  Ac),  Comm.  r22i]  917 
Sapply — OhMritable  Donations  and  Bequests, 
IreUnd,  [2i9]d48 
Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland,  [219]  860 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  Ireland,  [219] 

360 
Government  Prisons,    Ac.    Ireland,   [219] 

366 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [221]  826 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland,  [221] 

817 
Report — 8th    Resolution — Secret   Service, 


[219]  460 
Etlaries  of 


Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
[219]  346 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  146  ;  el.  2, 168  ; 
el.  9,  164 
Ulster  Tenant  Right,  Leave,  [218]  1706 
Valuation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment,  2 R.  [220] 

282 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  182, 
187 

BaUot  Act 

Observations,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  Mar  27,  [218J  361 

Baki>on,  Earl  of 

Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,and  Northern  Counties 

Kail  way.  Motion  for  Re-comm.  [219]  306 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [221I  102 
Railways,  Ireland  —  Guarantees    from  County 
Rates,  [318]  1404 

Bankers  Books  Evidence  Bill 

{Mr.  Saltt  Sir  John  Lubbock^  Mr.  WaUcin 

WUUamt,  Mr.  Backi^eusCt  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd) 

«.  Ordered  :  read  !<>  •  Jum  24  [BiU  166] 

BUI  withdrawn  •/u/y  16 

JBank  Holidays 

Battenea  Park,  Question,  Sir  Charles  Russell ; 
Answer,  Lord  Uenry  Lennox  July  30,  [221] 
974 

CuBtomt  Department,  The,  Question,  Mr. 
Ritchie;  Annwer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Kzchequer  Mar  20,  [218]  108  ;  May  4,  1686 

ffolidayt  in  the  Law  Ofices,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillwyn ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
July  31,  [221]  1034 

The  Law  Courts,  Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  Grenerallfayl9,[2i9] 
478 

Fatt  Ofiee — Money  Order  DepartmetU,  Ques- 
tion, .Mr.  Wbeelhouse  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
edlor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  24,  [2 1 8]  268 :~ 
Semimgs  Bank  Ikpartment,  Question,  Mr. 
1.  Talbot ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
*,  [aai]  1038 


Bar  Admission  Stamp  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  May  14  [BiU  109] 

Read2«  J/a2/21,[2i9]669 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  8 

Read3o»yuw^  11 
/.  Read  I**  (The  Lord  Steward)  June  12 

Head  2**  June  19  (No.  106) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3'*  June  23 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  A  38  Viet.  e.  19] 


Barclay,  IS^r.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire  . 

Agricultural   Tenants,   Security  for  Improve- 
ment by.  Res.  [220]  197 
Cattle— Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  [219]  1686 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),    Comm.   [221] 

663 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 

1309 
Cobtagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  [218]  986  ; 

— Report  of  Committee  (1873),  [220]  686 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  211.  [218]  1377 
Scotland — Census  Returns,  [218]  267 

Hypothec,  &c.  [218]  266 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [218]  768 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 
[218]  696 
Gun  Licence  Act,  Amendt.  [218]  1061 


Barino,  Mr.  T.  C,  Fssex,   W. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  d.  27,  Amendt. 
[220]  111 


Barristers  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  CcUlan,  Mr.  McCarthy  Downing,  Mr. 

O'Shaughnessy^  Sir  John  Oray) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  April  17  [Bill  74] 

2  a.  [Dropped] 


Barttelot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Sussex,  W. 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Ashantee  Expedition — War  Medals,  [218] 

812 
Martini-Henry  Rifles,  [219]  269,  617 
Purchase    Officers    Memorial — Report   of 

Commission,  [221]  661 
Sandhurst,  Lord — Mr.  Anderson's  Notice 
of  Motion,  [219]  74 
Army  Estimates — I^nd  Forces,  [218]  468 
Military  Law,  Administration  of.  [218]  626 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  [218]  629 
Purchase  Commission,  [218]  760 
Volunteer  Corps,  [218]  632 
Board  of  Trade — Railway  Inspectors — Captain 

Tyler,  [219]  834 
Endowed   Schools   Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
[221] 462 
219]  Intoxicating  Liquors,    Comm.  cL  2,  1016, 
.      1082;  cl.  12,  1173;  add.  cl.   1193;  Consid. 

1696  ;  cl.  26,  1726,  1786 
220]  Consid.  el.  4,  97;  cl.  27,  Amendt.   116; 
.      Amendt.  117,  176  ;  Amendt.  178 
Irish   Railways,   Acquisition    and   Control  of. 

Res.  [ai8]  1301 
Juries,  Comm.  cl,  6,  [2x9]  287«  288 


BAE       BAT 


{GENEBAL    INDEX) 

218 — 119 — 310^*21. 


BAT       BEA 


Babttelot,  Colonel  W.  B.— ^orrf. 

Malt  Tax,  Res.  [218]  1084 

Parliament — Public  BusinesB,  [219]  1062, 1164 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.   [218] 

296 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  8,  [221] 

262,  267  ;  Consid.  cl.  7,  1068  ;  3R.  1164; 

Consid.  of  lA)rds  Reasons,  1368 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  Comm.  [220]  1496 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
[219]  364 
House  of  Lords,  Offices  of  the,  [218]  761 
Public  Education,  [219]  1660 
Valuation  of  Property,  2K..  [219]  662  ;  Comm. 

€l.  8,  [220]  183,  186,  662,  666 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[218]  696 


Bass,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Derhi/  Bo, 

County  Courts,  211.  Amendt.  [221]  1106 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  [219]  666 

Elementary  Education  (Compulsory  Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  848 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  Comm. 
cl.  16,  [220]  334 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  276 

Imprisonment  for  Debt, 2  K.  [218]  646,673,  816 

Imprisonment  for  Debt — Daniel  Norley,  Case 
of,  [2193393,  964 

Railway  Servants,  Accidents  to — Legislation, 
[218]  714 

Shrewsbury  School — Excessive  Punishment, 
[221]  1030 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  1, 
[218]  672 


Bassett,  Mr.  F.,  BedfordMre 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [219]  1069 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  Schedule  A, 
[221]  906 


Batavia  —  H.M.     Consul    at — The    Ship 
**  Montrose  ^^ 
Question,    Mr.    Robert    Dufif;    Answer,    Mr. 
Bourke  May  19,  [219]  480 


Bates,  Mr.  E.,  Fit/mouth 

Army  Purchase  Commissioners — Indian  Ord- 
nance Corps,  [219]  1066 

Customs — Out-door  Officers,  Memorial  of,  [219] 
961 

Merchant  Shipping  Survey — An  Unseaworthy 
Ship,  [220]  1081 

Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [218]  768 

Post  Office— Royal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany's Contract,  [219]  1068,  1069 

Post  Office — West  India  Mail  Contract,  Res. 
[221]  1304 

Bath,  Marquess  of 

Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals — Regulations 
for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [220]  133 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Law  Amendment,  2  R.[ 2  20] 
862 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  Comm. 
cL  ia,  [220J  1619  ;  c^.  12,  1620 


\ 


Bath,  Marquess  of — eont. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  3,  [lao]  1206 ; 
cl.l\,l2n;  el. 33,  Amendu  1216 ;  Sohadule, 
1220 
Leases  and    Sales    of   Settled    Estates,    2R. 

Amendt.  [220]  866 
Leonard   Edmunds,   Eaqnire — Petition,  [S20^ 
1616 
218]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  dR.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1148 
219]  41;    Comm.   960;    eL  7t   969;  Re-oomm. 
el.S,  1122,  1123;  Amendt.  1124  ;  Amendt. 
.     1126;   Amendt.  1126.  1142,  1143;    el.  17. 
.     Amendt.  1266;  el.  18,  ib. ;    el.   20.  1267; 
.     eL  26,  Amendt.  1674 
220]  Report,  el.  8, 146 
Railway  Companies,  Ret.  [218]  1906 
Rating,  2R.  [221]  283  ;  Comm.  cl.  6,  Amendt. 

643,  646 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.  [230]  984 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  of 

Endowed  Schools — Combe's  Sohool,  Crewkeme, 
Scheme  for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218] 
1677 

Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 
for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1670, 1673 

Baxter,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  MowtroHy 

Sfc. 
Church   Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.    Amendt       ^ 

[220]  1098,1186 
Established  Church  (Scotland)  (Communicants),  ,^  ^ 

[219]  1269,  1270  ^ 

Factories  ( Health  of  Women,  Ac),  2R.  [219]^  — 

1439  ;  Comm.  cl.  4,   [220]    322  ;   Amendt.  ^ 

326  ;  el.  13,  329  ^ 

Bazley,  Sir  T.,  Manchester 

Cattle — Importation  of  Foreign,  [220]  1618 
Factory   Acts   Amendment,  2R.  [218]  1745 

Amendt.  1770,  1803 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  3,  [220]  64^ 


Beach,    Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks- 
(Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland),  Olou- 
cestershirBj  E. 
Army — Hampshire  Militia,  [219]  1066 

Kilmainham    Hospital,    [218]    483 ;  [221] 
1407 
Compulsory  Vaccination  Act — Vaccine  Lymph, 

[218J  1690 
Contagious    Diseases     (Animals) — Report    of 

Committee  (1873),  [220]  693 
Criminal  Law — Accounts  of  Fines  and  Penal 

Sums,  r22o]  301 
Foyle  College,  Comm.  [221]  381 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2a.  [218]  620 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),   Leave,   [219] 
367  ;  Comm.  el.  2,  1066 
22o]IntoxicatingLiquors(Ireland)(No.2),  Comm. 
c/.  4,210;  C/.6,  Amendt.  t6.,  21 1, 212;  eh  10, 
213,  214;   cl.   11,   340;    cl.    12,  998,  1001. 
1002  ;  el.  13,  Amendt.  i6.  :   el.  16,  Amendt. 
t6..  1003;   cl.  16.  i6.;    c/.  18.  1006;  ri.  20. 
t6. ;    <?/.  21,  xh.\  add.  cl.  1008,  1009,1011, 
1012,  1013,1014,  1016,  1062;  3R.  I6O6 


BEA 


BEA 


{SESSION    1 874] 
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BEA 


BEA 


(SAOV,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioxa— €on<. 
IreUnd — MisoellaneouB  QnestioDt 
Aehil,  Island  of,  [231]  123 
Ancient  Monaments,  Preservation  of,  [318] 

1591  ;  [331]  976 
Board  of  National  Education,  [319]  1588; 

— Limerick  Model  School,  [330]  1086 
Board  of  Works — Loans  under  the  Land 

Act,  [330]  227 
College  of  Physicians — Supplemental  Char- 
ter, [319]  965  :  [33o]  159 
Commissioners  of   Education  —  National 

School  at  Altanagh,  [331]  757 
Commissioners  of  National  Education,  [319] 

1161 
Conoordatnm  Fund,  [321]  1145 
Constabulary  Force — County  Wicklow,  [330] 

157 
Constabulary,  The,  [319]  71 ;— Pay  of,  [230] 

1085 
Contagious  Diseases(  Animals)  Acty[3i8]627 
Convict  Prisons,  [319]  1563 
Costs   and    Damages  against   GoTemment 

Officials,  <bc.  [319]  270 
Denominational  Education,  [318]  923 
Derry  Celebrations — Costs  of  Colonel  Hil- 

lier,  [319]  392  ;  [220]  156 
Discharged  Lunatics — Cases  of  George  and 

Owen  Doherty,  [221]  1029 
Dublin    Metropolitan    Police    Magistrates, 

[230]  425 
Dublin,  Public-Houses  in,  [220]  221 
Dublin  UniTersity,  [219]  751  ;  [221]  762 
Dunmore  Harbour,  [218]  481 
Dwellings  for  the  Working  Classes— Loans 

by  the  Board  of  Works,  [220]  509 
Extra  Police  Force— Wexford,  [221]  967 
Fines  Fund,  [220]  1225  ;  [221]  1150 
Fishenes  Report  (1^73),  [219]  852 
Franchise,  The,  [218]  716 
Grand  Jury  System,  [218]  813 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  [218]  1836,  1927 
Irish    Church  —  National    Monuments  — 

Ecclesiastical  Buildings,  [221]  1257 
Irish  Fisheries  Department — Gunboat,  [221] 

1148 
Irish  Magistracy— Mr.  Jackson,  J. P.,  [219] 

1498 ;— County  Tipperary,  [220]  422 
Judicature,  [220]  1522,  1523 
Kilrea  Riots,  The.  [220]  154  ;  [221]  1410 
l4tbourers  Dwellings,  [218]  268  ;  [2i9]310 
Licensing  Act  (1872).  [219]  751 
Liffey,  Condition  of  the  River,  [220]  225 
Lunatic  Asylums,  [221]  1408 
Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870,  [2 18] 

716 
National  School  Teachers,  [221]  1033 
Orange  Demonstrations,  [221]  127,  760 
Oyster   Beds  off   Wexford  and    Wicklow, 

[221]  1160 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)   Act,  [218] 

411;— "Flag    of   Ireland"    Newspaper, 

1550 
Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Acts,  1856  and 

1870,  [221]  124;— Search  WarranU  for 

Arms,  966 
Phonix  Park  Riots,  [219]  1118 
Police  Force  in  Tipperary,  [221]  1424 
Poor  Law — Amalgamation  of  Unions,  [218] 

1177 
Poor  Law  Guardians.  [219]  1056 
Poor  Law  Unions— Clerks  of  Unions,  [219] 

8U 


BiAOH,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hiosb— -0Mit. 

Poor  Rate  Collectors,  [320]  299 

Salaries    of   Resident    Magistrates,  [219] 

482, 1058 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [219]  1407 
Shannon  River,  Drainage  of,  [218]  228  ; — 
Improvement  of  the,  [219]  72  ;  [220]  300 
Teachers,  Return  of  Emoluments  of,  [220] 

1225 
Trinity  College  (Dublin)— Queen's  Letter, 

[220] 1348 
Tyrone— Coal  Island,  Disturbance  at,  [218] 

336 
Union  Boundaries,  [220]  77 
Union  Rating.  [218]  290 
University  Education,  [218]  1098 
Vaccination,  [220]  1084 
Ireland— Derry  (Celebrations,  Motion  for  a  Re- 
turn, [218]  488,491 
Ireland — Dublin  University,  Res.  [221]  1326 
Ireland— Intermediate  Education,    Eles.  [219] 

1276 
Ireland,  Intoxicating  Liquors  in — Sale  of,  on  a 

Sunday,  Res.  [318]  2012 
Ireland— Juries,  Res.  [321]  1412 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  Amendt.  [319]  887 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers,  Res.  [319] 

1290 
Ireland  —  Peace    Preservation    Act — Case    of 
Patrick    Casey,  Motion  for  Papers,   [218] 
193,  196 
Ireland  —  Railways — Local    Guarantees,    Res. 

[219]  325 
Ireland — Registration  of  Parliamentary  Voters, 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219]  529 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1517 
Irish  Railways,   Acquisition   and   Control    of. 

Res.  [218]  1313,  1333 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund,  Consid.  [221] 

1223  ;  cl.  5,  1224 
Lough  Corrib  Navigation,  2R.  [221]  610 
Magistrates  (Ireland)  and    Commissioners   of 
Dublin   Police  (Allowances),   Comm.  [219] 
726,  727.  706.  797 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  782 
Monicip:il  Privileges  (Ireland),  2 R.  [218]  341, 
947 ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1342  ;  [220]  128,  129 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  153,  156 
Parliamentary   Relations  (Great   Britain  and 
Ireland)— Home    Rule,   Motion   for  a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  884 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  537 
Public  Health  (Ireland).  2R.  [219]  667,  668  ; 

Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  1605 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police.  Comm.  cl  2,  [221]  906,  907 
Supply — Broad moop  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
[219]  356 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  [219]  348 
Comptroller  and    Auditor   General  of  the 

Exchequer.  [218]  775 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  dec.  Ireland,  [219] 

360 
Government    Prisons,   &o.    Ireland,  [219] 

362,  365 
Legal  Expenses,  Ireland,  [219]  366 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland).  [218]  1144 
Tublic  Record  OflSce  (Ireland)  and  Keeper 
of  State  Papers,  Dublin,  [219]  350 
Towns  Improvement  Act  (1854),  [219]  479 
Valuation  of  Pro^rty ,  2B..  tii<i\<i^^ 


BEA       BEL 


{  GENERAL    INi^x-._  , 
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iOH,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  Hampshire f  N, 

itoxioating  Liquors,  Consid.  [220]  98,  94 
Aaluation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  2,  [220]  180  ; 
a,  8,  650  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  665 


BAtrcHAMP,  Earl  (Lord  Steward  of  the 
Household) 

Capital    Sentences,    Execution    of —  Spanish 

Garotte,  Res.  [220]  1344 
Ecclesiastical  Fees,  [221]  846 
Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  [218] 

1808 
Endowed  Schools — Gelligaer  School,  Queen's 

Answer  to  Address,  [219]  305 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac),  2R.  [220] 

1326  ;  Comm.  el.  10,  Amendt.  1617,  1618  ; 

el.  12,  1620 
220]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  675 ;  Comm. add.  el. 

1187.  1191  :    cl.  3,  1192,  1194,  1203,  1208  ; 

el.  5,   1209;   el.  9,  1210;    el.  II,  Amendt. 

t6.,  1211  ;  el.  12,  %h.\  cl.  14.  1213;  ci.  33, 

1216  ;    Amendt.  1217  :   cl.  34.  Amendt.  ih. ; 

Report. 
Amendt. 


Schedule,    1219;     Amendt.    1220 

cL    32, 


cl.   29,   Amehdt.   1611 

1613 
221]  8R.  202 
Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties 

Railway,  Motion  for  Ro-comm.  [219]  308 
Irish    Church    Act  —  National    Monuments-^ 

Ecclesiastical  Buildings.  [221]  1396 
Metropolitan    lmpro?ements — The    New    Go- 
vernment Offices — Knightsbridge  Barracks, 

[221]  1403 
Middlesex  Sessions,  2R.  [218]  622 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Uomm.  [219]  949, 

950  ;  Re-comm.  cl.  8,  Am«'ndt.  1126  ;  cl.  9, 

1144,   1146,    1147;    cl.  20,    1266;    Report, 

add   cl.  [220]  150 
Railways,    Ireland — Guarantees   from   County 

Rates,  [218]  1398 
Railways,  Queen's  Answer  to  Address,  [218] 

1302 
Slaughterhouses,  itc.  Comm.  [221]  383 


Beaufort,  Duke  of 

Endowed  Schools,  Address  to  the  Queen,  [218] 
1917 


Beaumont,  Major  F.  E.  B.,  Durham^  S, 

Army — Arsenal,  Central  Inland,  [220J  1051 
Tactical    Station — Central    Arsenal,  [220] 
1225 

Army  Reserves,  Res.  [218]  496 

Patent  Museum,  [218]  715 

Science  and  Art — National  Gallery,  [218]  1928 
South  Kensington  Museum,  [218]  482 


Beaumont,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Northumberland, 
Highways  Act,  [219]  1402 


AT 


Belmore,  Earl  of 

Court  of  Judicature  (IroUnd),  9R.  [319]  458 ; 

Comm.  el.  6,  Amendt.  1899  ;  eL  34,  Anaiidt. 

1400 
Fiji  Islands — Cession   to  the  Britith  Crown, 

[221]  189 
Irish    Church    Temporalities    Commiaiion  -— 

Church  Funds,  [219]  601 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[221]  96 
Parochial  Records  ( Ireland),  9R.  [219]  1398, 

1399;  [221]  850 
South  Sea  Islands,  Address  for  Corretpandenee, 

[218]  255 


Bentinck,   Mr.    Q-.    A.    F.    Cayendish 

(Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade), 

TFhitehaven 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine   Department),  [si8] 

1687 
Tramways   Provisional    Orders  ConArmatioii, 

Comm.  Schedule  1,  [221]  703 


Bentinck,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  Amendt.  [218]  679 
Contagious    Diseases    Animals    Act — Plenro-   « 

Pneumonia,  [219]  613 
Merchant  Shipping  Act — Compnlsory  PilotatSi^ 
[218] 1178 
<< Ellen  Constance"  and  "Vittoria,"  Tbe^ 
[218I71I 

Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  366 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Admiralty  Administration.  [219]  426,  437 
Anchors,  Trial  of,  [218]  484 
H.M.  Dockyards.  [218]  847 
Naval  Keserve,  [218]  749 
Navy — Unarmoured  and  Iron-clad  Ships,  EI&9. 

[218]  1873,  1874,  1875 
Navy  Estimates — Wages,  Ac.  for  Seamen  and 

Marines,  [218]  1458,  1459 
Railway  Accidents,  [218]  710; — Royal  Com- 

mii>sion,  Res.  1883 
Treaty  of  Wasliington — Award  of  the  Mixed 
Claims  Commission,  [219]  68 


Beresford,    Lord  C.    W.    D.,    WaUr- 
ford  Co. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  in  Ireland,  Sale  of,  on  a 
Sunday,  lies.  [218]  2006 


Beresford,  Colonel  F.  M.,  SouthwarJ 
Criminal  Law  —Convict  Labour— Mat  Maki' 

[221]  130 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.  [218]  573 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management, 

[218]  1350 
Palace  of  Westminster — Admission  of  Vis 

[221]  129 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R, 

311 
Supply — British  Museum,  [220]  446 


BET       BIS 
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BLA        BOR 


3ottl2igBQl 

(Mr.  AndfnoH,  Sir  William  SHrHng-McuDmU, 

Mr.Stevenamt  Mr.  M^ Lagan) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  •  Mar  20  [Bill  4] 

Aead2o,  after  short  debate  April  15,  [318]  695 
Gomroittee  ;  Report  April  21,  944  [Bill  78] 
ReMl3»*  AprU  28 
I  Rrad  I*  •  {Earl of  MorUy)  April 30    (No.  47) 
Read  3>  May  7,  1807 
Committee*  May  12 
Report  *  May  15 
ReadS^^lfay  18 
e.  Lords    Amend ts.   considered    and    agreed   to 

ifoy  21,  [319]  680 
I.  Royal  Assent  June  8  [37  Vict.  o.  15] 


SiooAB,  Mr.  J.  Or, J  Cavan  Co, 

Expiring  Laws  Continnanoe,  2R.  [331]  737, 
740,  743;  Comm.  1002,  1003;  Schedule  1, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1024  ;  Sche- 
dule 2,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1027 

Ireland — Magistracy — Kiot  at  Kilrea,  [330] 
154;  [331]  1412 

Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[318]  150 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Acts,  1856  and 
1870, [331]  124 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1854)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Lopet,  Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  Mr.  Charles 

Lewis) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  I*  •  Mar  26  [Bill  48] 

2R.  [Dropped] 


Bills  of  Sale  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lard  Chanerlhr) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  June  26        (No.  139) 

Read  2*  *  June  30 

Committee  */u/y  6  (No.  152) 

Report  •  July  7 

Read3**/tt/y9 
e.  Read  1«  •  July  25  [Bill  231] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  August  S 


BiRTiKY,  Mr.  H.y  Manchester 

Education  Department — Education  Code,  [319] 

1633 
Elementary   Kducation    (Compulsory   Attend- 
ance), 2R.  Amendt.  [330]  808 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [319]  1 101 
Supply — Public  Kducation,  [319]  1644 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [320]  646 


Bishop  of  Calcutta  (Leave  of  Absence) 

BUI  [h-l.]      ( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  ]»•  April  24  (No.  S6) 

Read  2*  April  30,  [318]  1392 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  1 

Read  3'  *  May  4 
e.  Read  1**  *  {Lord  Oeorye  ffavuUon)  May  5 

Read2«*lfay  11  [Bill  03] 

Committee  *  :  Report  May  18 

Read3«*»Jlfay2l 
h  Royal  Assent  June  8  [37  Via,  0. 13] 


Blaghfokd,  Lord 

Colonial  Clergy,  [318]  1172 ;  2R.  1804 

Blantyre,  Lord 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [319]  388 

Blennerhassett,  Mt.  E.  P.,  JSjmy 

Irish  Railways— Acquisition  and  Control  of. 
Res.  [318]  1263 

« 

Board  of  JVade 

Lighthouse  for  Cardigan  Bay,  Question,  Mr. 
Holland  ;  Annwer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
/u/y27,  [33i]758 
Railway  Department  —  Captain  Tyler,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Goldsmid  :  Answer.  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  May  7,  [218]  1842 ;  Question, 
ObserTations,  Mr.  Goldstnid ;  Reply,  Sir 
Charles  Adderley ;  short  debate  thereon 
May  15,  [2 19]  329 

Bawd  of  Trade — Marine  Departtnent 
Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  any  alterations 
are  needed  in  the  constitution  or  procedure 
of  the  Marine  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  in  consequence  of  the  important 
changes  which  hav»  taken  place  in  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  during  the  last  few  years  " 
{Mr.Eustace  Smith)  May 6, {21%^  1677  ;  after 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Board  of  Trade  Arbitrations,  Inquiries, 
ftc.  BiU 

{Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinek 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  May  I  [Bill  86] 
Read  2*^  •  M»y  1 1 

Committee  ;  Report  May  18,  [319]  453 
Considered  •  June  8 
Read3°*yt*>MJ  11 

1,  Read  \**  {Lord  Dunmare)  June  12    (No.  103) 
Read  2*  June  22,  [220]  216 

Committee  *  June  23 

Report  **  June  30 

Read  3»  *  July  14 

Royal  Assent  July  30   [37  A  38  Vict,  0.  40] 

BooRD,  M.T.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [319]  1006 
Public  Health  Act — Woolwich  and  Plumstead 

Nuisances,  [331]  1407 
Supply — Rating  of  Government  Property,  Ac. 

[231]  798 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  3,  [330]  648 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Bryan,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Blennerhassett) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  Mar  23  [Bill  35] 

Bill  withdrawn,  afler  short  debate  August  4, 
[321]  1262 

Boroughs  {Auditors  and  Assessors) 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider  and 
report  on  the  appointment  and  duties  of 
Assessors  and  Auditors  in  Boroughs"  {Mr, 
Fell)  June 2,  [219J91S 

\yst\y 


BOB        BOU 
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BOU       BOW 


Boroughs  {Auditors  and  Assessors)— eooL 

Moved,  *'That  Lord  Augaatus  Herrey  be  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Bo- 
roughs (Auditors  and  Assessors)''  June  8; 
debate  adjourned 

Adjourned  debate  resumed  June  12,  1066  ; 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

And,  on  June  12,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mf.  Pell  (Chairman),  Mr.  Richard 
Bright,  Mr.  Callender,  Mr.  Cotes,  Mr.  Dodds, 
Viscount  Folkestone,  Mr.  Gourley,  Mr. 
Hardoastle,  Lord  Augustus  Hervey,  Mr. 
Rowley  Hill,  Mr.  Isaac,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd, 
Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  and 
Mr.  Stevenson 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Jtdy  22 

{Pari  F,  No.  321) 


Boondaries  of  Archdeaconries  and  Rural 
Deaneries  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Exeter) 

I  Presented  ;  read  !••  April  17  (No.  28) 

Read  2*  •  April  30 

Committee  *  3fay  12 

Report*  May  15 

Read8»*i/ay  19 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  200) 

c.  Read  !<>•  June  8  [Bill  143] 

Read  2**^  July  1 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  17        [Bill  212] 

Committee  *  {on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  July  24 

Considered  •  July  25 

Read  3°  •  July  27 
/.  Royal  AweniAuf^st  7    [37  A  38  Vict.  c.  63] 


BouBKE,  Hon.  R.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign   Affairs),    Lynn 
Regis 
Aden — Arab  Tribes,  Relation  with,  [218]  717 
Africa,    East   Coast    of— Slave    Trade,  [220] 

1476;  [221]  294 
"  Alabama,"    The — Compensation   for  British 

Property,  Res.  [219]  863 
Argentine  Republic  and  Brazil — States  of  the 

Plate,  [220]  166 
Atchin.  Dutch  War  in,  [220]  1085 
Batavia— II.M.  Consul   at— The  Ship  "  Mon- 
trose," [219]  480 
Brussels,   Conference   at — Prisoners   of   War, 

[219]  1405,  1406;  [221]  1409 
Canada,  Dominion   of— Coasting   Trade   with 
the  United  States,  [220]  1351 
Reciprocity  Treaty,  The,  [221]  129 
Cape  Colony — Boandary  at  DclagoaBay,  [221] 

1403 
Chili — Arrest  of  a  British  Subject,  [219]  311 
China — Woosung  Bar,  Shanghai,  State  of,  [218] 

1095  ;  [220]  873 
Consular  Chaphaincies,  [221]  969 
Consular  Service — Unhealthy  Climates,  [221] 
299 
Vines,  Mr.,  British  Consul  at  Islay,  Peru, 
[219]  951 
Diplomatic  Service — Berne,  Mission  at,  [218] 
1583 
Cairo  Consulship— Egypt,  [218]  1584 
East  Mrkwu  Slave  TradctiiS'i  W6 

\cont^ 


Bousxi,  Hon.  ll.— 0Ofit. 

Egypt— Misoellaneooa  QuMiiona 

Alexandria  and  Ramlegh  EUilway  Com] 

[118]  628 
Coal,  Doty  on,  [lai]  1388 
Consular  Jurisdiotion  and  Snei  Canal,  [3  ,^ 

021 
Consular  Jurisdiction  m,  [a  18]  1263 
Outrage  on  British  Subjects,  [221]  966 
Suez  Canal—  international    Commii^^ 
[318]  1409  ;— International  Treaty,  ^;2 
— Navigation,  Suspension  of^  1182 
Foreign    Affairs  —  Foreign    Relations     w^ 

Mexico,  [218]  1838 
Foreign  OfBce— Salaries,  [218]  282 
France— Commercial  Treaty,  1872,  [318]  Bit 

—British  Salt,  1408 
French  Sugar  Refineries,  [221]  126 
Greece  —  Diplomatic  Relations  —  Guartntss^ 

Loan,  [219]  73, 1404 
Guatemala — Outrage  on  a  British  Vice  Consul 

[219]  311 
Honduras— Minister  Plenipotentiary,  [ai9]61tf 
India— Siam,  Treaty  with,  [220]  698 
Monastic  and   Conventual   Institutions,  [318X 
1843  ;  [221]  298 ;  Motion  fi»r  an  Addras, 
832  '  • 

Newfoundland  Fisheries,  [319]  t  V» 
Peru — Guano  Deposits— Survey  of,  [318]  1179 

[219]  274 
Reunion,   Island   of— British   Indian    Coolioa 

[220]  226 
Rome — Alleged  Disturbances,  [221]  297 
Russia— Polish  Amnesty,  Reported,  [220]  22S 
Slave  Trade  Papers— Class  A,  [220]  1223 
Spain — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bilbao,  British  Subjects  in,  [218]  485 
Capture  of  a  British  Subject.  [221]  972 
Capture  of  the   "  Virginius,"   [219]   31- 

[221]  556 
Claims  b;  British  Subjects,  [221]  976 
Foreign  Intervention,  [221]  1260 
German  Squadron,  The,  [221]  853 
Recognition  of    Belligerent    Rights,   \i^m 

404 
Recognition  of  the  Existing   Govemm- 

[220]  222 
Slave  Trade  Papers.  [218]  929 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [^^ 

790 
Treaty  of  Washington — Award  of  the  M   a 4 
Claims  Commission,  [219]  68 
Three  Rules,  The,  [218]  1840 
United   States  —  Custom  House  Rules,  [  3^0 
1082  ' 

Zanzibar,  Sultan  of,  [221]  1258 


BowYER,  Sir  G.,  Wexford  Co, 

Agricultural   Tenants,  Security   for  Improfs> 

mcnts  by.  Res.  [220]  191 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [221]  1425 
Expiring    Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  737, 

742  ;  Comm.  996 
India  Councils,  Comm.  [221]  1219 
Intoxicating   Liquors,  Consid.   cl.  4,  Amendt 

[219]  1701  ;  [220]  87,  90  ;  cl  8,  101 
Judicature    Act — Irish  and    Scotch    Appeals, 

[218]  1581,  1676;  [219]  1403 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  7,  [219]  291  ;  cl.  53,  679 
\    \A\id  Tvtl^a  and  Transfer,  2R.  [320]  1255 
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and  Gonrentual  lastitutions,  [119] 
et.  1508, 1517,  1521 ;  Motion  for  an 
I,  [aai]  831 ;  Amendt.  833,  834 
it---AddreB8  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
I]  168 

out,  The  late,  [219]  1300, 1301, 1302, 
) 

it — ^BttsinefM  of  the  House  (Opposed 
s).  Res.  [318]  283  ;  [221]  721 
it — Dissolution  and  General  Election 
of  Censure,  Res.  [218]  1129 
it — Puhlio   Business — Orders  of   the 
».  [219]  1167 

tetings  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  588 
oreign  Intervention,  [221]  1260 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  Greneral  of 
Exchequer,  [218]   772;   Motion  for 
•rting  Progress,  773,  774 
I  of  Parliament,  [218]  1137 
courts  of  Justice  and  Offices,  [218] 
),  1143 

[ome  and  Colonial  Offices,  [2 18]  1137, 
J 

Office  Telegraph  Service,  [219]  1662 
gton  Monument,  The,  [218]  1141 
Court    of    Judicature     Act    (1873) 
nent,2R.  [220]  1265;  Comm.  Amendt. 
(3, 154  ;  cL  10, 166 
jowrt  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sus- 
,    2R.   [221]    1042  ;    Comm.  el.   1, 

Means— Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 
38 

,  Earl  of 

le — Mails  to  the  North  of  Scotland, 

17 


r.  J.,  Leitrim  Co, 

Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  737 

light   Hon.    H.   B.   W.,  {»ee 
£EB,  The) 

Mr.  T.,  Hastings 

Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  367 

ival  Reserve,  [218]  724 

[mates — Wages,  &c.  for  Seamen  and 

I,  [218]  1453 

he  Argentine    Republic    and — 
r  of  the  Plate 

Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;   Answer,  Mr. 
JuM  19,  [220]  156 


lonel  S.  B.  Rtjggles-,  Essex^  E, 
ng  Liquors,  Comm.  d,  2,  [219]  1067  ; 
[220Y9I  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  94 
of   Property,  Comm.   cl.  3,  [220] 


liarquess  of 

3g  IJquors,  Comm.  el,  II,  Amendt. 

210 

orship  Regulation,  Re^jomm.  el,  8, 

122 

QXXI.  [tHISD  8ERIEB,] 


Bristowe,  Mr.  S.  B.,  Newark 

Education    Department — Revised  Code,  Res. 

[218]  1720 
Endowed  Schools  Acts    Amendment,  Comm. 
[221]  435 
219]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el,  2,  1100; 
.     el,  24,  1182;   el,  28,1186;   Consid.  1680; 
.     el.  26, 1729 
220]  el,  8,  101  ;  d,  23,  Amendt.  \10  ;  eL  27, 118 ; 
Amendt.  124 
Juries,  Comm.  d,  5,  [219]  280 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [221]  215 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  Res.  [221]  1382 
Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [219]  666  ;  Comm. 
el,  3,  [220]  184  ;  add.  d,  671 


British  Museum — Salaries  of  Officers 
Question,  Mr.   Butt ;    Answer,   Mr.    Disraeli 
ifar27,  [2i8]377 

Brocklehurst,  Mr.  W.  C,  Macclesfield 
Factories  (Health    of  Women,  d(c.),  Comm. 
el.  15,  [aao]  334 

Bbooden,  Mr.  A.,   Wedneshury 

France— Commercial  Treaty,  1872,  [218]  541 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  [218]  1841 

Brooks,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 
Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [219]  721 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  743 
Ireland — Liffey,  Condition  of  the  River,  [220] 

226 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218] 118 

Brown,  Mr.  A.  H.,   Wenlock 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [219]  70 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 
1658;   Comm.  [221]  377;    d.  1,  Amendt. 
494,  5Q8  ;  d,  4,  Amendt.  589 
Sanitary  Acta— Polluted  Water,  [218]  1585 
Supply — Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of   the 
llousehold  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. [219]  346 
Wenlock  Elementary  Education,  2R.  Amendt. 
[220]  284 

Browne,  Mr.  G.  E.,  Mayo  Co, 

Army — Medical    Department— New    Warrant, 

[220]  1520 
Ireland — Post  Office — Money  Order  Offices, 
[218]  407 
Union  Rating,  [218]  290 

Brtjce,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  A.  C.  B., 
Marlborough 
Metropolis  —  Knightsbridge   Barracks,  [aai] 
1422 

Brtjce,  Hon.  T.  C,  Portsmouth 

Board  of  Trade — Railway  Inspectors — Captain 

Tyler,  [219]  335 
Police  Superannuation,  [220]  1354 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  d.  3,  [220]  183 

30 
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Brtjen,  Mr.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  619 
iDtoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Gomm. 

cl  13,  [220]  1001 :  el  21,  1005 
Ireland — Labourers'  Dwellings,  [219]  809 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers,  Res.  [219] 

1296 
Ireland  —  Railways  —  Local  Ooarantees,  Res. 

[219]  822 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1527 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  782 
Municipal  PriTileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  948 
Parliament — Gal  way  New  Writ,  [220]  167 
Parliamentary   Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

311 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  541 
Public  Health,  2R.  [219]  668 
Supply — Salaries  of  the  OfiBcers,  Ae.  of  the 
Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, [219]  345 

Bruisehy  Conference  at — RaUes  of  Military 

Warfare 
Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Answer, 
219]  The  Earl  of  Derby  June  11,  1400  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;   Answers,  Mr. 
Bourke,  1405 ;  Question,  Observations.  The 
Earl  of  Denbigh  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
220]  July  3,  986;  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ; 
Answer,  Mr.   Disraeli  July  1^  1222;  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.    Serjeant    Simon  ;    Answer,    Mr. 
221]  Disraeli  July  23,  852  ;  Question,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  August  6, 
.     1408 

Correspondence— PaW.  P.  [1010]  [1083] 

Bryan,  Mr.  G.  L.,  Kilkenny  Co. 

Expiring  Laws   Continuance,  2R.  [221]  736; 
Comm.  Schedule,  1020 


BuccLEUCH,  Duke  of 

Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  Comm.  Proviso, 

[220]  867,  868 
Army— Militia,  Address  for  Returns,  [2 19]  743 

Militia  Returns,  [221]  288 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [219]  381 


Building  Act  of  1844^ — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Locke  :  Answer,  Mr.  Asshcton 
Cross  Afar  30,  [218]  406 

Building  Societies^  Benefit — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  3/ar  26,  [218]  336 

Bnilding  Societies  Bill 

(ifr.    Torrens,  Mr.    Walpole,  Mr.   Gourley,  Mr. 
Ooldney^  Mr.  Dodds,  Sir  Charles  Russell) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Mar  30  [Bill  65] 

Read  2'^,  after  short  debate,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  April  28,  [218] 
1336 
And,  on  April  30,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mr.  Spencer  Walpole  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  CaUender,  Mr.  W.  D^ivi- 
3on,  Mr,  Podds,  Mr,  Goldney,  Mr.  GoMtX^i 

\cot\l. 


Building  Societies  BiU^-eoni, 

Mr.  Leeman,  Mr.  A.  M* Arthur,  Hr.  P^ 
Sir  Charles  Raswll,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Soli^ 
General  (Mr.  Holker),  Mr.  Torr, 
Torrens,  Mr.  Wheel  house,  Mr.  Whit**. 
May  4,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  M^ 
added 

Report  *  ;  Re-comm.  May  15  [BiU  ^ 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  4         [BIU  ^ 

Re-comm.* — ^b.p.  June  10 

Re-comm .  *  ;  Report  June  1 1 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  he  now  taken  int,^ 
sideration  "  June  16,  [219]  1741 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  **g. 
Friday  next "  (Mr.  Aftderson) ;  ^vtstii 
put,  "That  *now,*  Ac.;"  A.  97,  N.  u 
M.75 

Bill  considered 

Read  S'**  June  19 
I.  Read  1»  •  {Earl  of  Harrowby)  June  23  (No^lST) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  9,  [tso] 
1079 

Committee  •  July  9  (No.  IM) 

Report*  JuZy  16 

Read  8**/tt/y  17 

Royal  Assent  July  30     [37  &  38  Viet.  c. «] 


BuLWER,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Ipswich 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el,  2,  [219]  lOtS 

1103:    cl.  9,   1116;   Consid.  el.  36,  17)6 

cl.  27,  [220]  179 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Conn 

cl.  11,  [220]  341 
Supply  —  Government    Prisons,   Ac.  InUnd 

[219]  362,  364 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  d,  3,  [220]  W2 

cl.  4,  667 


Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Household  Franchise  (Counties),  2R.  [219)32 
Prince  Leopold's  Annuity,  3R.  [221]  978 


BUTLER-JOHNSTONE;     Mr.     H.     A.,    Cw 

terhury 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [218]  478 
Army  Reserves,  Res.  [218]  516 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res. 

[218]  686 


Butt,  Mr.  I.,  Limerick  City 
Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion 

a  Committee,  [219]  724 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [221]  12ff 
British  Museum — Salaries   of   Officers,  [2 

377 
Colonial  Office— Official  Staff,  [221]  795 
Criminal  Law — Fenian  Prisoners,  [218]  411 
221]  Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  727,'! 
740,  746  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  979,  1011 ;  d 
1013,  1016;  Amendt.  1017  ;  Amendt.  10 
Schedule,    1020,    1024,    1025;    Schedule 
Amendt.  ib. :    Amendt.  1026  ;  Consid.  1( 
1079 
Foyle  College,   Comm.   Motion   for    report 

Progress,  [221]  380,  381 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Coi 
c\.  b^\^^c>"\'i\\\  cVVi,  Ks&a.\idt«2]3 
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VT,  Mr.  l,~-ecnt. 

bvlMid— Miioelhiiieoat  Quettioni 

Ootto   and  Dimagw  against  Ck>Ternment 

OflBoiaU,  die.  [219]  270 
Dnblin  Unbenity,  Res.  [221]  1325 
Iriah  Fisheries — I>egislation,  [219]  619 
Bea4M  Presenration  (Ireland)  Act — '*  Flag 
of  Ireland"  Newspaper,  [218]  1556; — 
Search  Warrant  for  Arms,  [221]  065 
Pb<lbniz  Park  Riots,  [219]  1118 
Trinity  College,  Dablin,  [2 18]  985  ;~Queen's 
Letter,  [221]  871 
Inland — Derry  Celebrations,  Motion  for  a  Re- 
turn, [218] 488,  490 
btland  —  Peace  Preservation   Act  —  Case  of 
Patrick  Casey,  Motion  for  Papers,  [219]  190, 
195,  200 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judges, 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [220]  429 
riah   Railways,  Acquisition   and    Control  of, 

It«a.[2i8]  1827,  1382 
riah  Reproductive  Loan  Fund,  Comm.  cl.  5, 

[jai]  1104 
fagistrates  (Ireland)  and    Commissioners  of 
Dublin    Police   (Allowances),   Comm.  '[219] 
797  ;  Amendt.  795,  796 
fonicipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  777 
lonieipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2a.  [218]  341, 

945,  956  :  Comm.  1342  :  [220]  129 
teliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

Amendt.  [218]  110,  129,  156,  169,  170 
*ariiament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

UIO;  [221]  714 
Parliamentary  Relations   (Great   Britain   and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Comm.  Res.  [220]  700, 
934,  950 
Pnblie  Meetings  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  587,  589 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [221]  906 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [218]  769 
British  Museum,  [2  2oJ  449 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests   Office 

(Ireland),  [219]  348,  349,  350 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  [219]  347,  348 
Commissioners  of  Education  (Ireland),  [219] 

788 
Comptroller  and   Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer,    Motion   fur  reporting   Pro- 
gress, ^18]  774,  775 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ae.  (Ireland),  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  [219]  359 
Government  Prisons,  Ac,  (Ireland),  [219] 

365 
House  of  Lords,  Offices  of  the,  [218]  763 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges  (Ireland;,  [221] 

817 
Pnblic  Works  (Ireland).  [219]  351 
Report  —  8th  Resolution — Secret  Service, 
Amendt.  [219]  449,  451 ;  lOth  Resolution, 
452 
Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ao.  of  the  House- 
bold  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
[219]  847 
Treasury,  [218]  765,  766 
Sopreme    Court    of   Judicature    Act    (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  147 ;  cl.  2,  Amendt. 
154, 158, 160  ;  cL  9,  Amendt.  164,  166 
Tlater  Tenant  Bight,  Leave,  [218]  1690 


rzTOir,  Sir  E.  J.,  Norfolk,  iS, 
rslaod—Contigious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act, 
{3iSg626 


Cadooak,  Earl 

Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  32 

Caibns,    Lord    {see   Chancellor,    The 
Lord) 

Callan,  Mr.  P.,  Bundalk 
Expiring    Laws    Continuance,    Comm.    [221] 
1003,   1011  ;    Schedule  2,   Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1027 ;  Consid.  1079 
Intoxicating  Liquors  in  Ireland,  Sale  of,  on  a 

Sunday,  Res.  [218]  2002,  2008 
Ireland  —  Excise — Corn    Stores,    dsc.    [221] 
1410 
Foreshores — Returns,  [219]  620 
Ireland— Juries,  Res.  [221 J  1412,  1413 
Ireland,  Legal  Expenses  in,  Amendt.  [219]  366 
Monastic  and   Conventual  Institutions,  [218] 

1097 
Supply — Charitable    Donations    and    Bequests 
Office,  Ireland,  [219]  349 
Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
[219]  346 


Callender,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Manchester 
Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [218]  1777 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  63 

Cambridge,   Duke   of    (Field  Marshal 

Commanding-in-Chief) 
Army — Recruiting,  Address  for    Correspond- 
ence, [220]  493,  498 
Ashantee  War— Vote  of  Thanks,  [218]  389 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1184, 

1627 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

305 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  18 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities,  2R.  [218J  964 
Scotland  —  Sheriff  Principals — Glasgow  and 

Lanarkshire,  [218]  409 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  565 
University  Female  Education,  [219]  1538 


Campbell-Bannerman,  Mr.  H.,  Stirling, 
Sfc. 
Army— City  of  London  Volunteers — Artillery 

Company's  Drill  Ground,  Res.  [221]  683 
Army — Lord  Sandhurst,  Kes.  [219]  650,  652 
Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [219]  719 
Army  Reserves,  Res.  [218]  504,  518 
Army    Estimates  —  Control    Establishments, 
Wages,  Ac.  [218]  533 
Land  Forces,  [218]  452,  461,  469 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  [218]  530,531, 
532 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1553  ; 
Comm.  eU  3,  [221]  689,  690,  696,  699.  702 ; 
cl.  4, 838  ;  cl.  7,  841,  842  ;  cl.  9, 843  ;  Consid. 
cl.  3,  1099 
Household  FranoViVM  (5J^^^^^'^^^**^^•\?■^^'^'^^ 
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CAP       CAB 


CAlIFBILL-BAlTNIBMAir,  Mr.  H.— «Ofll. 

Licensing  System  (Scotland) — Royal  Oommir 

sion,  [220]  76 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl  107,  [218]  708 
Regimental  Exchanges,  2R.  [221]  956 
Ways  and  Means — Pauper  Lunatics  (Scotland), 
.       [221]  873 

Campekdown,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  834  ; 

Comm.  cL  3,  Amendt.  1227,  1257  ;  Amendt 

1259 
Navy— Cadets,  Admission  of,  [219]  1472, 1474 ; 

Res.  [220]  1071 
Navy— State  of  the.  [218]  215,  218 

Canada,  Dominion  of 
Coasting  Trade  with  the  United  States,  Ques- 
tion,   Mr.    Muntz ;    Answer,    Mr.    Bourke 

JWy9,  [220]  1350 
Dominion  House  of  Commons — Administration 

0/  Oaths  to  Witnesses,  Question,  Mr.  Edward 

Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  April  13, 

[218]  493 
Mercantile    Marine    Ensigns,    Question,    Mr. 

Gourley  ;.  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Jtme  5, 

[219]  1055 
Pacific  Railway —  T7ie  Ouarantee,  Question,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 

April  27,  [^18]  1179 
Religious     Frofession  —  The    Code    Civile, 

Art.  70  to  74,  Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  May  1.  [218]  1496 
The   Canadian    Ministry,    Question,   Mr.    E. 

Jenkins  ;    Answer,   Mr.   Disraeli  June    29, 

[220]  606 
The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Question,  Mr.  Riploy  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  16,  [221]  128 

Canadian  Stock  (Stamp  Dnty  on  Trans- 
fers) Bill     {Mr.  jniliam  Henry  Smith, 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  4  [Bill  133] 

Read  2°  •  June  8 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  11 

Considered*  June  12 

Read3°*/wntf  18 
I.  Read  1»  *  (  The  Lord  President)  June  19 

Read  2»  •  June  23  (No.  1 24) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  25 

Read  3*  •  June  26 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  26] 


Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

218]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  IR.  786,  798; 

.      2R.  1146,  1150,  1921 
219]  58,  64  ;    Comm.  925,  944  ;    cl.  7,  967  ;    Re- 

.      comm.  cl.  8,  1123,  1124,  1126,  1136,  1142; 

.      cl.  9,    1145,   1147,  1148,  1265;   cl.  18,  ib.  ; 

.      cl.  20,  1266  ;  cl.  25,  1575 
220]  Report,  el.  12,  147;    add.  cl.  t5.,  150,  152, 

.      153;  3R.  410 
221]  Commons  Amendts.  Consid.  1226  ;  cl.{C). 

.      1255 


Canterbury,  Viscount 

Fiji  Islands,  [220]  1341  ; — Cession  to  the  Bri- 
tish Crown,  [221]  187, 18^ 


Cap$  Colony 

Boundary  at  Delagoa   Bay,    QnatlioB, 
Alexander  M* Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr.  B^ 
August  6,  [221]  1408 

Natal—  The  late  Kafr  Outbreak,  Qm^ 
Mr.  Knatohbull'Hugessen  ;  Answer,  ^ 
Lowther  May  21,  [219]  618  ;  June  8,  j 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley  ;  An^ 
The  Earl  of  CarnanroD  June  15, 1666 

Pari,  PAimj 

Responsible  Oovemmeni,  Question,  Mr.  If.  j 
Torrens;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  howthw  Mapf. 
[219]  700 

Cardwell,  ViscoTint 

Army— Returns,  [221]  288 

Army  and  Militia,  Address  for  Returns,  [iJ 

786,  747 
Army — Recruiting,  Address  for  Correiq^oiidtw 

[220]  486,  495 

Carlingford,  Lord 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  e/.  3,  [220]  ItO 

Schedule,  1219 
Ireland — Rail  ways— Guarantees   from   Cooi 
Rates.  [218]  1393,  1402 
The  Magistracy — Lord  Lieatenantt,  [2 
746,747,751,753 
Ireland — Sligo,  L6itrim,and  Northern  Coaol 

Railway,  Motion  for  Re-comm.  [219]  308 
Irish  Church  Act — National  Monuaients — 

clesiastical  Buildings,  [221]  1395,  1396 
Insb  National  Education — Schoolmasters 

Schoolmistresses,  Motion  for  a  Retumv  [  : 

979 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [221]  1. 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Personal  Expla 

tion,  [221]  1399 
Railway  Accidents,  Motion  for  Papers,  fj 

261 
Railway  Companies,  Res.  [218]  1906 
Railways,   Address  for  a  Royal   CommimV 

[218]  1166, 1169 

Carlisle,  Bishop  of 

Glebe  Unds  Sale,  2R.  [220]  1073,  1078 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  25, [iK 
1576  ;  Report,  add.  el.  [220]  149 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  8ta1 

for  the  Colonies) 
Cape   Colony — Natal,   Disturbance    in,    [21 

1667  • 

Colonial  Clergy,  [218]  1172  ;  2R.  1805 
Courts  (Straits  Settlements),  Commons  Amend 

Consid.  [221]  175,  179 
Fiji  IsLinds,  [220]  1341  ; — Cession  to  the  B 

tish  Crown,  [221]  179,  188,  196 
Fiji  Islands,  Paper  presented,  [218]  809 
Gold  Coast — Affairs  of  the,  [219]  152 
Future   Policy  of  the  Goyernment,  [2 
394,  398 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),  2R.  [220]  67 
Malay  Peninsula — Address  for  Correspondei 

[219]   473;— Sir  Harry    Ord,  597;    [2; 

1062 
Public   Worship   Regulation,  3R.   [220]  4( 

Commons  Amendts.  Consid.  [221]  194^ 
South  Sea  Islands,  Address  for 
1^        \>i8l257 


JAE       CAV 
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218 — 319^230—221. 


CAV       CEN 


Alderman  E.  M.,  Leeds 
MNTOugh,  Buriiil  Board  of,  [220]  419 

OHT,  Mr.  W.  C,   Oxfordshire 

yn   Department  —  Revised  Code,  Res. 

1710 

Consular  Jurisdiction  and  Suez  Canal, 

220]  618 

-National  Education  Commissioners — 

i  Schools,  Res.  [219]  867,  913 

•ade  Papers,  The,  [218]  929  ;— Class  A, 

1238 

-Britbh  Museum,  [220]  418 


ms  Diseases  of  Animals — Regulations 
reat  Britain  and  Ireland,  Question, 
vations,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley ; 
,  Lord  Dunsany  ;  short  debate  thereon 
19,  [220]  131 

nis  Diseases  {Animals)  Aeti  —  Legis- 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Barclay  ;  Answer, 
int  Sandon  April  23,  [218]  986  ;— • 
{  of  Committee  of  1873,  Observations, 
r.  W.  Barclay;  Reply,  Sir  Michael 
•Beach  ;  short  debate  thereon  June  26, 
585 

ton  in  Ireland,  Question,  Observations, 
£mly  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
7,  [221]  197 

ion  of  Foreign  and  Infected  Cattle, 
100,  Mr.  Kavanagh  ;  Answer,  Viscount 
n  June  22,  [220]  223 ;  Question,  Sir 
18  Bazley ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
3.  1619 

ton  of   Irish    Cattle,   Question,    Mr. 
;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  June  23, 
297 

^nsutnonia,  Question,  Mr.  Boatinck  ; 
»r.   Viscount   Sandon  May  21,   [219] 

(  and  Mouih  Disease,  Question,  Lord 

Thynne  ;    Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 

2,  [219]  851  :   Question,    Mr.  J.  W. 

ly  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  June  15, 

of  Cattle — The  Vienna  Conference, 
on,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer, 
int  Sandon  July  21,  [221]  392 

sease  (Ireland)  Bill 

^ichael  BiekS'Beach,  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland) 

;  read  1°*  Jfar27  [Bill  52] 

■^iforSO 

M*  ;  Report  Mar  31 

•  -4^13 

»  ( The  Lord  President)  April  14 

•  April  20  (No.  24) 
66  *  ;  Report  April  23 

•  April  24 

laent  May  21  [37  Vict.  0.  6] 

^ht  Hon.  S.  (Judge  Advocate 
)ral  and  Paymaster  General), 

Skoreham 

Duke  of  York's  School  —  Feltham 
,  [lao]  71, 224 

iiUtary  Officers,  Removal  of.  Motion 
[219]  778 

^eont. 


Cavb,  Right  Hon.  S. — eont. 

Army  Estimates— Military  Law,  Administra- 
tion of,  [218]  527 

East  India  Annuity  Funds,  2R.  [218]  538 

Mutiny.  Comm.  [218]  700  ;  el.  2,  Amendt.  ih.  ; 
cl.  107.  702, 704 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 
298 

Puhlic  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1410  ; 
Comm.  cZ.  9,  [221]  879 


Cavendish,    Lord    F.     C,     Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  N.  Div. 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

1683 
Factories   (Health    of    Women,  Ac),  Comm. 
cl.  14,  [220]  330,  832 


Cavendish,  Lord  Q.  H.,  Derbyshire,  N. 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [219]  1325 
Endowed   Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

[221] 314 
Highways — Legislation,  [218]  1837 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  el.  27,  [220]  126  ; 

3R.  243 
Parliament — Speaker,  Election  of  a,  [218]  7 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cL  7,  [220]  670 


Cawley,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Salford 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1102  ; 

Consid.  d.  2,  Amendt.   1692  ;  cl.  26,   1726  ; 

cl.  7,  Amendt.  [220]  98 
Juries,  Coram,  cl.6,  [219]  288 
Patent  Laws — Legislation,  [221]  391 
Public  Worship   Regulation,    2R.   Motion  for 

Adjournment,  [220]   1457 ;    Comm.   cl.   8, 

[221]  255,  260  ;  d.  9,  879,  886  ;  cL  19,  899  ; 

add.  el.  904 
Sanitary   Laws    Amendment,   Comm.    cl.    33, 

[220]  1498  ;  cl.  55,  Amendt.  1499. 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  185, 

187 


Cecil,  Lord  E.   H.   B.   G.   (Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance),  Essex,  W, 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Cunningham  Training  Gear  for  large  Guns, 

[219]  1402 
Easter  Monday  Review,  [2 18]  339 
Martini-Uenry  Rifles,  [2 19]  269, 61 7  ;  [221] 

971 
Muxzle-Loading  Field  Guns,  [221]  298 
Sergeants,  Pay  and  Position  of,  [220]  542 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [218] 

534 
Metropolis— High  Tides  on  the  Thames,  [220] 
871 


Central  Asia — Afghanistan,  Boundary  of 
Question,     Ohservations,     Lord    Napier    and 
Ettrick ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby ;  short 
debate  thereon  May  8,  [218]  1906 
Corretpondence  respecting  Central  Alia  [919] 


CHA        CHA 


{GENEEAL    INDEX } 
218 — 219 — 220 — 221 . 


CHA       CHA 


Chain  Cables  and  Anchors  Bill 

{Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinek) 

c.  Acts  read  ;  considered  in  Committee ;  Resolu- 
tion agreed  to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  I''*  May  1  [Bill  85] 

Question,  Mr.  Laird ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  May  6.  [218]  1676 

Read  2°  *,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
June  4 

And,  on  June  8,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Sir  Charles  Adderley  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Bates,  Mr.  Brogden,  Mr.  Corry,  Lord 
Eslington,  Mr.  Gourley,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr. 
Hick,  Mr.  Laird,  Mr.  Lefevre,  Mr.  Melly, 
Mr.  Arthur  Peel,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  June  30  (P.  P.  No.  262) 

Report*;  Re-comm. /un€  30  [Bill  184] 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  2 

Read  3°  •  July  6 
I,  Read  \^  •  (^Earl of  Dunmore')  July  7   (No.  167) 

Read  2»  July  14,  [220]  1616 

Committee*  July  17 

Report  *  July  20  (No.  188) 

Read8»*  July  2\ 

Royal  Assent  July  30     [37  <b  38  Vict,  0.  51] 

Chaine,  llkfr.  J.,  Antrim  Co, 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870 — Advances  to  Tenants, 
[221]  1330 


Chambees,  Sir  T.,  Marylehone 

Co-operative  Stores  and  the  Civil  Ser?ioe,[22i] 

680 
Co-operative  Supply  Associations,  [221]  859 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  908 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  5,  Amendt.  [2i9]289  ;  d.  29, 

293  ;  cl  60,  300  ;  cl.  77,  806 ;  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  807,  808 
Monastic  and  Conventual    Institutions,    Res. 

[219]  1622 


Chancellor,  The  Lord  (Lord  Cairns) 

Ashantee  War — Vote  of  Thanks,  Acknowledg- 
ment of  Sir  Garnet  J.  Wolselcy,  [218]  640  ; — 

Message  from  the  Queen,  022 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  462  ; 

Comm.  cl.  (J,  1400  \cl,  34,  t6. ;  Report,[22o] 

05 ;  Amendt.  66 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

861 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2K.  [221] 

1139 
Glebo  Lands  Sale,  2R.  [220]  1075 
Infanticide,  211.  [221]  542  ;  Comm.  848 
Infants  Contracts,  2  a.  [219]  1226 
Inns  of  Court,  IR.  [220]  1466 
Intoxicating   Liquors,   Comm.  add.    cl.  [220] 

1191  ;  cl.  3,  1196,  1197,  1207  ;  cl.  32,  1215  ; 

cl.  33,  ib.  :  Report,  cl.  32,  Amendt.  1612 
Judicature  and  Appe€al  (Scotland  and  Ireland), 

IR.  [218]  1808.  1832 
Land  Titles  and  Trnnsfer,  3R.  [219]  727 
Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [220] 

856 
Leonard   Edmunds,   Esquire — Petition,    [220] 

1612, 1514 
AluDicipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  m..  \ii\\  VQ^ 

\.conl. 


Chancellor,  The  Lord— conl. 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Opening  of,  [218]  1,  3 
Prorogation  of,  [221]  1415, 1426 
Queen's  Speech,  [218]  22 
Speaker,  Election  of  a,  [2 18]  15,  16 
Parochial  Records  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  Ij 

[221]  860 
Patronage  in  the  Church  of  England,  K^ 

for  a  Committee,  [218]  932 
Powers  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  60 
218]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  1149 
219]  Comm.  929,  930,  931,  967  :  Re-coooflkdl 
.      1125;    Amendt.  ib.  1126;   AmendL  113 
.      1134,1136;  c^.  9,  1144,  1145,  1146,  1148 
220]  Report,  cl.  7,  142  ;  el.  8,  144,  146;  (bii. 
.      161,  163  :  3R.  392 
221]  Commons   Amendts.    Consid.   1246,  125 
.     c2.  (C),  1255  :  Personal  Explanation,  1)99 
Rating,  Comm.  el.  6,  [221]  644 
Representative  Peers  of  Scotland,  Motion  1 

a  Committee,  [219]  1492 
Statute  Law  Revision,  2R.  [219]  1666 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Aet  (18! 
Amendment,  2R.  [219]  1048,   1061 ;  Con 
1368  ;  d,  10,  1670, 1672  ;  Report,  [220]  21 
3R.  415 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (187S)  S 

pension,  3R.[22i]  1386 
Transfer  and  Title  of  Land,  IR.  [ai8]  3 

2R.  980,  981  ;  Comm.  1672 
Wild  Birds  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  t 

Comm.  606 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.  [220]  984 ; ! 
[221]  292 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequeb  (Ei) 
Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  Northcote),  Let 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R  [218]  589 
Army — City  of  London  Volunteers — Artil 

Company's  Drill  Ground,  Res.  [221]  682 

Bank  Holidays — Customs   Departments,  [ 

108,  1586 

Money  Order  Office  Department,  [218] 

Board  of  Trade— Railway  Inspectors — Ca[ 

Tyler,  [2193336 
Building  Societies,  Consid.  [219]  1742,  174 
Civil  Servants  of  the  Crown,  Families  of,  [ 

719.  720 
Civil  Service  Commission,  [21 8] 925  ;[2i9' 

— Superannuation  Act,  [220]  1222 
Civil  Service  Writers,  [218]  231 ;— Sick  L 

816 
Coinage  of  Half-Crowns  and  Florins,  [218" 
Colonial  Office— Official  StaflF,  [221]  793 
Consolidated  Fund,  Charges  on  the,  [218] 
Co-opor.itive  Supply  Associations,  [221]  8 
Customs — Out-door  Officers    Memorial,  | 

1838;  [221]  968 
Customs  Outport  Clerks,  [221]  1261 
Customs  Service,  Re-organization  of,  [220' 
Customs  Writers — Salaries,  [218]  1585,  1 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3K.  [219] 
Education    Department — Revised   Code, 

[218]  1733 
Endowed    Schools    Acts  Amendment,   C 

[221]  311,  361,  379,  469 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.   [221] 

745  ;  Comm.   985,  1011  ;    cl,    2,    Am- 

IQ12, 1016, 1018  ;  Schedule,  1019, 1021 

\5« 


CHA       OHA 
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318 — ai9 — 330— 231. 


OHA 


OHA 


lAVCSLLOB  of  the  ExoHiQUBB— eoitf. 

Friendly  Sooieties,  [318]   1178;  r[3i9]  1064; 

Leave,  1206,    1677;    2R.  [330]   248,   276; 

Comm.  673  ;  [321]  289 
Gold  Ckwst,  Slavery  OD  the,  Res.  [330]  629, 630, 

631 
Gnat  Southern  of  India  and  Camatio  Railway 

Companies,  Comm.  [319]  530 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),  Comm.  el,  3,  [319] 

302 
Ineoiiie  Tax,  Ret.  [318]  248  ;  [330]  1084 
India  Councils,  Comm.  [331]  1219 
breland — Excise  —  Whiskey,    Adulteration  of, 
[330]  599 
Publio  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  [318] 

718 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission  — 
Audit  of  Accounts,  Res. '[331]  770;  Expla- 
nation, 856 

Irish  Fisheries— Legislation,  [319]  619 

Juries,  Comm.  cl.  42,  [319]  294,  295  ;  el,  50, 
396,  299  :  cl.  53,  301 

Labourers  and  Artixans  Dwellings,  2R.  Amendt. 

[330]  853 
Leicester  Borough  Magistrates,  [33 1]  1256 
Malt  Tax,  Res.  [318]  1038 
Blagistraoy,  The—Rochester  City  Bench,  [331] 

1149 
Metropolis — National  Portrait  Gallery— Land- 

seer^s  Portrait  of  Sir  Walter  Scott,  [319]  312 
Mint,  The— Silver  Coinage,  [330]  159 
National  Debt,  [318]  1177 
Navy  Estimates— Asbantee  Expedition,  [3^8] 

1902 
Dockyards,  &c.  at  Home  and  Abroad,  [219] 

432 
New  Mint  Buildings  Site,  2R.  [330]  1270 
Parliament  —  Business  of   the   House,  [3 18] 

1099;  Res.  [319]  1414  ;  [331]  715,  717 
Parliament— Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the 

Officers  of  the  Two  Houses  of,  Motion  for  a 

Committee.  [319]  185.  190 
Poet  Office— Servants*  Salaries,  [318]  1582 
Poet    Office — East  India,   China,   and  Japan 

Mail  Contract,  Res.  [321]  1316 
Post  Office— West  India  Mail  Contract,  Res. 

[331]  1305 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  [331]  622 
Public    Accounts,    Committee    on  —  Reports, 

[318]  987 
Publio  Works  Loans,  [318]  1674 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  [220]  1477 
Public     Worship     Regulation     (Consolidated 

Fund,  Ac.),  Comm.  [221]  909.  915 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities,  2R.  [218]  961, 

962,  1262;    Comm.  d.    1,   Amendt.   [319] 

797 

Revenue  Returns— Post  Office  and  Telegraph 

Services,  [331]  1030 
Seience  and  Art— South  Kensington  Museum, 

[318]  482 
Scotland— Income  Tax  Assessors,  [221]  1259 

Pauper  Lunatics,  [221]  969 
Supply — Ashantee  Expedition,  [218]  196 
Auditor  General,  Office  of,  [218]  896 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  Ireland,  [219] 

360 
LiviBgstone,D  r..  Family  of  the  late,  [221] 

827 
Looal    Assessments — Relief  of  the  Poor, 

[130]  476.  478 
LosKl  GoTernment  Board,  [331]  813 

[cotU, 


Ceanobllob  of  the  Exohbquxb— eonf. 

Metropolitan  Police,  [219]  351  ;  [331]  815 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [331]  825 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  (England 
and  Wales),  [321]  816 

Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  [221]  829 

Rates  on  Government  Property,  [318]  1140  ; 
[331]  799,  807 

Report — Greenwich  Hospital  and  School, 
[320]  1481,  1483  ;  [221]  829 ;— 10th  Re- 
solution, [219]  452 

Sub-Wealden  Exploration,  [231]  823 
Treaty  of  Washington — Mixed   Claims  Com- 
mission, The  late,  [331]  125 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  185, 

186.  187.  644,  648 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  I , 
[218]   634,  672,   679  ;    Res.  3,    687,    698, 
1006,  1031  :  Comm.  1053,1057,1059,1060; 
Report,  1201 
Ways  and  Means— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Beer,  Taxation  of,  Ac.  in  Foreign  Coun- 
tries, [218]  232 

Board  of  Lunacy  (Scotland),  [220]  510 

Budget,  The,  [221]  857 

County  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  [219]  71 

County  Police,  [319]  271 

Farmers'  Carts— Shepherds'  Dogs  (Soot- 
land),  [218]  483 

France— Refined  Sugar,  [219]  620 

Gun  Licence  Act,  [318]  1062 

Income  Tax—  Appeals  against  Surcharges, 
[218]  989 

Inland  Revenue  Act  —  Grain  for  Cattle, 
[218]  1589 

Inland  Revenue  (Ireland)— Mixing  Spirits, 
[219]  1268 

Local  Taxation— Lunatics,[2i8]987, 1181  ; 
— Pauper  Lunatics,  [219]  72,  272 

Police,  Lunatics,  and  Local  Authorities, 
Allowances  for,  [219]  1062 

Stamp  Acts — Railway  Stocks  and  Deben- 
tures, [219]  619 

Sugar  Duties,  [218]  717,  817,  990  ;— Inter- 
national Convention  (1864),  [220]  1519 

Sugar — Importation  of,  [221]  552 


Chancery  Funds  Act — The  New  RuUe 

Question,  Mr.  Goldney  *,  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  June  SO,  [330]  696 


Chancery  Office  of  the  Paynuuter  General 

Question,  Mr.  Gregory;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  July  23,  [331]  549 


Channel  Islands,  Hie 

Impritimment  far  Dthi,  Question,  Mr.  Locke  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  JWy  27,  [33i] 

762  ;  July  28,  855 
Laws  of  Jersey — Report  of  the  Commissioners, 

Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  August  5,  [321]  1332 

77k;  Channel  Islands  Militia,  Question,  Mr. 
Locke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
ilt^iM{5,[33i]1332 
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Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid, 

Agricultural   Tenants,  Security   for  Improve- 
ments by,  Res.  [220]  209 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the 'Speech, 
[218] 118,  135 
Speaker,  Election  of  a,  [218]  5 
Ways  and  Means,  Gomm.  [218]  1059  ;  Report, 
1203 

Charity  Cohmissioners,    The — St,  John^s 
Hospitalj  Bath 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter  ;  Answer,  The^Attorney 
General  July  31,  [221]  1035  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Dillwyn ;    Answer,  The    Attorney    General 
August  6,  1404 
[See  title  Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill] 

Charley,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 

Customs  Outport  Clerks,  [221]  1261 

Fines,  Fees,  and  Penalties,  2R.  [219]  671 

Infanticide,  2R.  [218]  539 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.   el,   6,   Amendt. 

[219]  1107 
Judicature  Act  —  Redistribution  of  Circuits 

(England),  [221]  1258 
Legal  Practitioners,  2R.  [220]  1271 
Offences  against  the  Person,  2R.  [218]  538 
Russia — Polish  Amnesty,  Reported,  [220]  226 
Supply — New  Courts   of  Justice  and  Offices, 

[218]  1143 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  ( 1873)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  [221]  140 ;  el,  10,  166 

Chelmsford,  Lord 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  33,  [220]  1215 
Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [220] 

855,  867 
Naval  Cadets,  Res.  [220]  1065 

Chichester,  Earl  of 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  7,  [219] 
959 

Childers,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Fonte- 

fract 
Board  of  Trade   Arbitrations,   Inquiries,  <bc. 

Comm.  add.  cl,  [219]  455 
Intoxicating    Liquors,     Leave,     [218]     1251  ; 

Comm.  [219]  1002  ;  cl  2, 1003,  1005  ;  cl.  6, 

1108  ;  cl.  12,  1169,  1170  ;  Consid.  [220]  82  ; 

cl.  4,  Amendt.  96  ;  cl.  27, 116, 119  ;  Amendt. 

173 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  42,  [219]  294 
I^and  Titles  and  Transfer,  [220]  1474 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  <fec.  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  [219]  430,  431 

Wages,  &c.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [218] 
867,  1417,  1420 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [221]  634 
Post    Office — East  India,   China,   and   Japan 

Mail  Contract,  Res.  [221]  1324 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.   Motion  for 

Adjournment,    [220]    1438,    1440 ;    Comm. 

cl.  8,  [221]  260,  261  ;  cl,  9,  878  ;  Amendt. 

881,883.  887 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities,  2R.  [218]  963 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [221]  826 
Report — Greenwich   Hospital  and  School, 
[220]  1477, 1488 


Chili — Arrest  of  a  British  Subject 
Question,   Mr.  Mnntz;    Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
May  15,  [219]  311 

China — State  of  Woosun^  Bar,  Shanghai 
Question,  Mr.  R.  Reid  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
April  24,  [218]  1095  ;  July  2,  [220]  872 

Pari.  P'  [950] 

Churches  and  Chapels  Exemption  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mir,  Se^nretary  Cross) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  May  14  [BiU  108] 

Read  2«  May  21,  [219]  669 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 

Considered*  June  11 

Read  3<»  •  June  15 
l  Read  l*^^  {The  Lord  Steward)  June  16 

Read  2»*  June  19  ( No.  1 1 4) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3*  *  June  23 

Royal  Assent  June  SO      [37  A  38  Viet,  e.  20] 

Chthichill,  Lord  E.,  Woodstock 
Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [219]  713 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm 

el.  4,  [221]  602 
Public  Worship  Elegulation,  Comm.  el.  6,  [221 

233;  el,  8,  Amendt.  257;  Amendt.  261 
Vaccination  Acts — Banbury  Board  of    Goar^ 

dians,  [221]  125 

Church  of  England 

Convocation —  The  Letters  of  Business,  Question, 
Mr.  Horsman :  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  June2^^ 
[220]  513;  Question,  Mr.  Holt;  Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  August  4,  [221]  1258 

"  First  Fruits  "  and  "  Tenths  "  of  the  CUrgy, 
Observations,  Mr.  Monk  July  10,  [2 jo] 
1500  [House  counted  out]  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  August  7, 
[221]  1422 

The  Church  in  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  Question, 
Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
June  30,  [220]  700 


Church  of  England  —  Cathedrals  and 
Churches 
Moved,  an  Address  for  "  A  Return  showing 
the  number  of  churches  (including  cathe- 
drals) in  every  diocese  in  England  which 
have  been  built  or  restored  at  a  cost  exceed- 
ing £500  since  the  year  1S40  ;  and  showing 
also,  as  far  as  possible,  the  expenditure  in 
each  case  and  the  sources  from  which  in  each 
case  the  required  funds  were  derived  "  ( The 
Lord  Hampton)  June  22,  [220]  216;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 


Church  of  England — Patronage,  ^c. 
Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  laws  relating  to 
patronage,  simony,  and  exchange  of  Bentflees 
in  the  Church  of  England  "  ( The  Lord  Bishop 
of  Peterborough)  April  21,  [218]  900;  after 
ddbate^,  Motion  agreed  to 
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Ckwrdk  €f  En^and — Patronage^  ire — cont. 

And,  on  April  24,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of   the    Committee  :  —  Abp.    York, 

D.  Marlborough,  Ld.  Steward,  E.  Shaftes- 
burj,  E.  Chichester,  K.  Nelson,  E.  Uarrowby, 
Bp.  London,  Bp.  Winchester,  Bp.  Peter- 
boroagh,  Bp.  Carlisle,  L.  Brodrick,  L.  Over- 
•tone,  L.  Beiper,  L.  Blachford,  L.  Selbome ; 
Ajrril  27,  M.  Lansdowne  added;  April  2$^ 

E.  Stanhope  odffe^ 

Report  of  Select  Committee  April  28 

{Pari.  P.  No.  44) 

Church  of  England — Queen  Anne's  Bounty 
Mored,  '*  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  payment 
of  First  Froits  to  the  Goyemors  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  should  be  abolished,  and  that 
there  should  be  a  revaluation  of  all  dignities 
and  benefices  in  England  and  Wales,  with  a 
▼iew  to  an  equitable  readjustment  of  Tenths 
on  a  moderate  and  graduated  scale "  {Mr. 
Mfmk)  August  5,  [221]  1330 

[House  counted  out] 

Camrch  Pfttronage  (Scotland)  Bin  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Prtrident) 

a  19]/.  Presented;  read  1%  after  debate  Mav  18, 
.     388 
Moved,  "That    the    Bill    be  now -read  2*" 
.     /iMtf  2,  809 
Amendt.   to    leave  out    ('*  now,**)  and  insert 
(•'this    day  six    months")    {The  Earl   of 
Sdkirk)',  after  long  debate,  on  Question, 
That  ("now,**)  ^c. ;  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive ;  BUI  read  2*  (No.  72) 
.Coounittee;  after  short  debate  Jmm  9,  1226 

(No.  95) 
.Report  JMme  13,  1568  (No.  113) 

Read9»*/iM«  16 
220]  e.  Read  l""  *  ( The  Lard  Advoc^zU)  Jnne  Td 

[Bill  159] 
Commwneanti — The   Returm,   Question,    Mr. 
M'Laren  :    Answer,    The    Lord    Adtocate 
.     Jmne  30,  699 

Moved,    •'That  the   Bill    be   now  read*  2*'* 
.     July  6,  1C86 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That/*  and  add 
**this  House  considers  it  inexpedient  to  legis- 
late on  the  subject  of    PatrooAge  in    the 
Church  of  Scotland  without  fiirtber  inquiry 
and  information  '*  {yfr.  BnxUr)  v.  :  Ques- 
tion  proposed,    **  That    the    words,   ^.;'* 
after  long  debate.  Moved,  "  Thac  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  '*  (Mr.  Edwrrd  Jenkitte)  ; 
after  fiirther  short  debate.   Question  put; 
A.  166.  N.  223  ;  M.  57 
Origiaal    Question   again    proposed ;    Moved, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn"  (Mr. 
Amderion) ;    after   short   debate,    Question 
pat;  A.  151,  ?r.  215;  M.  64 
Original    Question    again   proposed ;    Moved, 
•*  That  the  Dsbat**  be  adjourned  till  Monday 
next"  (ZV.   Cam»eron):   Question  pat,  and 
agncd  to 
.IMate  roamed    Jkly   ]:),    1527;    after  long 
dilate.  Question  put;  A.  307,  N.  109;M.198 
Diviflioii  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1601 
yUoL  Qneetion  put,  and  iigrmdto ;  Bill  read  2^ 
m]CMnr  fer  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  '*  That 
Mr.   SpMker   do   now    leave    the  Chair** 
•    /djpHiftl 


Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Bill — cont. 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  expe- 
dient, in  abolishing  the  existing  rights  of 
Patronage  in  Scotland,  to  ignoro  the  other 
Presbyterian  bodies,  and  to  legislate  for  tho 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  Established  Church  " 
{Mr.  Edward  Jenkins)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  Ac.  ; "  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question,  "  That 
Mr  Speaker,  Ac.,"  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 
221]  Committee  Jult/  24,  684 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  "  {Mr.  Lyon 
Play  fair) ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  «*That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  "  {Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair) ;    Question   put,  and  agreed  to ; 
Committee^R.F. 
.  Committee ;  Report  Jtdy  27,  837 

Question,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
.     July  30,  977 
.  Considered  July  31,  1095  [Bill  231] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Order  for  Third  Reading  be 
read  and  discharged,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
re-committed  in  respect  of  Clause  3.  5,  7. 
and  8"  {The  Lord  Advocate)  Anrnut  3, 
.  1221  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  asreed  to; 
Committee ;  Report ;  Considered  ;  Read  3* 
/.  Royal  Assent  August  7      [37  A  aS  Vkt.  e.  82] 

Church  Bates  Aholition  (Scotland)  Bill 

( Jfr.  M'Laren,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr,  Trevefyan,  Mr. 
Grieve,  Mr.  Laing,  Sir  George  Balftyur,  Dr, 

Cameron) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1'  •  Mar  20  [Bill  26] 

Moved,  *'That   the    Bill   be    now    read  2<*" 

July  9,[22o]  \2>i2 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
**  while  not  unwilling  to  consider  any  <*quitable 
proposal  for  relieving  feus  in  .Scotland  below 
a  fixed  standard  of  anna.al  vilae  from  assess- 
ment for  the  erection  and  maintenance  of 
eeelesiastical  buildings,  cliis  House  is  of 
opinion  that,  without  further  inquiry,  to  ex- 
empt the  land  generally  from  burdens  inci- 
dental to  iu  tenure  would  be  neither  wise  nor 
expedient "  [Colonel  Alexander)  v. ;  Ques- 
tion  proposed,  "*  Thac  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  long  debate.  Amende,  and  Motion 
withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Churchwardens  Bill 

{Mr.  Monk',  Mr.  Goidney) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I»  •  M.rr  23  fBill  .311 

Moved,  '*That    the    Bill    be  now  ^ read    2*'* 

April  Ifi,  [218",  706 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/*  and  aild  **  upon 

this  day  six  moncha '"  ( Mr.  B'Srisford  Hope) . 

after  short  debate.  Question,  '*  That '  now.' 

Ac..'*  put.  and  negatived 
Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 

and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  pat  off  for  six  mootha 

(StU  Bin  Courts  ^Ireland)  Bill 

[Sir  C)lman  ^yLoghien,  Mr.  Downing) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  l"  *  Jnne  16  TBill  152] 

Read  2«  *  June  23 
Committae*;  Report  J'iM  26 
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Consolidated  Fnnd  Appropriatioii  Bill 

(Mr,  RaikeSt  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr,  William  Henry  Smith) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  July  28 

Read  2°  •  July  29 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July'^SO 

Read  3^  •  July  31 
i.  Read  I*  •  ( The  Lard  President)  July  31 

Itead  2*  •  August  3 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  4 

Read  3*  •  August  6 

Royal  Assent  August  7      [37  &  38  Vict,  c  56] 

Consolidated   Fnnd  (£1,422,797  14s.  6d.) 

Bill       (Mr,  Raikes,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

c.  Resolution  [March  21]  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ; 
read  l***  Mar  23 

Read  2'>  •  Mar  24 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  25 

Read  3°  •ifar  26 
I,  Read  1»  •  ( TAtf  Lord  President)  Mar  26 

Read  2* ;  Committee  negatived ;  Standing 
Orders  Nos.  37  and  38  considered,  and  dis- 
pensed with  :  Bill  read  3*  Mar  27 

Rojal  Assent  Mar  28  [37  Vict,  c.  1] 

ConsoHdated  Fnnd  (£7,000,000   Bill 

(Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr,  William  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to  Mar  23 

Bill  ordered  :  read  1«*  Mar  24 

Read  2°  *  Mar  25 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  26 

Read  3°  •  Mar  27 
/.  Read  \^*  {The  Lard  President)  Mar  27 

Read  2* ;  Committee  negatived  ;  then  Standing 
Orders  Nos.  37  and  38  considered,  and  dis- 
pensed with  :  Bill  read  3*  Mar  28 

Royal  Assent  Mar  30  [37  Vict.  c.  2] 

ConsoHdated  Fnnd  (£13,000,000)  BiU 

{Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tlte  Exchequer, 

Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

c.  Resolution  [April  30]  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  1°  •  May  1 

Read  2°  •  May  4 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  5 

Read  3°  *  May  7 
I,  Read  l^^  (The  Lord  President)  May  7 

Read  2*  •  May  8 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  12 

Read  3»  •  May  16 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [37  Vict.  c.  10] 


Conveyancing  and  Land  Transfer  (Scot^ 

land)  Bill        (The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 
Secretary  Cross,  Mr.  Cameron) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (The  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  30, 
[218]  478  ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  1«  •  [Bill  60] 

Read  2»,  after  short  debate  April  16. 705 
Committee ;  Report  May  14,  [219]  303 

[Bill  105] 
Committee  • ;  Report  June  18        t^vW  V5^\ 


Conveyancing  and  Land  Transfer  (Scotland)  Bii 
— cont. 

Re-oomm  *  ;  Report  Jtdy  0 
Considered*  July  16 
Read  3°  •  July  20 
/.  Read  !*•  ( The  Lord  Chaneellor)  Jul^  20 
Read  2»*  Jidn  23  (No.  186 1 

Committee  •  July  28  (No.  205) 

Report  •  July  30 
Read8»*/iii^81 
Royal  Assent  August  7  [87  A  38  VicU  o.  94] 

CoNTNGHAM,  Lord  F.  N.,  Clare 
Unsea worthy  Ships,  Royal  Commission  on,  [221] 
132 


CooPE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 
Local  Government  Act  ( 1872) — Acton  Sewage, 

[219]  1163 
Metropolis — Salaries    of  Metropolitan    Police 

Magistrates,  [219]  310 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  2R.  [218]  405 
Post  Office — Savings  Bank  I)epartmen(,  [218] 

482 
Public  Offices,  New — Purchase  of  Sites,  [220] 
510 
War  Office,  [220]  507 
Ways  and  Means  —  France — Refined  Sugar, 
[219]  620 
Local  Taxation— Lunatics,  dec.  [218]  1181 

Co-operative  Supply  Associations  and  the 
Civil  Service 
Question,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer,  Sir 
Thomas  Chambers  7u/,v  24,  [221]  679 ;  Obser- 
vations, Sir  Thomas  Chambers  ;  Reply,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ;  short  debate 
thereon  July  28,  859 

CoRBETT,  Colonel  E.,  Salop,  S, 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1200 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  7,  Amendt. 

[220]  670 
Wenlock  Elementary  Education,  2R.  [220]  285 

CoRDES,  Mr.  T.,  Monmouth,  ^-c. 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  8,  [221] 
259 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Vance,  Sir  John  Gray,  Mr.  Downing) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Mar  26  [Bill  49] 

Read  2<>,  after  short  debate  July  1,  [220]  853 
Bill  withdrawn  *  August  4 


CoRRY,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Belfast 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  784 


CoTTESLOE,  Lord 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Qomm.  cl.  13,  [220]  1212  ; 

el.  14,  ib. 
Public    Worship    Regulation,    Report,   cl,  8, 
Amendt.  [220]  145 
y     ^VLii^^  AAQvdttats,  [2i9]696 
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OoTTOir,  Mp.  Alderman  W.  J.  R.,  Lon- 
don 

Endowed  Schools    Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

[221]  343 
Food  Aot— Adolteration,  [221]  854 
Intoxieating  Liquora,    Consid.    el,   26,    [219] 

1717 


County  Conrts  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  L<yrd  Chancellor) 

I  Pretented  ;  read  1»  •  June  16  (No.  117) 

Read  2** /un«  19 

Committee* :  Report  June  22        (No.  120) 

Read  3*  *  June  23 
e.  Read  V  June  26  [Bill  176] 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  read  2o  upon  Mon- 
day next"  August  1,  [221]  1105 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That  the/*  and 
add  "  said  Order  be  discharged  "  {Mr,  Bass)  v.: 
Qoestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  50,  N. 
31 :  M.  19 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  deferred 
till  Monday 

Bill  withdrawn  *  August  3 

County  of  Hertford  and  Liberty  of  Saint 

Alban  Bill       (^r.  Cowper,  Mr,  Halsey^ 
Mr.  AM  Smith) 

e.  Ordered  ;  l-ead  !*»  •  April  20  [Bill  77] 

Read2<»*/ttntf  12 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  June  15 

And,  on  June  24,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:—Mr.  Cowper  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bid- 
dulph,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  Neville- Grenyille, 
Mr.  Round,  Sir  John  St.  Aubjn,  and  Mr. 
Percy  Wyndham 

Report*  ;  Re-comm.  July  3  [Bill  190] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Reads**  July  9 
I,  Read  !••  (M.  of  Salisbury)  July  10  (No.  167) 

Read2»*/tc/y  16 

Report  *  July  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  23 

Read3**/ti/y24 

Royal  Assent  July  30    [37  A  38  Vict,  0.  45] 

Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Preeented ;    read    1*,    after    debate    May   7* 
218]  1808  (No.  57) 

219]  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  May  19,  456 
.  Committee ;  Report  June  11,  1399   (No.  98) 

Report*  June  18 
220]  Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3»" 
/tiii«22,  217 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now,'')  and  insert  ("  this 
day   three  months ")  {Lord  Dcnman) ;    on 
Qoestion,  That  (**now/')  dtc.  ;  resolved  in 
the  affirmative ;  Bill  read  3"        (No.  121) 
.  Protest  thereon,  220 
e.  Read  l**^  {Mr,  Attorney  Oeneralfor  Ireland) 
June  24  [Bill  168] 

.  Bead  2<*,  after  short  debate  July  7,  1265 
.  The  Lord  Chancellor^  Qoestion,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  9, 1354 
BUI  withdrawn  */ii/y  27 


CouRTOWN,  Earl  of 

Irish    Church    Temporalities    Commission  — 

Church  Funds.  [219]  611 
Irish  Peerage — Address  to  Her  Majesty,  [219] 

1484 

Courts  (Colonial)  Jurisdiction  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  May  1  (No.  48) 

Read  2»  •  May  5 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  7 

Read  3*  *  May  8 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  109^ 

c.  Read  1°  •  {Mr,  J,  Lowther)  May  15  [Bill  1 1 1] 

Read2o*  J/ay2l 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  8 

Considered  •  June  1 1 

Read  S*"*  June  12 
/.  Royal  Assent  June  30   [37  &  38  Viet.  c.  27] 

Courts  of  Justicey  The  New — The  Contract 

Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  Mar  27,  [218]  345;  Question,  Mr. 
Wait ;  Answer,  Lord  Ilenry  Lennox  April  16, 
628 

Courts  (Straits  Settlements)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1»*  May  11  (No.  60) 

Read  2**  May  19 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  21 
Read  3*  •  May  22 
c.  Read  1«  •  {Mr.  J.  Uvother)  June  1   [Bill  120] 
Read  2o  •  June  22 
Committee  •  ;  Report  June  23 
Considered  June  25,  [220]  480 
Read  8"*^  June  26 
I,  Order  of  the  Day  for  taking  into  Consideration 

the  Commons  Amendts.  read  July  17,  [221] 

173 
Moved,   "  That  the  said    Amendts.   be    now 

considered  '* 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  add  ("  this 

day  three  months'*)  {The  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley) ;  after  short  debate,  on  Question, 

That  ("  now,")  Ac.  ;  Cont.  58,  Not-Cont.  2  ; 

M.  56 
Resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Commons  Amendts. 

considered  accordingly,  and  agreed  to 
Royal  Assent  July  30    [37  <b  38  Vict,  c.  38] 

Cowan,  Mr.  J.,  Edinburgh 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  Consid.  cl,  5, 
[221]  1102 

Cowper-Temple,  Eight   Hon.   W.    F., 

Hampshire,  S, 
Mercantile   Marine  —  Passenger  Ships,  [2 1 8] 

1838  ^ 

Metropolis — National  Gallery — New  Building, 

[218]  541 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Consid.  cL  6,  [221] 

1048 

Cr.\.wford,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Doum 

Contagious    Diseases   (Animals) —  Report   of 

Committee  (1873),  [220]  598 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1525 


OEI       OEI 
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Ceiohton,  Viscount,  JEnnUhillen 

Factories    (Health    of  Women,  &q,),  Oomm. 

el,  4,  Amendt.  [220]  318 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  616  ;  Comm. 

cl  1,  1388 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

a<itf.c2.[22o]|1009 
Parliamentary  Relations  (Great  Britain   and 

Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Oomm.  Res.  [220]  769 

Crimea 
British    Cemeteries  in  the.  Question,  Observa- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Longford  ;  Reply,   The 
Earl  of  Pembroke  August  6,  [221]  1396 

CRnoNAL  Law 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

Account  of  Fines  and  Penal  Sums,  Question, 
Mr.  Downing ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  June  23,  [220]  301 

Alleged  Manrand-Dog  Fight  at  Banley,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Charles  Legard  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  9,  [220]  1354  ;  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Charles  Legard,  Mr.  Melly  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  JWy|23,  [221]  654 

Assaults  on  Women  and  Children — Legisla- 
tion, Question,  Colonel  Egerton  Leigh  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  24,  [221]  624 

Balloon,  Fatal  Fall  from  a,  Question,  Mr. 
Welby  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  14, 
[220]  1623  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  Gordon  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  16,  [221] 
123 

Broadmoor  and  County  Asylums — Criminal 
Zuna^tc^,  Question,  Mr.  Walter;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  23,  [218]  988; 
Question,  Mr.  Paget  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  May  11,  [219]  67 

Convict  Labour  —  Mat  Making,  Question, 
Colonel  Beresford  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  July  16,  [221]  130 

Convict  Prisons,  Officers  of.  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Peek  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
ifay  21,[2i9]  610 

Convict  Service  Officers,  Question,  Mr. 
Watney  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
May  21,  [219]  616 

Feiiian  Prismiers,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Mar  27,  [218] 
347 ;  Question,  Mr.  Butt  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Mar  30,  411 

Prisons  Act — Education  in  Prisons,  Question, 
Colonel  Egerton  Leigh  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  May  16,  [219]  309 

Release  of  the  Countess  de  Civry,  Question, 
Mr.  Jones  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
J»/ar27,  [2i8]349 

Remission  of  a  Sentence,  Question,  Sir  William 
Stirling- Maxwell :  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  Jfar  30,  [218]  410 

Sentence  on  William  Venables,  Question,  Mr. 
Forsyth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
June  18,  [220]  71 

Sentence  on  a  Cabman,  Question,  Colonel 
Learmonth  ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson  August  6,  [221]  1406 

Pari.  Papers — 
Austria  —  Extradition  Treaty       .    .     [916] 
Braiil—  Do.  Do.    .     .     .     [886J 

Netherlands—  Do.  Do.    .    .    .  [1061] 

Sweden—         Do.  Do.    .     .    .    \SiQQ^ 


Criminal  Law — Assaultion  Womm 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  18,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  an  in^ 
creased  punishment  should  be  employed  in 
aggravated  cases  of  attacks  upon  women  by 
men  "  {Colonel Egerton  Leigh)  v .,  [2 19]  396  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  *' 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Criminal  Law — Execution  of  Capital  Sen- 
tences— The  Spanish  Garotte 
Moved  to  resolve,  That  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House  the  present  system  of  ezecoting 
criminals  is  attended  with  unequal  and  need- 
less torture  and  often  leads  to  revolting  and 
discreditable  scenes  (The  Lord  Duniany) 
July  9,  [220]  1341 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
negatived 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  (1871) 
Bepeal  BiU 

( Mr,  Mundella,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith ,  Mr.  Maedonadd, 

Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Carter,  Mr.  Morley) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Mundella)  Mar  24, 
[218]  286  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  I"*  [Bill  41] 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Order  for  2R.  be  read  and 
discharged"  (Mr.  Mundella)  July  8,  [2 20} 
1323  ;  after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and 
agreed  to ;  Order  discharged ;  Bill  with- 
drawn 


Cross,  Eight    Hon.   R.   A.    (Secretary 
of   State    for   the   Home    Depart- 
ment), Lancashire y  S.  W. 
Agricultural  Labourers,  Strike  of,  [218]  1407 
Archbishops    and   Bishops  (Appointment   and 

Consecration),  Leave,  [218]  478 
Benefit  Building  Societies,  [218]  336 
Betting,  Comm.  [218]  944 
Boatmen,  Children  of,  ibc.—  A  Royal  Commis- 
sion, [221]  131 
Borough  Police — Grants  in  Aid,  [220]  507 
Building  Act  of  1844— Legislation,  [218]  406 
Building  Societies,  2R.  [218]  1336 
Channel  Islands,  The — Arrest  lor  Debt,  [221] 
762,  856 
Laws  of  Jersey — Report  of  the   Commis- 
sioners, [221]  1332 
Church    Patronage   (Scotland),   Comm.  d.  3, 

[221]  G95  :  cl.  7.842 
Churchwardens,  2R.  [218]  707 
Coal    Mines  —  Astley    Deep    Pit   (Dukinfield), 
Explosion  at,  [218]  924  ;  [220]  872,  105 
Cojil    Mines    Abroad  —  State    Ownership, 

[220]  1517 
Wigan,  Explosion  at,  [221]  488 
Coal    Mines— Astley    Deep    Pit   (Dukinfield), 
Explosion  at.  Motion  for  a  Return,  [218]  943 ; 
Motion  for  an  Address,  [221]  782 
Co-operative    Stores  and    the   Civil    Service, 

[221]  670 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Alleged    Man-and-Dog    Fight    at    Hanley, 

C22o]1365  ;  [221]  554 
K&%8C^\A  QW  "^^  QlWSVl  ^sA  ^\v\&x«^^<^Ti\625 


Cmm,  Ri|^t  Hob.  R.  A.— «oiif. 
BbIIood,  Fatal   Fall    6vm 
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Bniulmoor  and  Coantj  AsjIdthi — Criminal 

Lunatic*,  [218]  eR8  ;  [919]  07 
ConiloL  Labonr— Mat  Making,  [ati]  130 
Confiot  Priaoni,  OfBesri  of.  [219]  610 
CODilct  Serrioa.  [119]  fllS 
Conntcu  Da  CIti?,  RelpHas  of.  [liH]  Ste 
Fanian  Priaontra,  [llS]  347,  412 
PrfMra*  Act — Education  in  PrJaoni,  [110" 

SOS 
Raminion  of  a  Santcnoc,  [ti8]  110 
Vatiabln,  Viltiam,  Senleaoo  on.  [220]  71 
Criminal  Uo  Amendment  Act  (1S71)  Repeal, 

LaaTe,[2i8]367i  SK.  [210]  1334,  1335 
Cr7«Ml   Palace  (SplHtuoui   Liquon  Licence). 

[liS]  IA80  ;  Motion  for  Papen,  2023 
Endowed  School*  Acta  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

ISU 
Eoropean  Aaiaranc*  Societ;  Arbitration,  [121] 

tu 

Factorj   Aoli   AmendmeDt,  2R.   [iiS]   1790. 

1803 
Faetor;  and   Workabop   Act — ConKtiidalion. 
[tto]  IBB 
319]  Faetoriea  (Ileal tb  of  Women,  £0.),  3R.  HIS, 

.     I4S7 
amJComm.  307,  313  ;  el.  i,  331.  33J,  .129,  32S. 
.      S3T  :  cl.  10.  328  :  el.    13.  329  :  tl.  U,  331  . 
.      Amendt.  333;    c'.    IS,  33S  :  Ampndt.   336] 
.      odd.    rl.   ib..    338 ;    Preamble,   ib. ;    Consid. 
.      tt.  9,  Amendt.  471^,  478  :  cl.  4,  Amendt.  ib. ; 
.      SR.  073 
Firaa,  Protection  agninit,  [118]  1303 
Firat  Prnil*  and  Tenthi,  [tii]  1433 
Fiabery  Acta— Rirar  Tweed,  [211]  1337 
Food  Act— Adulteration,  nii]  8SS 
Came  Lava  (Scotland),  Sft.  [218]  1307 
Hooaeaof  Parliament.  Aeceu  to  tbe,  [221]  SS3 
Impriaonmant  for  Debt.  3R.  [iiS]  gS9,  818 
Impriaonmant  for  Debt — iJanicl  KorleT,  Cbn 

or,[][9]393,  ges 

Inoloiure — Legiilatioo,  [110]  1080 
iD&ntioide,  3K.  []i8]  636 
>i8}   Intoiiealing    Liquora,    4BS,    717:    Leaie, 

.  1336,  134S,  I34S,  1364,  1410 
aiQJSH.  141,  148,  UU,  173,483,  S63 ;  Comtn. 
Amendt.  900,  9B3,  001,  »00.  1000,  1002; 
d.2,  1003,1014:  Amendt.  lOlS;  Amendt. 
1017,  1018,  1033,  1024,  1030.  1004,  1073, 
1076,  1077,  1079,  1081,  1083,  1087,  1088, 
loes,  1090.  1009,  1104:  tl-  3,  Amendt. 
1106;  «f.  4,  1106:  el.  5.  ib.,  1107:  cl.  8. 
Amendt.  ib.,  1108,  110S  :  rl.  S,  Iiln, 
1111,  1113;  cl.  e,  1119,  1116:  Amendt. 
1118,  1117;  cl.  10,  Amendt-  .-6.:  cl.  12, 
Amendt.  1168,  1169,1170,  1171,1173,1173: 
eL  13,1176.  1177:  cl.  1.1.  11TS:  cl.  16.  ib.; 
tL  19,  1180:  Amendt.  1)81.  1183;  el.  24, 
it. ;  el.  36,  Amendt.  1 183  ;  cl.  37,  Amendt. 
a.;  tl.2S,ib.;  Amendt.  1184.  1186,  1187: 
«cU.el.nt3,  1164,  1100.1168,  1106,  1200, 
1301, 1303:  Coniid.  1670;  Amendt.  1884, 
l«SB:  el.  3,  1700 ;  rf.  4,  1703  ;  ri.  6.  ib., 
1T04,  1708:  el.  36,  1713.  1713,  1714.  1716, 
17111. 1733, 1728, 1737  ;  Amendt.  1738,  1728, 
I7M,  1741 

110]  Conaid.    80,    36.   87:    Amendt.    CS,    80:' 
Amendt.  90,  63,  94  :  el.  4.  ib.  00, 67  ;  tl.  5, 
AmMMtt.  16. :  tl.  7,  98,  99:  cl.8,  101,102;  I 
etll.  103 1    el.  13,  104,  106,  10«,  109; 
[eont.     I 


,118. 


110,    133,    137, 
138:    Amendt.    170,     170;    Amendt.     177, 
.     170:  3R.  344 
Ireland— THnitT  College,  Dublin,  [118]  98B; 

—Queen's  Letter.  [22i]872 
Irolnnd— Fenian  Priionera,  Motion  for  Retarni, 

[no]  1010 
Joint    Stock    Companiei — Prorident   Savinj^ 

Banki.  [118]  1094 
Judicature    Act —  Rediitribution    of  Cirouila 

(EngUnd),[ltl]  1369 
Jadicalun  Commiaiion,  [218J  349  :  [)li]  1033 
Jurici,  aR.  [118]  977 ;  Comm.  [219]  16ft6 
Labour  Lawi,  [221]  133.'! 
I,aw  and  Juitice — The  MagJatraoj — Commla- 
■ion  ol  the  Peace— Precedency,  [no]  1360 
Kocheiler  Citf  Bench,  [111]  97S 
Worceater  City  Magiatracj,  [220]  1032 
Lernl   Department*— Comm iailoD  on.  Report, 

riiB]ll81 
Lioenaing  Act,  1873,  [irS]  986,  10S8  ;- Valoa- 

lion  of  Beerhouse  a— Salford,  [211]  867 
Metropolia  —  Ijibourera    Dwellinga,   Somer* 
Town,  [218]  816 
Plargroundg  for  Children,  [219]  208 
Salaries   of   Metropolitan    Police    Magii- 
tr.tei,[ji<,]310 
Molropolii — Uwellinga    of     Working    Pea[de, 

Res.  [218J  1683 
Metropolitan  Ruildinga  and  .Management.  2 R. 

[li8j  iS96.  1357 
Metropolitan  Police — Ei-Conllable  Goodcbild, 

[lt8]62e 
Mines,  «oport  of  Inspoctort,  [218]  1177 
Municipal  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Aueisora), 

3R.  [119]  699 
Municipal    Corporntionii    Borough    Funds  Aol 

tl872),[2.9]17*;  [110]  330 
Museums,  Opening  of,  on  a  Snndaj,  Rei.  [119] 

S28 
Nuisances  PreTention  Act — Inspectors  of  Nui. 

■ancei— The  Police,  CziS]  1408 
Open  Spaces  (.Metropolis),  3K.  [221]  1373 
Pari  lament— Count  Out,  Tbe,  [119]  1304 

(ienernl    Election— Returns,    [119]   700  : 

[221] 1030,  1433 
Palace  of  Westminster — Admission  of  Visi- 

tor.,  [HI]  130 
Whilsun  Vacation,  [219]  808 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [210] 

874 
Parliamentarj  and  Monicipjkl  Franobiaes,  Be- 

gislerof,  [iiSJ626 
Fsrliameniarj  Elections  (Polliiig),  3R.  [218] 

313 
Parliamcnlnrj  Flections  (Rclurning  Officers), 

2K.  [iiB]  1341 
Patent  Lawa— Legislation,  [iti]  391 
Permissiie  Prohibitorf  Liquor.  311.  [110]  60 
Police  Superannu.itIon,[jlo]  1334 
Private  Bill  l.egl9lation — New  Standing  Ordert, 

[221]  9B3 
Proleciion  of  Women  and  Children,  [219]  1983 
Public  Proseeuton,  [118]  667 
Public   Worship    Regulation,   3R.   [211]  13; 
Comm.  cl.  3.  Amendt.  330  :  cl.  8,  ih. ;  el.  T, 
248.  363:  cl.  8,  ib.,  263.  366,  360;  el.  S, 
S81,  883;   el.   13,  861  :  el.   19,  892,  896; 
Consiil.  cl.  a,  V(WO  -,  m.  V\l\. 
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^gistntion  of  Firms,  [a  18]  1496 
Scotland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Constabulary,  [219]  1160 
Harbour  Police.  [221]  969 
Law  of  Hypothec,  [219]  479 
Licensing   System — A  Royal  Commission, 

[220]  76 
Police  Force  in  Burghs,  [218]  812 
Public    Health    Act — County    Constables, 

[218]  346,  990 
Turnpike  Trusts— Returns,  [218]  813 
Shrewsbury    School — Excessire    Punishment, 

[221]  1037 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  579, 

583,  584 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
[219]  357 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General   of  the 
Exchequer,  [218]  775 
Supremo    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  12,  [221]  170 
Tribunals  of  Commerce,  211.  postponed,  [218] 

957 
Truck  System—Masters  and  Serrants,  [218] 

1406 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [221]  712 

Wales — Courts  of  Justice— Welsh  Interpreters, 

[220]  1084 

Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  537 

Ways    and    Means  —  County    Police,    [218] 

1493 
Wellingborough,  Burial  Board  of,  [220]  420 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  211.  [219]  264 
Workshops  Act — Inspectors,  [218]  1179 


Crossley,  Mr.  J.,  Halifax 

Factories    (Health   of  Women,   Ac),   Comm. 

cl.  14,  [220]  332 
Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [218]  1773 


Craelty  to  AnimalB  Law  Amendment  BiU 

{Mr,  MuTitSt  Sir   Thomas  Bazlcyt  Mr.  Sampson 

Lloyd) 

€.  Ordered  ;  road  !»•  April  10  [Bill  70] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  May  13 


Cruelty  to  Animals  Law  Amendment  Bill 

[h.l.]    (  The  Efirl  of  Jlarrotvby) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*»  June  26         (No.  137) 
Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be   now    read    2*" 

July  2,  [220]  857 
Amendt.  to  leavo  out  ("  now,")  and  insert 
(•♦this  day  three  months")  {7'he  Viscount 
Fortman)  ;  after  tihort  debate,  Amundt. 
withdrawn  ;  then  the  original  Motion  and 
Bill  withdrawn 


Cruelty   to  Animals  Law  Amendment 

(No.  2)  Bill        {Mr,  Muntz,  Sir  Thotnas 
Bazlcy,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd) 
-'--«•  read  1"  •  May  13  [Bill  104] 


1  n 


Crystal  Palae$  ( Spirituoui  Ziauon  Xm«w#) 

MoTod,  "  That  there  be  Uid  before  this  Hoote. 
a  Copy  of  the  Justices'  CertUleete  upoo  wlueh 
the  Inland  RoTenae  Depertment  hae  tsened  a 
Licence  to  the  Directors  of  the  Grfttal  Pabee 
for  the  salt  of  gpiritaous  liquort,  eootnuy  to 
the  express  provision  of  (be  1 8th  eeetioB  of 
the  Crystal  PaUoe  Company*!  Aet"  {Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawwn)  May  8,  [318]  20S2 

Amendt.  to  leare  oat  from  "l^Dors"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question  {Mr,  S€cr€tary  Cross) ; 
after  short  debate,  Qoettion,  "That  the 
words,  &c."  put,  and  negatived  ;  main  Qoet- 
tion, as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  before  (hie  Hoe*. 
a  Copy  of  the  Justices'  Certificate  upon  whiofe 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department  has  ienied  a 
Licence  to  the  Directors  of  the  Crystal  Palaoe 
for  the  sale  of  spirituous  liquora 

Ctjbitt,  Mr.  G.,  Surrey,  W. 

National  Debt,  [218]  1170 

CuNiNonAME,  Sir  W.  J.  M.,  Ayr^  it. 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  9R.  [32^^  7 

1317 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1888 

Customs 

Custom  House  and  Inland  Revenue  O/ieerM, 
Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  The  Chae- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  28,  [218]  120 

Menwrial  of  Out'Door  Oficers,  Question,  Mr. 
Grieve ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex. 
chequer  May  7,  [218J  1837 ;  Question,  Mr, 
Bates  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  /him  4, 
[2 19]  961 ;  Question,  Captain  Nolan ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  Jitly  21,  [221]  891; 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answer,  of r.  W.  H. 
Smith  July  23,  554  :  Question,  Mr.  Grieve  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
jM/y30,  967 

(hit- Ports  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Charley ; 
Answer,  The  Cliancollor  of  the  Exchequer 
August  4,  [221]  1261 

Pronation  of  OJieers,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  IL  Smith  Jun^  19, 
[220] 165 

Re-organization  of  the  Customs  Service,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  26,  [220]  508 

St'tdstical  Department,  Question,    Mr.   C.    E 
Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  June  18,      -m 
[2  20]  .72 

Customs  Writers — Salaries 
Question,  Mr.  Pease ;  Answer,  The  Chancelloi 
of  the  Exchequer  May  4,  [218]  1595  ;  Ques~ 
tion,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer,  The   Chancelloi 
of  the  Exchequer  May  5,  1674 


CxLstoins  and  Inland  Bevenne  Bill 

(Mr.  RaikeSt  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheq^uer^^, 

Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

c.  Ordered  •  April  27 

Read  1°  •  May  4  [BUI  8S] 

Read  2°  •  May  14 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  18  . 
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DEN 


CutUmg  and  Inland  Revenue  Bi2/— oont 

Moved,  «ThAt  the   BiU  be  now  read   3®" 
ifoy21.[3i9]65d 

Amendt.  to  lea?e  out  from  '*  Bill  be/'  and 
add  **  re-committed  "  ( Mr,  Roebuck) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  &e.  ;**  after 
abort  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main 
Question  put»  and  agreed  to  ;  BiU  read  3^ 
LBmA\*^  (Lord President)  May 22  (No.  78) 

Read2»*/im«l 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  4 

Read  3*  ^  June  5 

Rojal  Assent  June  8  [37  Viet,  c.  16] 

CnstoniB  (Isle  of  Man)  Bill 

(Jtfr.  Raiket,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  William  Henry  Smith) 

«.  Considered  in  Committee  June  23 
Bill  ordered  •  June  24 

Read  1«  •  June  26  [Bill  178] 

Read  2"*  July  2 
Committee  •  ;  Report  July  7 
Read  3«  •  July  9 
/.  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  President)  Jxdy  10(No.l65) 
Read  2**/M/y  21 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  23 
Read  3»»  July  24 
Royal  Assent  July  30    [37  <b  38  Vict  c.  46] 

I>ALnou8iE,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [219]  382, 
383,  389  :  2R.  835 ;  Comm.  cl.  3,  1267 

X)alrymfle,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1107  ; 

Comm.  d.  3,  [221]  697 
Elementary  Education  Act— Evening  Schools, 

[218] 1687 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  669 
Workshops  Act — Inspectors,  [218]  1178 

Dalway,  Mr.  M.  E.,  Carrickfergus 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  637 

Damer,  Hon.  Captain  L.  S.  W.  Dawson-, 
Portarlington 
Army — Royal   Military   College,  Sandhurst — 
Sub-Lieutenants,  [218]  232 

Davenport,  Mr.  E.  G.,  St.  Ives 

Irish  Church  Act— Surplus,  [218]  1174 

Davenport,  Mr.  W.  Bromley-,  Warwick- 

shirey  N. 
Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  [218]  687 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2  a.  [218]  1389 
Supply— ^Post  Office  Services,  [219]  1058 

Davies,  Mr.  D.,   Cardigan 

Board  of  Trade — Railway  Inspectors— Captain 
Tyler,  [219]  333 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [219]  1328 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  dsc.),  2R.  [219] 
1470 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Leare,  [218]  1263  ; 
Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1071 

TOJL  CCXXI.  [third  series.]  [^-ont. 


Dayisb,  Mr.  D. — e<mt. 

Irish  Railways — Acquisition  and  Control  of, 

Res.  [218]  1309 
Malt  Tax,  Res.  [218]  1032 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  63 

Dean  Forest 

Moved,  '*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed, 
'  to  inquire  into  the  Laws  and  rights  affect- 
ing Dean  Forest,  and  the  condition  thereof, 
having  especial  regard  to  the  social  and  sani- 
tary wants  of  its  increasing  population  ;  and 
further  to  inquire  whether  it  is  expedient  that 
any,  and  if  so  what,  legislation  should  take 
place  with  respect  to  such  Forest,  and  the 
future  disposition  or  management  of  the 
same"  {Colonel  Kingscotc)  April  21,  [218] 
929  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  April  28,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows^ — Colonel  Kingscote  (Chairman), 
Colonel  Barttclot,  Mr.  William  Cartwright, 
Sir  Francis  Goldsmid,  Mr.  Ilermon,  Sir 
George  Jenkinson,  Dr.  Lush,  Mr.  Ncvill,  Mr. 
T*case,  Mr.  R.  Plunkctt,  Mr.  William  Price, 
Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  and  Mr.  Stanhope; 
May  4,  Mr.  George  Clive  and  Mr.  Goldney 
added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  10 

{Pari.  P.  No.  272) 

Behty  Imprisonment  for 

Case  of  Daniel  Norley,  Question,  Mr.  M.  T. 

Bass :  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  18, 

[2 1  o]  393;  June  4,  964 
Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  M.  T.  Bass ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  20,  [218]  816 


De  La  Warr,  Earl 

Endowed  Schools    Commission,    [218]    1491, 

1493 
Pauper  Children,   Motion  for  Returns,  [220] 

289 
Poor  Law — St.  Pancras  Union — Mortality  of 

Young  Children,  [219]  1673 
Railway  Accidents,  Motion  for  Papers,  [218] 

259 
Railway  Commission,  [219]  1119 
Railways,   Address  for  a   Royal  Commission, 

[218]  1150,  1171 
Science  and    Art — Transit    of    Venus,  [219] 

1476 
Suez  Canal,  [218]  1926 
Wild  Birds  l^w  Amendment,  2R.   [220]  287 

289  ;  Comm.  604,  605 

Denbigh,  Earl  of 

Brussels,    Conference    at — Rules  of  Military 
Warfare,  [220]  986 

Denisox,  Mr.    C.  Beckett-,  Yorkshire, 

IF.  R.y   E.  Div. 

Acheen,  Dutch  War  in,  [220]  1086 

Board  of   Trade   Arhitrations,   Inquiries,  dsc. 

Comm.  add.  cl.  [219]  453 
Dover  Harbour,  [218]  1095 
East   India  Annuity  Funds,   2R.   [218]  638  ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  896  ;  Consid.  add.  cl.  1487  • 

Amendt.  1488 ;  3R.  1663 


DEN       DIG 
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Dknisok,  Mr.  G.  Bscxbtt— -oonl. 

East  India  Loan,  Comm.  Res.  [318]  186 ;  SR* 

360 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,   Ao.),  Comm. 

cl.i,[22o]S23;  02.14,830 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Carnatio  Railway 

Companies  (No.  2),  3R.  [219]  U97 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),  Comm.  02. 3,  [2 19] 

301 
India — Nawab  Nazim  of  Bengal,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [220]  579,  582 
India  Councils,  2R.  [221]  948;   Comm.  e2.  1, 

1220 
Merchant  Shipping  Surrey,  2R.  [220]  381 
Shannon  Navigation — Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [220] 

674 
Supply — Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  [218] 
1133 
Post  Offloe  Telegraph  Service,  [219]  1662 
Whalley,  Mr.,  Imprisonment  of,  lor  Contempt 

of  Court,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[219]  203 


Denkan,  Lord 

Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  cl. 
[220]  867 

Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  3R.  Amendt. 
[220]  217 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 
862 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d,  3,  [220]  1202 

Judicature  and  Appeal  (Scotland  and  Ireland), 
IR.  [218]  1830 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment, 2K.  [219]  1044;  Comm.  1377;  3R. 
Amendt.  [220]  414 


Derby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs) 

Afghanistan,  [218]  1912 

Bills  of  Health  in  French  Ports,  [218]  1833 

Brussels,    Conference   at — Prisoners  of  War, 

[219]   1401  ; — Rules   of   Military    Warfare, 

[220] 003 
Diplomatic    Service — Consulship    at    Saigon, 

[221]  618 
Europe,   Peace  of,    Motion  for  Papers,   [218] 

1667 
Parlijiment — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  47,  48 
Science  and  Art — Transit  of  Venus,  [219]  1476 
Spain — Civil  War — Alleged  Aid  by  the  French, 
[221]  614,  618 
Spanish   External  Debt — Alleged  Removal 
of  Securities,  [221]  388 
Suez  Canal,  [218]  1925 
Suez  Canal,  Address  for  Papers,  [219]  1034 


Devon,  Earl  of 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 

1138 
Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 

for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1575 
Public  Worship   Regulation,  Report,  add,  cl. 

[220]  150 


Dickinson,  Mr.  S.  S.,  Stroud 
East  India  Loan,  3R.  [218]  361 


DiCKSOK,  Major  A.  O.,  Dover 

Army  Resenres,  Ret.  [218]  515 
Local  Rating — Government  Property,  Rating 
of,  [218]  406 


Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Dungannon 

Elementary  Education  (Compnlaory  Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  793,  848 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  Como. 
[220]  810 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  Comm.  eH.  11, 
[220]  842 ;  add.  cl.  1013 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Sale  of,  in  IreUnd  00 
Sunday,  Re8.[2i8]90l8 


DiGBY,  Mr.  K.  T.,  Queen* 9  Co. 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)   Act — "Flag  of 
Ireland  "  Newspaper,  [218]  1560 


DiLKE,  Sir  C.  W.,  Chehea,  Sfe. 
Agricultural  Labourers,  Strike  of,  [318]  1407 
Army — Defence  Act — Wormwood  Scmbi,  [218] 
230,  629 
Duke  of  York's  School— Feltbam  School, 

[220]  71,  224 
Plumstead  Common,  [221]  1144,  1410 
Ballot  Act,  [218]  361 
Brussels,    Conference   at — Rules   of   Military 

Warfare,  [221]  1408 
Canada   PaciOc    Railway  —  Guarantee,  [218] 

1179 
Chelsea  Bridge  and  Battersea  Park,  [221]  130 
Civil  Service  Writers — Sick  Leave,  [21 81  815 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Comm.  [22f  988 
Fiji  Islands,  [221]  SOI  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 

ment,  394,  397  ; — Annexation,  Res.  Amendt. 

1274.  1292,  1301 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  252 
Houses  of  Parliament,   Access  to  the,  [221] 

853 
Inclosure — Legislation,  [220]  1080 
India — Amir  of  Kashgar,  The,  [219]  66,  67, 

337 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1081  ; 

cl.  8,  1112;    Consid.   cl.   26,   1739;   cl.  7, 

[220]  99  ;  cl.  23,  Amendt.  110 
Metropolis — Raphael's    Cartoons — Opening    of 

Public  Museums  on  Sundays,  [219]  266 
Metropolitan  Police — Ex-Constaole  Goodchild, 

[218]  625 
Museums,  Opening  of,  on  a  Sunday,  Res.  [219] 

528 
Parliament — New  Writs,  Issue  of,  [218]  1845 

Standing  Order  175,  [221]  965 
Parliament — Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the 

Officers  of  the  Two  llouses  of,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [219]  185 
Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  [218]  1836 
Parliamentary   Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

290,317 
Prince  Leopold's  Annuity,  2R.  [221]  858 
Public     Worship     Regulation     (Consolidated 

Fund,  Ac),  Comm.  [221]  908 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  [218]  593 
Army — I^rd  Aylesford  and  the  Warwickshire 
^         Xeomskwr^  Cavalry,  ^219]  962 


DIL 
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DiLLimr»  Mr.  L.  L.    c§9ii 

Bftok  HolidftTf — Law  OfBoat,  HolidAyf  in,  [sai] 

1084 
Charity  CommiBsioDers — St.  John's  Hospital, 

Bath,  [331]  1404 
Edoeation — Manchester  Orammar  School,  [33 1  ] 

891 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  [220] 

1673  ;  Comm.  el.  1,  [331]  538  ;  d.  4,  598 
Fiji  Islands,  [331]  895 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2R.  [318]  618 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  3R.  [318]  1389 
Hampton  Court  Park,  [318]  1097 
Hertford  College,  Oxford,  Comm.  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  [330]  1053 
Intoxicating    Liquors,    Comm.    [319]    1001  ; 

Consid.  d.  26, 17^5. 1738 
Irish  Land  Act,  1872— Legislation,  [219]  620 
Magistrates   (Ireland)   and   Commissioners  of 
Dublin  Police  (Allowances),  Comm.  [219] 
727 
Kavy— Case  of  Admiral  Eardlej  Wilmot,  [331] 

974 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [319] 

1409 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [318]  277 :  Araendt.  285 
Parliament— Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the 
OfScers  of  the  Two  Houses  of.  Motion  for  a 
Committee.  [319]  183,  189 
Probate  and  Administration  Uniformity,  Res. 

[218]  1100 
Public   Accounts,    Committee    on  —  Reports, 
[318]  987 
330]  Public     Worship    Regulation,    2R.    1404 ; 
331]  Comm.    d.  6,    Amendt.  231  :   d.  7,   245 ; 
.     Amendt.  247,  250  :    d.  8,  Motion   for  re« 
.     porting  Progress,  265 ;  d.  9,  Amendt.  876, 
.     878 ;   add,  d,  903 ;    Schedule  A,  Amendt. 
.     906  ;  Consid.  d,  6,  Amendt.  1047 
Public    Worship     Regulation    (Consolidated 
Fund,  Ac),  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
[331]  908,  910;  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 911,  912,  916 
Regimental  Exchanges,  [231]  850 
Supply — Ashantee  Expedition,  [218]  204 
Comptroller  and   Auditor  General  of  the 

Exchequer,  [318]  772,  773  ;  Res.  896 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  [310] 

358 
Criminal  Proceedings,  Scotland,  [319]  358 
Government  Prisons,  Ao.  Ireland,  [219]  364 
House  of  Lords  Offices,  Amendt.  [218]  761, 

762,  763 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [218]  1136,  1137 
Lord  Privy  Seal.  Amendt.  [218]  769,  770 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  [218]  1134 
Patent    Law    Amendment    Act,   Amendt. 

[218J  776 
Post  Office  Services,  [219]  1658 
Post   Office   Telegraph   Service.    Amendt. 

[219]  1661,  1662;  [221]  828 
Public  Buildings,  [218]  1134 
Revenue  Departments,  [218]  194 
Royal  Palaces,  [218]  1132 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [219]  1654 
Treasury,  [218]  767 


Diplomatic 
BataviOr 


rote, 
Mr. 


tf 


'Mlar  Service 

atr—The  Ship  **  Mont- 
^bert  Duff;  Answer, 
19] 480 

[cold. 


Diplomatie  and  Ccfniidar  iS^rviO0-H)ont. 

Comvlar  Chaplaineiei,  Question,  Lord  Henry 

Scott;    Answer,  Mr.  Bonrke/u/y  30,  [221] 

969 
Consulship  at  Saigon,  Questiorf,  Lord  Stanley 

of  Alderley  ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 

Julvji,  [221]  618 
Mr.    VineM,  British   Consid  at  Islay,  Peru, 

Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 

/utM  2,(219]  850 
The  Cairo  Constdship^ Egypt,  Question,  Mr. 

Goldsmid ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  4,  [218] 

1584 
The  Mission  at  Berne,   Question,  Sir  Henry 

Drnmmond    Wolff;     Answer,    Mr.    Bourke 

A/ay  4,  [218]  1583 
Unhealthy  Climates — Pensions,  Question,  Mr. 

Baillie   Cochrane  ;     Answer,    Mr.    Bourke 

Ju/y20,[22i]298 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service —  Comular 

Chaplains 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  circumstances  attending  the  withdrawal 
of  the  allowances  granted  to  Consular  Chap- 
lains under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  6  Geo.  4, 
c.  87 "  (Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff) 
June  11 

And,  on  June  16.  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff(Chair- 
man).  Colonel  Alexander,  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr. 
Bourke.  Mr.  William  Cartwright,  Mr. 
Wilbraham  Egerton,  Mr.  Kinnaird,  Mr. 
Onslow,  Mr.  Ramsay  * 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  2 

(Purl.  P.  No.  257) 

Disraeli,  Eight  Hon.  B.,   (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Buckinghamshire 

Acheen— Treaty  of  1819,  [218]  1589 

Agricultural  Tenant  Right.  [219]  480 

Agricultural  Tenants,  Security  for  Improve- 
ments by.  Res.  [220]  305 

Army  —  Sandhurst,  Lord  —  Mr.  Anderson's 
Notice  of  Motion,  [219]  396 

Ashantee  War— Captain  Glover,  [218]  987 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces,  [218]  412 

British  Museum — Officers,  Salaries  of,  [218] 
377 

Brussels,  Conference  at' — Rules  of  Military 
Warfare,  [220]  1223;  [221]  852 

Canada,  Dominion  of^Canadian  Ministry,  [220] 
606 

Charity  Commissioners.  The  New,  [221]  761 

Church  of  England— Convocation — The  Let- 
ters of  Business,  [220]  513  ;  [221]  1258 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2K.  [220]  1175, 
1183, 1184, 1185  ;  Comm.  [221]  678,  977 

Civil  Service  Expenditure,  Committee  on  ( 1873), 
[218]  628 

Criminal  Law — Assaults  on  Women,  Res.  [2 19] 
309 

Bast  India  Finance,  Comm.  [218]  1490 

Education,  Science,  and  Art — Minister  of  Edu- 
cation, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219]  1610, 
1614 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
[221]  376,  378,  379,  447,  476,486;  el.  I, 
587  ;  d,  4,  608  ;  Explanation,  978 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment — Commis- 
sioners' Names,  [221]  393, 894«  856 


DI8         tOENERAL    INDEX}       DI8 
118—119— 110— air. 


DiBTUKu,  R[gbt  Hod.  S. — eorU. 

Expiring;  Lava  CoDtinninoa,  2R.  [111]  TSS, 
744 :  Comm.  1011  ;  el.  2,  1016 ;  Schedula  1, 
1022,  1020;  CoDiid.  lOTO 
Fiji  Iilandi,  fill]  301,  886 
Gold  Cout,  [319]  313,  314  ;— S1»eT7  on  the, 

Rei.  [ijo]  637 
Household  Frsaobise  (CoantiM),  3a.  [119]  249 
India  CouDoila.  3R.  [111]  952 
India— Eut  India   Ravenae  Accounta,  [itS] 

331 
Intoiioatin;  Liqnon,  3R.  [iigl  146. 148,  149, 
160,867;  Comm,   cl.  2.   1037,  1038,   1039, 
1030;   el.  10,  1117:    Comid,  el.  27,  C»*o] 
121, 133,  134,  136  :  Amendt.  138 
Ireland— "  CoerciTS  Lsgiilntion,"  [1:8]  643 
Judioatore,  [tii]  966,  9S7 
Rojial  Reiidence  in,  [ill]  626 
Ireland— National  Education  Commissioners — 

Calian  Sohoots,  Res.  [119]  913 
Ireland  —  Peace    Preservation    Act  — Case  of 
Patrick  Casey,  Motion  for  Papers,  ["9]  300 
Iriih  Church  Aot— Surplus,  The,  [218]  117S 
Irish  Church  Representative  Bodr,[ii<|]  61t 
IrishChurch  Temparalitiei  Commission— AudiC 

or  Accounts,  [ill]  620 
Irish  Railways— Acquisition    and    Control  of, 

Res.  [318]  1333 
Judicature   Act  —  Irish   and  Scotch  Appeals, 

[118]  1581 
Judicature  Bills— Fostponetnent,  [ill]  763 
l-ivingstODB,  Dr.,  [118]  488,  487  ;  [119]  69 
Loeal  Rating — GoTenimeDb  Property,  Rating 

of,  [118]  406 
Metropolis- NatioiAl  Gallery— Now  Buildings, 
[118]  MOD;— HieCro  Delia  Francesca,  The, 
[119]  16S1 
Municipal  PriTilcgea  (Ireland),  3R.  [118]  956 
Parliament— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  in   Answer  10  the  Speech,  [iiS] 

86 
Business  of  the   House,  [118]   109,  1098, 

1099,  1338,  1497;  [iJi]  397 
Controverted     Elections    (Irelnnd)  —  Mr. 

Justice  [.awaon,  [lift]  1582 
Derby  Day— Adjournment  of  the   House, 

[119] 8B4 
Electoral  Disabililiee  of  Women,  [lio]  300 
Morning  Sittings,  [120J  169 
New    Writs,    Issue   of,   [118]    1814,  1928, 

1043 
Order  of  Public  Business,  [211]  3,  7,  12,76 
Orders  of  the  Day,  [110]  700 
Privilege — Committal  of  a  Member  for  Con- 
tempt, [218]  105 
Privilege— Eiptoaivo    tiubstonces   Commit- 
tee, Special  Heport,  [119]  763.  754,  755 
Public  Business,  [119]  701.    H64  :    [120] 

328.  1623,  1637:  [Jli]025 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  [118]  1411 
Parliament — Business  ol  the  House  (Opposed 
Business).  Res.  [zi8]  230 

t— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [210] 


Pariian,. 

873 
Parliament- Public  Business— Orders  of  the 

Day,  Res.  [119]  1104,1167,  1168 
Parliamentnry  Eleotiona  Act,  [218]  1836 
Parliamentary   Relations   (Great   Britain  and 

Ireland)— Home   Rule,   Comm.   Res.  [110] 


roi,  t 


,t  Museum.  [I 
Prince  Ijopolil— 
[lii]  Boa 


111  296 


MesK je,   GomiD . 


DiBUSU,  Right  Hon.  B.—eont. 
Poblio  Offloea,  New- Porohua  of  Sites,  [iwl 
610 
War  Offloe.  [110]  SOS 
Public  Worship    Regulation,  3R.    [110]  14S8, 
1439,   1440,  1442;  [ill]  76,   119;  Comm. 
318;  cl.J.  330,  245,  346:  cl.  S,  369,266. 
267,  368,  goa  :  3R.  1 162  ;  Contid.  of  Lords 


Real 


1354 


Public  Worship  Regulation  [Contolidfttad  Pund, 
in.]  Comm.  [111]  (009.  BIO,  SIl;  Repolt, 
1043,  1043 

Science  and  Art — Dr.  Scliliemann'i  AnUqnitiei 
from  the  Troad,  [118}  1840 

Sues  Canal— Suspension  of  Navigation,  [>i8] 

714,  loee 

Supply— Amendt.  [118]  193  ;  [119]  1003 
National  Gallery,  [111]  818 
TreBsurr,[ii8]76a,  766 
Wolseley,  Sir  Garnet  J — Grant  to,  [118] 
618 
Supreme    Court    of    Judiosture    Aot    (18T3) 

Amendment— Scotch  Appeals,  [110]  1362 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.    [118]   1335, 
1592, 1664 

Dixon,  Mr.  Or.,  Birmingham 
Education  Department — Educatii 

1833 
Elementary  Education  / 

2R.  [219]  1336.  1347 
Endowed  Schools    Acta    Amendment,    CotniB. 

[ill]  330  :  el.  1,  516,  618,  623 
PoorUw— Case  of  the  Woman  Day,  [118]  1831 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  Amendl. 

[2i9]10Ul 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 
Building  Societies,  Consid.  Amendt.  [119]  1713 
Juries,    Comm.    ci.   GO,    Motion    for    Adjonni- 

ment,  [119]  30O 
*'"'  ipal  boroughs  (Auditors  and  Asaesaors), 
[219] 693 

"eneral  Election — Returns,  [J19] 
__  1030 
'orship  Regulation,  2K.  [110]  1443' 
of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sua- 


Code,  [119] 
(18T0)  Amendmsnt, 


2R 

Parlia 

700;  [: 
Public  W< 


'.  3R.  [ 


]  1041 


—Motion  for  Returns, 


DoDSON,  Eiglit  Hon.  J.  Or.,  Chetter 
Beer,  Tniniion  of,  tc.   in  Foreign  Countries, 

[218] 332 
Building  Societiea,  Consid.  [119]  1742 
Contagious  DiseaseB(Animals)— Report  of  Com- 
mit tee  (18T3],  [120]  593 
Criminal  Lao  Amendment  Act  (1871)  Repeal. 

2K.  [110]  1326 
Endowed    Schools    Acts    Amendment,    Comm. 

[ill]  408,  400 
Expiring  J^wa  Continuance.  Comm.  el.  3,[lii] 

1014,  1016;  Schedule,  1020,  1024 
Intoxicating  Liquors,   3R.  [119]  149;  Comm. 

ci.  2,  1083,  loss,  1090; </.  13, 1177:  Consid. 

1678;   ri.  26,   1737;    Amendt.  [no]  93; 

Cl.  9,  101.  103;  el  13,  Amendt.  103  :  el.  27, 

123 
Juries,  Comm.  c(.6,  [219]  287;  ^.60,  300 
Parliament— Bu si neas  of  the  House,  [2iS]339 


DOD       DOW        [SESSION    1874}         DOW       DUP 

3i8 — 219—220—221. 


DoMOv,  Right  Hon.  J.  G,-^e&rU, 

FftrlUment — Buaiaeas  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1415 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [218]  279 
Farliament-^Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the 

Oflloers  of  the  Two  Elouses  of,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [219]  188 
Post  OfSce — East  India,  China,    and    Japan 

Maib  Contract,  Res.  [221]  1314 
Pablifi  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [221]  215  ; 

d.  6,  234  ;  el  8,  254,  261  ;  cL  9,  879,  880, 

884,  885,  887 ;  el.  19,  897 ;  Consid.  el,  7, 

1059 
Supply — Criminal    Prosecutions,  &o,  Ireland, 
[219]  360 
GoTemment  Prisons,  &c.  Ireland,  [219]  363 
House  of  Lords,  Officers  of  the,  [218]  763 
Treasury,  [218]  766,  767 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  d.  4,  [220]  666 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[2 18]  679 

• 

Douglas,  Sir  Or,  H.  S.,  Roxhurghshire 
Fishery  Acts— River  Tweed,  [221]  1337 

Ihver  Marhour 

Question,  Mr.  Beckett-Denison  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Adderley  April  24,  [218]  1095 

Correspondence  ....    Pari  P.  163 

DowNiNO,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Cork  Co. 

Agricultural  Tenants,  Security    for   Improve- 
ments by.  Res.  [220]  204 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,  [221]  1426 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1260 
Criminal  Law — Account  of  Fines   and  Penal 

Sums,  [220]  301 

East  India  Finance,  Comm.AmendL  [218]  1490 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  730, 

•744  ;Comm.  987, 1010  ;  cl.  2,  Amendt.  1014, 

1017 ;    Schedule,    1021  ;    Consid.    Amendt. 

1079 

Game  Birds  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1,  [218]  1338 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  el.  8,  Amendt. 

[220]  100 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 
el  4,  [220]  210  ;  el  10,  213;  cl  11,  341 
el  12,  998,  1002  ;  el  17,  Amendt.   1004 
el  21,  Amendt.  1005  ;  el  28,  Amendt.  1006 
add.  el  1010,1011 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Civil  Actions — Actions  for  Libel,  [219]  391 
Judicature,  [220]  1522,  1523 
Kilrea  Riots,  The,  [221]  1409,  1413 
Orange  Processions — Case  of  James  Mallon, 

[221]  760 
Poor  Law  Unions — Clerks  of  Unions,  [219] 

310 
Railways — Local  Guarantees,  [219]  321 
Irish  Fisheries.  Res.  [218]  1527 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judges, 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [220]  440 
Iridi  Railways,   Acquisition  and  Control   of, 

Rm.  [218]  1303,  1304 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund,   Comm.  el  5, 
[221]  1104;  Consid.  Amendt.   1223;  el.  5, 
Amendt.  1224 
Jariet,  Comm.  cl  42,  [219]  291 ;  cl.50, Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  295,  396 

Teont. 


DowNiHo,  Mr.  M. — cent. 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions,  Motion 
for  an  Address,  [221]  832 

Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  Comm.  [si 8] 
1343 

Navy — Haulbowline,  Works  at,  [220]  445 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [221]  716 
Gal  way  New  Writ,  [220]  170 

Parliamentary  Relations  (Great  Britain  and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  964 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  536 

Public  Health,  2R.  [219]  668 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metropo- 
litan Police,  Comm.  cl  2,  [221]  907 ;  cl  4,  t6. 

Supply — Miscellaneous  Lo£^  Charges  (Ireland), 

[221]  817 
Supreme    Court    of  Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl  10,  [221]  166 
Valuation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

282 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Act  (1863)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Brum,  Sir  Thomas  BaUson,  Mr.  O'Neill, 

Mr,  Kavanagh) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  May  20  [BiU  120] 

Read  2'>*  June  17 

Committee* — r.p.  June  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  19 

Read  3"  •  June  22 
/.  Read  1**  {Earl  of  Beltnore)  June  23  (No.  133) 

Read  2»  •  June  29 

Committee  •  June  30 

Report  •  Jtdt/  2 

Read3**/M/y3 

Royal  Assent  Jubj  16   [37  «b  38  Vict.  c.  32] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Mieliael  Hicks- 

Beach) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  June  2  [Bill  131] 

Read  2«*/«»«4 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  18 

Read3<»*  June  19 
I  Read  I*  •  {Lord President)  June 22  (So.  125) 

Read  2^  *  June  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 

Read  8»  •  July  6 

Royal  Assent  July  16  [37  A  38  Viet  o.  lxzx?iii] 

Duff,  Mr.  M.  E.  Grant,  Elgin,  Sfc. 

Church   Patronage  (Scotland),   Comm.  el  3, 

[221]  697 
East  India  Annuity  Funds,  Comm.  [218]  898 
East  India  Loan,  3R.  [218]  354 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [221] 

1204,  1208,  1209,  1210 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [220]  1026, 1032 
India  Councils,  2R.  [221]  940,  952 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1514 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  3R.  [221]  1166 

Duff,  Mi.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 

BaUTia,  U.M.  Consul  at— The  Ship  '*  Mont- 
rose," [219]  480 
I      Church  l^ronage  (ScotUnd),  2R.  ^ixo\\51^ 


DUK       DTO 
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DuMBAB,  Mr.  J.,  New  Sois 

AriTiT — SheemeiB  Borraoka.  [ill}  1331 

Civil  Serrioe  Comminion,  [118]  >2S 

Collgga  or  Phralciana  ( Ireland  )— SnpplemeaUl 

Ch«rWr,  [119]  985  ;  [210]  IBB 
India — Bonibir,  Religioui  Riolii  at,  [119]  933  ; 
[itoi]  793 
The  Papers,  [ill]  I2ei 
India  Conacils,  Coiam.   el.  1,  Amendt.  [111] 

IS20 
Poor  BeUef  (Ireland),  3R.  [119]  531,  511 

Ddkdas,  Hon.  J.  C,  Siekmond 
Armjr — lUifal  MiliUrr  Aoadem;,  Woolwiab — 


DuNMORE,  Earl  of 
Board  of  Trade'  Arbitration!.   Inquirtet,   Ae. 
IR.  [1)0]  216 

Chain  Cables  and  Anohon,  SR.  [110]  IBIS 
India— Bombaj,  Rioli  at,  [119]  1T4 
RailoB*  Acoidants,   Motion   for   Papen,  [llB] 
260 


DuiTSAiTT,  Lord 

Capital    Sentences.   Execution    of — Spaniih 

Garotte,  Res.  [no]  1311,  1315 
Contagious  Diieaiei  or  Animals — Re;[Ulatians 

for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [no]  132 
Irish  Peenige — Address  to  Her  Majestf,  [119] 

HS6 
Su«i  Canal— Address  for  Papers,  [119]  1033 


Jhodlingi  of  Worhtng  People  in  London 
Amendt,  en  Committee  of  Supplf  May  8,  To 
, _...   fj^ijj  "That,"  and  add  "in  tho 


I    HOUBI 

e  that 


provcmcnt  of  the  poorest  classes  of  dDelUoga 
in  London,  and  that  this  question  demands 
the  early  attention  of  Her  Majestj's  GoTcrn- 
m»nt"  [Mr.  Kay- SknUletvoHh)  v.,  [iiS; 
1913  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words' 
Ac. ;"  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Dtke,  Mi.  W.  Hart  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Kent,  Mid 
Pari  lament — AdiournmeatoftheHouse,[li8}19 
Lwinceaton  Mew  Writ,  [110]  fill 


Dyuevor,  Lord 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [1:9]  386 
Public   Worship  Regulation,  Re-comm.  cl.  8 
Amendt.  [219]  1130  ^  Report,  cI.  6,  [no]  HI 


Dyott,  Colonel  E.,  Lichfield 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d.  2,  [119]  ICISS  ; 
CODsid.  [110]  01 


Eabp,  Mr.  T.,  Ifewark 
Endowed    Schools  Acts   AmendnMBt,  0 

add.  el.  [221]  SIT,  61S 
Friendly  Societies,  [118]  1IT8 
Intoxicating  Liquors.  Consid.  cl.  13,  [1*0] 
Metropolis  —  Dwellings   of   Working   F 

Res.  [liS]  1977 
Probate  Court— EstatAs  of  Poor  lalM 

[ilj]  3B0 
Supply — Patent  Law  Amendment  Aot, 

771 


East  India  [Aunoity  Fnnds]  Bill 
(Mr.  Raitti,  Lard  George  HamiUon,  Mr.  Wi 

Henry  Smiih) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  31 

Bill  ordered  :  read  1°*  Mar  33         [Bill 

118]  Read  3".  ader  short  debate  April  13,  51 

Order  for  Committee  read  i  Mored.  '•  Thi 

Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair  "  Apt 

.      89« 

Amendt.  to  leaie  out  from  "That,"  uu 

"the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 

mittee"    (Mr.    BeckeU-Denitan)    v.  : 

short    debate.    Question,  "That  the  1 

Ac. ; "  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  main  Que 

■•  That  Mr.  Speaker,  die,"  put,  and  a 

to  ;  Committee  ;  Report 

.  Considered  April  30,  I48T 

.  Read  3",  afler  short  debate  May  1,  l5<iS 

I.  RM'il'*[TheMarqwiiofS<ditbury).Mm 

Read  3'»  May  18  (No.'. 

Committee;  Report,  after  short  debate  JC 

[2 1 91 186 
Read  3"  •  May  21 
Royal  Assent  'Jun€  8  [37  Via.  c.  1 


East  India  Loan  Bill 

(Mr.  Raikei,  Mr.   mttiam  Henry  Smith, 

Qearge  Eamilton,  Mr.  Dyke) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Mnr  SO 

Bill  ordered  :  read  1°  •  Mar  31  [Bill '. 

Obser  rat  ions,   General    Kir    George   Ball 
218]  Reply,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Afar  31, 
.  Read  2°  Mar  S3,  263 
Committee*:  Report  Ifar  30 
.  Read  3°,  after  debate  Mar  37,  3S0 
(.  Read  !'■  {Marqaett  of  Siiliiburyj  Mar  3 
Rend  3' ;  Committee  negatived  :  and  Sta 
Orders  t4os.  37  and  38  considered,  am 
peosod  with  ;  Bill  read  3*  Mar  28     (Ni 
Royal  Assent  3far  30  [37  Viet.  c. 


EccUtiattical  Fees 

Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Sli 
bory ;  Reply,  Earl  Beauohamp  Juiy 
[111]  815 


Ectiesiaatical    Patronage    (Chnrch 

El^Iandt    Bill      (Sir    John    Kenne 
Lord  Henry  ScotI,  Mr.  J.   G.    TaiW, 
Sail) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Mny  20  [Bill  H 

3R.  [propped] 


EDM 


EDU        {SESSION    1874} 

218—319 — 220—331. 


EDU 


EDU 


Sdmoitotone,    Admiral   Sir   W.,    Stir- 
UngBhire 
Church  Rates  Aholitioo  (Scotland),  2R.  [320] 

1311 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1376 
Gold  Coast   Expedition — Prize   Money,  [221] 

1261 
NaT/— H.M.  Dockyards,  [218]  845 
Nary — Unarmoured  and  Iron>clad  Ships,  Res. 

[218]  1851 
Supply — Ashantec  Expedition,  [218]  203 

Salaries  of  Colonial  Governors,  [220]  463 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1629 


Eimunda,  Mr,  Leonard  —  Proceeding  on 
Petition  Vacated 

Obsenrations,  The  Earl  of  Rosebery  June  29, 
[220]  600 

MoYed,  "That  the  Petition  of  Leonard  Ed- 
monds, Esquire,  presented  to  the  House  on 
the  2nd  of  July  instant,  be  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Office  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the  Gentle- 
roan  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  "  ( The  Earl  of 
Rosebery)  July  13,  1500;  after  debate,  on 
Question,  resolved  in  the  negative 


Education 

EdMcatxon  Department 

Agricultural  Children  Actj  Questions,  Mr. 
Pell ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  July  17» 
[221]  206 

Agriculture^  Children  Employed  in,  Question, 
Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answers,  Mr.  Goldney,  Vis- 
count Sandon  May  11,  [219]  74 

Children  of  Boatmen,  ^e, — A  Royal  Commit- 
Hon,  Question,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  16,  [221]  131 

The  Annual  Report,  Question,  Mr.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
May  1,  [218]  1495 

Training  of  Teachers— Irregular  Attendance, 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Hampton  ; 
Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  June  29,  [220]  601  ; — Private 
Adventure  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Locke ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  July  14,  1623 

77<«  Education  Code,  Observations,  Lord  Fran- 
cis llervey  ;  Keply,  Viscount  Sandon  ;  de- 
bate thereon  June  15,  [219]  1624 

Pari.  Papers — 
New  Code  of  Regulations  1874  .       [931] 
Report  of  Committee  of  Council 

1873-4     [1019] 

Bye  Laws  of  School  Boards    .    .  [1019  v.] 
Elementary  Schools,  England  and 

Scotland [975] 

National   Education   (Ireland)— 

40th  Report [965] 

Education   Code  —  Standards  — 

Minute 120 

Emoluments  of  Teachers  .    •     .  323 

Education  {Scotland)  Act,  \S72^ColUctum  of 
School  Rates,  Question,  Sir  Robert  An- 
struther  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
June  25,  [220]  424 

Code  of  RcgulatioDs  1874    .    PP.  [930] 

[conL 


Eduoatioit — conL 

Effect  of  School  Life  on  the  Sight,  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon  ; 
Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  July  2,  [220] 
868 

Elementary  Education  Act  —  The  Voluntary 
System,  Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth ;  An- 
swer, The  Duke  of  Richmond  April  28, 
[218]  1259 

Evening  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Dalryropio ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  May  4,  [218]  1587 

Extra  Subjects,  Observations,  Sir  John  Lub- 
bock ;  Reply,  Viscount  Sandon ;  debate 
thereon  Jfa^  1,  [218]  1531 

Pauper  and  Industrial  School  Districts,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fawcctt;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  August  5,  [221]  1336 

University  Female  Education,  Observations, 
Mr.  Cowper-Temple  ;  debate  thereon  Jun^  12, 
[219]  1526 


Education — Emoluments  of  Teachers 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  a  Return  of  the  average 
income  received  in  the  year  1878  from  all 
professional  sources  by  the  Male  Certificated 
Teachers  in  the  Schools  aided  by  annual 
Grants  in  England  and  Wales ;  also  the  total 
number  of  Male  Certificated  Teachers,  and 
the  number  of  these  provided  with  official 
residences  rent-free  in  England  and  Wales  : 

*' Similar  Return  of  Female  Teachers:  similar 
Returns  for  Scotland  :  similar  Return  of 
the  average  total  income  at  present  derived 
from  their  Schools  by  the  Male  Teachers  of 
Ireland ;  also  the  total  number  of  such 
Teachers,  and  the  number  of  these  provided 
with  official  residences  rent-free  in  Ireland  : 
and,  similar  Return  for  Female  Teachers " 
{Captain  Nolan)  Mar  31,  [218]  491 

Amendt.  to  add,  at  the  end  thereof,  "  the  Re- 
turns to  show  how  far  these  Emoluments  are 
derived  from  National  Funds,  from  Ijocal 
Rates,  from  School  Pence,  and  from  Local 
Voluntary  Contributions  "  {Mr.  M'Laren) ; 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be 
there  added ; "  after  short  debate,  debate 
adjourned 

Question  again  proposed  April  17,  784  ; 
Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  main  Question, 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

{Pari.  P.  No.  823) 


Education — Minister  of  Public  Instruction 
Moved  to  resolve.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  desirable  that  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  should  be  superseded 
by  the  appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Public 
Instruction,  who  should  be  entrusted  with 
the  care  and  superintendence  of  all  matters 
relating  to  national  encouragement  of  science 
and  art  and  popular  education  (The  Lord 
Hampton)  May  22,  [219]  682  ;  after  shoit 
debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the  ncga* 
tive 


EDU       EGE 
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Education^  Science,  and  Art — Minister  of 
Education 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  15,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  how  the 
Ministerial  responsibility  under  which  the 
Votes  for  Education,  Art,  and  Science  are 
administered  may  be  better  secured"  {Mr, 
Lyon  Play  fair)  v.,  [219]  1589  ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  ^. ;"  after  long 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Education — The  Revised  Code — The  Third 
Standard 
Moved,  "  That,  in  'the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  undesirable  that  the  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  should  be  relieved  from  the  duty  of 
providing  for  the  education  of  the  children 
of  parents  in  the  receipt  of  out-door  relief, 
under  section  3  of  '  The  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Act  Amendment  Act,  1873,*  as  soon  as 
those  children  reach  so  low  a  standard  as 
the  Third  SUndard  of  the  Education  Code  " 
(Mr,  Kay-Shuttieworth)  May  5,  [218]  1707  ; 
after  debate.  Question  put  ;  A.  302,  N.  265  ; 
M.  63 ;  Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1736 

Education  Department  Orders  Bill 

( The  Lord  PreHdeiU) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  I**  July  23  (No.  197) 

Read2»*/uty28 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  30 

Read3**/M/y31 
c.  Read  1°  •  Aufjutt  1  [Bill  239] 

Read  2°  •  August  3 

Committee  •  ;  Report ;  read  3'  August  4 
I.  Royal  Assent  Au(^i8t  7     [37  &  38  V'ict.  c.  90] 

Egerton  of  Tatton,  Lord 

Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  389; 

Comm.  add.  cl.  a  65 
Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals — Regulations 

for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [220]  134 
Globe  Lands  Sale,  211.  [220]  1078 
Poor   Law  Amendment   Removal,    2R.    [221] 

766 

Egertox,  Hon.  A.  F.  (Secretary  to  the 

Board  of   Admiralty),    Lancashire , 

S,E, 
Navy — Boys,   Admission    of,   into   the,    [219] 
1676 
H.M.S.  "London,"  [218]  410 
Navy   Estimates  —  Dockyards,   &c,  at   Home 
and  Abroad,  [219]  434 
Naval  Stores,  [219]  442 
Steam  Machinery,  Ao.  [219]  448 
Wages,  <I:c.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [218] 
1446,  1484 
Peru,  Guano  Deposits — Survey,  [219]  699 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  8,  [221] 

254 
Supply — Zanzibar  Expedition,  [218]  207 

Egerton,  Eear- Admiral  Hon.  F.,  Derby- 
shire 
Navy — Whitworth  Ordnance  Trials,  [220]  70 
Navy  Estimates — Steam  Machineryi  dtc.  [219] 
447 


Egerton,   Hon.  Wilbraham,    Cheshire^ 

Mid 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac),  Comm. 

cl.  15,  Amendt.  [220]  333,  335 
French  Commercial  Treaty — British  Salt,  [2 18] 

1407 
Public    Worship    Regulation,    Comm.    cl,    6, 
Amendt.  [221]  232  ;  Amendt.  233  ;  add.  d. 
904 


Egypt 
Alexandria  and  RamUgh  Railway  Company, 

Question,   Mr.   W.   Lowthcr ;    Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  April  16,  [218]  628 
ConttUar  Jurisdiction — The  Papers^  Qiaetiiou, 

Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boorke 

April  28,  [2 1 8]  1 262    [See  title  Sues  Com!] 
Duty  on  Coal,  Question,  Mr.  David  Jeokioi; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  August  5,  [221]  1333 
Outrage  on  British  Subjects,  Qaestiona,  Mr. 

H.    fi.    Sheridan ;     Answer,    Mr.    Bourke 

July  17,  [221]  204 


Egypt  —  Consular  Jurisdiction  and  the 
Suez  Canal 
Amendt.  on  Committee  .of  Supply  June  26,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  the  00m- 
merce  of  this  Country  being  so  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  uninterrupted  navigation  of  ths 
Suez  Canal,  it  is  desirable  that  Her  Majesty'si 
Government  should  at  once  give  it*  adheiioa 
to  the  proposed  judicial  refbrms  in  Egypt, 
suggested  and  approved  of  by  the  represent 
tatives  of  all  the  European  Powers,  by  which 
tribunals  will  be  created  for  the  better  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Egypt  and  the  ad- 
judication of  differences  which  may  arise  be- 
tween British  shipowners  and  the  adminis- 
trators of  the  Suez  Canal  Company"  (3/r. 
Baillie  Cochrane)  v.,  [220]  513  ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  <fcc. ;"  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 


Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Mr.  Richard,  Sir  Thomas  Bazley,  Mr.  Morley, 

Mr.  William  M* Arthur,  Sir  Henry  Uavclock) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Mar  20  [Bill  6] 

Moved,    •*  That    the    Bill    be   now   read   2-  *• 

June  10,  [219]  1304 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,"  and  add  "upon 

this  day  three  months  "  ( Mr.  Isaac) ;  after 

long  debate,   Question   put,   "  That    *  now,* 

«tc. ;"  A.  128,  N.  373;  M.  245 
Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 

and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  ofif  for  three  months 
Division  List,  A.  and  N.  1335 


Elementary  Education  (Compulsory  At- 
tendance) Bill 

{Mr.  Dixon,  Mr.  Mundella,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Mr.  Trevelyan,  Mr,  MeUy) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l**  •  Mar  20  [Bill  16] 

Moved,    "  That    tho    Bill  be   now   read  2«" 
Jw^\J  I,  (.2201703 


SiE 
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ELP        END 


ry  Edtteation  (Compuhory  Attendance) 
-oont. 

I.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  *'  upon 
lay  three  months  "  {Mr,  BirUy) ;  Ques- 
proposed,  "  That  *  now/  Ac. ; "  after 
iebate,  Question  put ;  A.  156,  N.  320  ; 
34 

idded  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
greed  to ;  2 R.  put  off  for  three  months 
I  Lilt,  A.  and  N.  850 

ary  Education  Provisional  Order 
irmation  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord Pretident) 

h1  ;  read  !••  June  6  (No.  88) 

'•June  19 

tee*JM/y6  (No.  153) 

•  July  7 
•  JidJv  9 

» •  (  Viscount  Sandon)  July  17  [Bill  214] 
'*  July  20 

ttee*  ;  Report  July  29 
'•yM/y30 
issent  Augutt  7[d7  A  38  Vt^.o.clzzxiy] 


tary  Edncation  Provisional  Order 
Irmation  (No  2)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The Lord  President) 

«d ;    read   1*  *  ;    and  referred   to  the 

liners  June  12  (No.  108) 

'•  Jtiiuf  19 

ttee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

» •  June  30 

»•  ( Viscount  Sandon)  July  3   [Bill  192] 

^  •  JiUy  6 

ttee*;  Report  July  16 

'**  July  17 

issent  July  30      [37  <b  38  Vict,  c.  cliii] 

Mr.  E.,  St.  Andrews f  Sfc, 
shed  Church  (Scotland)  (Communicants), 
]  1271 

nd  Means^ Board  of  Lunacy  (Scotland), 
I  510 


Admiral  G.,  Chatham 

&ting  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1104 

nt  Shipping  Survey,  2K.[32o]  373 

nt   Ships   (Measurement  of  Tonnage), 

219]  1223 

H.M.  Dockyards,  [218]  819,  828,  832, 

842, 845 

•Ironclads,  Construction  of.  Res.  [219] 

420 

•Unarmoured  and  Iron-clad  Ships,  Res. 

) 1847,  1852,  1853,  1857 

*J8timates — Dockyards,  Ac.  at  Home  and 

broad, [219]  435 

^es,  &c.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [218] 

483 

•ks.  Buildings,  <bc.  [218]  584 

frican  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1643 

iTONE,  Lord 

entative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 

on  for  a  CommittMi  [330]  137 


Elphinstgne,  Sir  J.  D.  H.,  Portsmouth 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),  Comm.  cl.  8,  [219] 
302 


Emly,  Lord 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  [221]  197,  198 
Irish  National  Education — Schoolmasters  and 

Schoolmistresses,  Motion  for  a  Return,  [220] 

970 
Railways,  Ireland] — Guarantees  from  County 

Rates,  [218]  1404,  1405 

Emlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthen 
Army — Militia  Ser?ioe  Act  (1873) — Bounties, 
[220]  871 

Endowed  Schools 

The  Endowed  Schools  Commission^  Question, 
Obserf  ations.  Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Reply, 
The  Duke  of  Richmond  ;  short  debate  thereon 
May  1,  [218]  1491 

Scheme  for  Combt^s  School,  Crewkeme 
Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  re- 
fuse her  assent  to  the  scheme  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  for  the  management 
of  the  school  founded  by  John  do  Combe  in 
the  year  1499,  at  Crewkeme  in  the  county 
of  Somerset  {Bisliop  of  Bath  atid  Wells) 
May  4,  [218]  1577 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to  {Pari  P,  I,  21-1) 

Scheme  for  Ellsworth* s  Charity 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  refuse 
Her  assent  to  the  scheme  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  for  the  management 
of  the  charity  established  under  the  Will  of 
Richard  Ellsworth  for  the  benefit  of  the 
parishes  of  Timberscombe  and  Cutcombe  and 
adjacent  parishes  in  the  county  of  Somerset 
{Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells)  May  4,  [218] 
1570  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

{Pari,  P,  I,  21-2) 

The  Queen's  Answers  to  Addresses  reported 
May  7, 1803 

Qelligaer  Schools 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  refuse 
her  assent  to  the  scheme  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  for  the  management 
of  the  Foundation  of  Edward  Lewis  for  a 
school  at  Gelligaer  in  the  county  of  Glamor- 
nn,  and  for  other  charitable  objects  {The 
Duke  of  Beaufort)  May  8,  [218]  1917  ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Then  it  was  moved,  that  an  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her 
Majesty  to  refuse  her  assent  to  the  proviso 
in  the  56th  clause  of  the  scheme  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissioners  for  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Foundation  of  Edward  Lewis 
for  a  School  at  Gelligaer  in  the  county  of 
Glamorgan,  and  for  other  charitable  objects 
(The  Duke  of  Beaufort) ;  Motion  agreed  to 

(Pearl,  P,  7.  21-2) 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  Address  reported 
May  15,  [219]  305 


END       END 
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Endowed  Schools  Oommisston 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  BiU — Com- 
missioners* Names,  Questions,  Mr.  Mun- 
della,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answers,  Mr. 
Disraeli  Juli/  21,  [231]  393  ;  July  27,  761  ; 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  July  28,  856 ;  Personal  Explana- 
tion, Mr.  Disraeli  July  30, 978  i—Mkn^ster 
Ghrammar  School,  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  July  21,  391 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  Schemes, 
Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Viscount 
Sandon  July  20,  [221]  300  ;^Tunbridge 
School  Schema,  Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  June  15,  [219] 
1586 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Leatham  ;  Answer, 
Viscount  Sandon  June  8,  [219]  1156 

Renewal  of  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Lea« 
tham  ;   Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  May  19, 

[219]  481 


Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

( Viscount  Sandon,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^  July  2  [Bill  187] 

Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be    now  read   2o" 
220]  July  14,  1625 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  ( Mr.  W,  E.  Forster) ; 
Question  proposed, "  That  *  now/  Ac. ;"  aft«r 
long  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  291,  N.  209  ; 
M.  82 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*> 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  *•  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  July  20, 
221]  302 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  sanction  a  measure  which  will  allow  any 
one  religious  body  to  control  schools  that 
were  thrown  open  to  the  whole  nation  by  the 
policy  of  the  last  Parliament  "  {Mr.  Fawcett) 
V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  'i'hat  the  words, 
&c.;  '*  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned "  {Sir  Charles 
Forster);  Question  put;  A.  187,  N.  266; 
M.  79 

Original  Question  again  proposed  ;  Moved, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn "  (Mr, 
Macdonald)  ;  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow "  {Mr,  Disraeli) ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
.  Adjourned  Debate  resumed  July  21, 398  ;  after 
long  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  262,  N.  193  ; 
M.  69 
.  Division  List,  A.  and  N.  483 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  ibo,"  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Committee 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress "  {Mr.  Fawcett) ;  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Committee — r.p. 
.  Committee  July  22,  490 

On  Question,  "That  the  Preamble  be  post- 
poned ; "  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  " 
{Mr.  Fawcett) ;  A.  62,  N.  82  ;  M.  20  ;  Pre- 
amble postponed 

\C0)Vi. 


Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill    ooot 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro 

Sess,  and  ask    leave  to  sit  again"  {Mi 
undella) ;  after  short  debate,  and  it  bein 
now  a  quarter  to  Six  of  the  dook,  CominitU 

— R.P. 

221]  Committee — ^b.p.  July  23,  560 
.Committee;  Report /u^  24, 645    [BiU  228] 

Considered  *  July  27 
.  Read  3o,  after  short  debate  Jttlv  30,  970 
I.  Read  l"*  (Lord President)  July  30  (No.  21^ 
.  Read  2',  after  short  debate  August  3,  1114 
.  Committee ;  Report  August  4, 1 225 
Read  3*  *  August  5 
Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  A  38  Vid.  0. 87] 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  [^Sslt 

Resolution  considered  in  Committoe  Jk^  17 
Resolution  reported  July  20 

Enfieu),  Viscount 
Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  CoobLi 
Railway,  Motion  for  Re-oomm.  [219]  306 

Epping  Bistricty  Sanitary  Condition  of 
Question,  Dr.   Lush;    Answer,    Mr.    Solata 

Booth  June  22,  [220]  221 
Moved,  "  That  a  Copy  of  the  Oorrespoodeoo 

relating  to  the  subject  be  laid  on  the  TaUe' 

(Dr.  Lush)  July  27,  [221]  764  ;  after  iborl 

debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Errington,  Mr.  G.,  Ijongford  Co. 

Game  Birds  (Ireland),  Comm.  eU  1,  AmeDdl 

[218]  1337 
Ireland — Concordatum  Fund,  [221]  1145 
Discharged  Lunatics — Cases  of  George  an 

Owen  Doherty,  [221]  1020 
Grand  Jury  System,  [218]  813 
Ireland— Dublin  Univuraity,  f^iQ]  751  ;    R« 

[221]  1327 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions,  Motic 

for  an  Address,  [221]  830  ;  Amendt.  833 
Palace  of  Westminster — Water-Glaae  Picture 

The,  [221]  1421 
Public  Health  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  3,  Amend 
[220]  1604 

EsLiNGTON,  Lord,  Northumberland,  S. 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  [21I 

1683 
Contagious    Diseases   (Animals)  —  Report 

Committee  (1873),  [220]  592 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1094 

Consid.  cl.  2, 1697 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220J  359 
Navy— Naval  Reserve.  [218]  732,  733,  736 

Reserve  Squadron,  [219]  1404 
Navy  Estimates — Naval  Stores,  [219]  441 
Wages,  Ac.  for  Seamen  and  Mariues,  [2i{ 
1449 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [21^ 

284 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  181 

646  ;  cL  7,  670 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  [218]  1055;  Report 
1200 
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Bbtooxtbt,  Mr.  Gt.  B.,   TTtlis,  JT. 

InftoxioatiDg  Liquors,  Oonsid.  Amendt.  [220]  93 

Airopean  Assurance  Society  Arhitration 
Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  23,  [221]  555 

Evans,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Berhy shire,  S. 

Ck>otagioas    Diseases    (Animals)  —  Report   of 

Committee  (1873).  [220]  692 
Education  Department— Edacation  Code,  [219] 

1633 
Elementary  Schools,  Extra  Subjects  in,  Res. 

[218]  1540 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  108;   Comm. 

0/.2,  1026,  1082  ;  Consid.  cl,  27,  [220]  120 

Xridtnce   Law  Amendment  (Scotland) 
BiU 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 

€.  Ordered ;  read  lo  ^  June  23  [Bill  165] 

Read  2^  June  29,  [220]  673 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  10        [Bill  203] 

Committee*  {on  re-comm.) ;  Report  July  20 

Read3*»*/i//y23 
/.  Read  1*  •  ( 7%«  Lord  Chancellor)  July  24 

Read  2*  *  July  30  ( No.  198) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  31 

BmAS**  Augusts 

Rojal  Assent  August  7     [37  A  38  Vict.  0.  64] 

BJwiNO,  Mr.  A.  Orr,  Dumbarton 
130]  Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  1124 
t3ij  Comm.  670 ;    et.   3,    Amendt.    689,    690  ; 
.      Amendt.  698,  699 ;   el.  5,  840  ;   el  7,  841, 
.      842 ;  '.Consid.  el.  8,  Amendt.   1005  ;    cl.  5, 
.      1102  ;  el,  9,  Amendt.  ib. 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 
1300,  1305 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [218]  1191,  1195 

BxcHEQUER,   Chai^cellor   of    the    {see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

Excise — Adulteration  of  TFTiiskey 
Observations,  Mr.  O'Sullivan  ;  Reply,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer /un«  26,  [220] 
598 
Inland  Revenue  Act — Grain  for  Cattle — Oer- 
mination  0/  Orain,  Question,  Mr.  Power ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
May  i,[2iS]  1589 

ESxpiring  Laws  Continaance  Bill 

[Mr,  JFilliam  Henry  Smithy  Mr.  Attorney  General) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  July  9  [Bill  201] 

Question,  Captain  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 
120I  Smith  July  13,  1521 

MoTed,  "That  the   Bill  be    now  read    2o" 
221]  Julv  25,  721 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  daj  three  months"  {Captain  Nolan)  ; 
Qoestion  proposed, "  That '  now,'  Ao. ;"  after 
long  debate,   Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be 
now     adjourned  "     (^Mr.     CClery) ;    after 
farther  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  35,  N.  110  ; 
M.75 
Main  Question  put;  A.  112,  N.  33;   M.  79 ; 
Bmmd2<' 

[eont* 


Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill^-eont. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  go  into  Committee 
on  the  said  Bill  on  Thursday  next ; "  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  July  30, 
221] 979 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from, "  That,"  and  add 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
that  when  important  Acts  of  Parliament  have 
been  passed  for  a  limited  period,  anj  of  such 
Acts,  especially  those  conferring  on  the  Ex- 
ecutive extraordinary  powers,  should  be  in- 
cluded in  a  general  Bill  for  the  continuance 
of  Expiring  Laws,  brought  in  at  the  close  of 
the  Session,  without  affording  any  &ir  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  propriety  of 
their  discontinuance  or  their  modification  " 
(Mr,  Butt)  v.:  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
words,  &o,  ;  *'  after  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  156,  N.  83  ;  M.  73 
.  Division  List,  A.  and  N.  1008 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  ^.,^  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  'again  "  (  Captain 
Nolan) ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  50,  N.  204  ;  M.  154 

Question  again  proposed ;  Moved,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  {Mr, 
(yClery) ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put  ; 
A.  31,N.  199:  M.  168 

Question  again  proposed ;  Moved,  **  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again  "  {Mr.  Biggar) ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Question  put ;  A.'l3,  N.  206  ;  M.  103 

Moved,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again"  {Mr, 
0^ Gorman)  \  Question  put ;  A.  34,  N.  167  ; 
M.  133 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  "  {Mr.  Callan) ;  Question  put ;  A.  16, 
N.  157  ;  M.  141 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again"  {Mr, 
Biogar);  Question  put;  A.  15,  N.  100; 
M.  145 

Bill  reported 
.  Considered  July  31, 1071 

Read  S^  *  August  3 
/.  Read  I**  {The  Lord  President)  August  3 

Read  2*  *  August  4  (No.  220) 

Committee* ;  Report  August  5 

IBie Ad  S**  August  Q 

Royal  Assent  August  7    [37  A  38  Viet,  c.  76] 

Explosive  Substances 

Select  Committee  appointed  '*to  inquire  into 
the  Law  relating  to  the  making,  keeping, 
carriage,  and  importation  of  gunpowder, 
nitro-glycerioe,  ammunition,  fireworks,  and 
all  substances  of  an  explosive  nature,  and  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  making  adequate 
provision  for  the  safety  of  the  public  and  of 
the  persons  employed  in  such  making,  keep- 
ing, carriage,  and  importation,  with  a  duo 
regard  to  the  necessities  of  the  trade"  {Mr. 
Secretary  Cross)  April  16 

And;  on  Ajml  17,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Sir  John  Hay  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Bell  (void  election  June  2),  Mr.  Diliwyn,  Mr. 
Iliok,  Mr.  KnowloS|Mr.  Uiird,  Mr.  M'Lagan, 
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Explosive  Siibstances — oonfc. 

Colonel   North,   Mr.  Norwood,   Sir   Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Mr. 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Wbitelaw,  and  Mr.  Whitwell ; 
April  20,  Mr.  Arthur  Vivian  added 
Report  of  Select  Committee  June  26 

{Pari.  P,  No.  243) 

Eyton,  Mr.  P.  E.,  Flint,  Sfc. 

Land  Tax,  Res.  [218]  545 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  &c.)  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  CrosSj  Sir  Henri/ Selwin'lbbetsont 

Viscount  Sandon) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  18  [Bill  115] 

Moved,    "  That   the   Bill   be    now   read   2» " 
219]  June  11, 1415 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 

"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be 

inexpedient  to  pass  those  portions  of  the  Bill 

which  impose  new  legislative  restrictions  on 

the  number  of  hours  during  which  adults 

are  to  be  permitted  to  work"  (Mr,FawceU)v.t 

1421  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 

Ac.  ;  "    after  long  debate,   Question    put  ; 

A.  296,  N.  79;  M.  216 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Order  for  Committee  read ;    Moved,    "  That 

Mr.    Speaker    do   now  leave    the    Chair " 

220]  June  23,  302 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
'*  it  is  expedient  to  include  within  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Bill  the  manu&ctures  and  em- 
ployments to  which  the  Factory  Acts  Exten- 
sion Act  of  1864,  and  of  1867,  apply  "  {Mr. 
W.  Eolms)  V. ;  after  short  debate.  Question, 
*'  That  the  words,  (fcc,"  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
after  further  short  debate,   main  Question, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker,  etc.,"  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Committee  ;  Report 
.  Considered  June  25,  478 
.  Read  3°  June  29,  672  ;  on  Question,  *•  That 
the  Bill  do  pass  ;"  after  short  debate,  Bill 
passed 
/.  Read  1»  •  ( The  Lord  Steward)  June  30  (No.  143) 
.  Read  2\  after  short  debate  July  9,  1326 
.  Committee  July  14,  1617 
Report*  July  20 
Read3«*  Jtt/y2l 
Royal  Assent  July  30     [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  44] 

Factory  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Shawt  Mr.  Callendert  Mr. 

Philips,  Mr.  Cobbett,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Morley) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  20  [Bill  5] 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  May  6, 

[2i8]  1740 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  legislation  upon  interests  so  vast  and  im- 
portant as  are  involved  in  the  question  of 
diminishing  the  hours  of  labour  in  Factories 
and  of  further  restricting  the  capital  of  the 
employers,  ought  to  originate  with  Govern- 
ment rather  than  with  a  private  Member, 
and  with  the  previous  inquiry  of  a  Committee 
or  Commission  to  report  upon  the  merits  of 
a  question  of  such  magnitude,  to  guide  the 
House  and  the  Government  in  determining 
whether    any    and   what   Amendments    are 

\coiU. 


Factory  Acts  Amendment  BiU—eoni. 

needed  "  ( Sir  Thomas  Bazley)  v.,  1770 
tion  proposed,  '*  That  the  words,  Ac  ; 
debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be : 
journed  "  {Mr.  Roebuck) ;  after  furtb< 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn;  Questi 
and  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  11 


Factory  and    Workshop  Acts  —  C 
dation 
Question,  Mr.  Tennant ;  Answer,  Mr.  A 
Cross  June  19,  [220]  158 


Fawcett,  Mr.  H.,  Hackney 

Agricultural   Tenants,   Security   for  Ii 

ments  by,  Res.  [220]  209 
Budget,  The,  [221]  857 
Children  Employed  in  Agriculture,  [2i( 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comn 

1192,  1217 
Elementary    Education    (Compolsory 

ance),  2R.  [220]  829 
Endowed    Schools  Acts   Amendment, 
Amendt.  [221]  303,  309, 379  ;  Motioi 
porting  Progress,  486,  490  :   cl.\,  5' 
579, 586 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progr 
Endowed  Schools  —  Commissioners'  S 

[221]  300 
Factories  ( Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  2R.  J 
[219]   1421  ;    Comm.   cl.   8,  Amend 
314,  318  ;  cl.  4,  328;;  cl.  14,  332 
Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [218]  li 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Carnatic 
Companies  (No.  2),  Comm.  [219]  61 
Amendt.  848,  849  ;  3R.  1496 
India — Financial  Statement,  [219]  621 
Government  of — Legislation,  [220]  ] 
India  Councils,  2R.  Amendt.   [221]  9: 

976  ;  Comm.  1218,  1220  ;  cl.  I,  ib. 
Indian  Guaranteed  Railways,  [221]  126< 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [2 19]!  149; 

cl.  10,  1117 
Ireland — Dublin  University,  Res.  [221 

1374 
Ireland — Intermediate  Education,  Re 

1280 
Parliament — Order  of  Public  Busines 
11,  638 
Public  Business,  [220]  1527 
Police  Force  Expenses,  Comm.  cl.  1,  M< 

reporting  Progress,  [221]  487 
Poor  Law — Pauper  and  Industrial  Sch< 

tricts,  [22 1]  1336 
Supply  —  Local    Assessment  —  Relief 
Poor,  [220]  478 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  [221 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  A 

797,  805,  806 
Report,  [221]  829 
Report — Greenwich   Ilospital   and 

[220]  1489 
Sub-Wealden  Exploration,  [221]  82 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl,  3,  [2 


Fay,  Mr.  C.  J.,   Cavan  Co. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [22 
Conmi.  1002 
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F1VEB8HAM,  Earl  of 
Snpreme    Court    of    Judicature  Act 
Amendment,  2R.  [219]  1052 


(1878) 


FiKLDEN,     Mr.    J.,     Yorkshire,     W,R,, 
E.  Div, 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  <bc.),  Comm.  [?2o] 

312  :  d,  4,  323  ;  el  14,  332;  add.  cl.  336 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d.  2,  [219]  1088, 

1090 
Malt  Tax,  Res.  Amendt.  [218]  1021,  1040 


J^ji  Islands 

Copy    of  a  letter  addressed  to   Commodore 
uoodenouch,    R.N.,    and     E.    L.     I^jard, 
esquire,  Iler   Majesty's   Consul  in  Fiji,  in- 
stnicting  them  to  report  upon  Tarious  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  Fiji  Islands ;  with 
enclosures  ;  presented  ( TTie  Earl  0/  Camar- 
wm)  Aprii  20,  [218]  809 
Question,   Mr.   William    M'Arthur ;    Answer, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther  April  14,  [218]  544 ;  June  1 1, 
[319]  1406  ;  Question,  Viscount  Canterbury  ; 
Answer,  The    Earl  of  Carnarvon   July  9, 
[330]  1841 
Obeerrations,  The  Earl  of  Camaryon ;  debate 
321]  thereon  July  17,  179 ;    Question,  Obscrra- 
tions,  Mr.  Goschen  ;    Reply,  Mr.   Gathorne 
.     Hardy  July  17,  246 ;  Question,  Mr.  Alder- 
man W.  M*Arthur ;  Answer,   Mr.  Disraeli 
.     July  20,  301 ;  Observations,  Sir  Charles  W. 
•      Dilke  July  12,  394  ;  short  debate  thereon 


I^ji 


iji  Islands — Annexation 

MoTcd,  "  That  this  House  is  gratified  to  learn 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  yielded 
to  the  unanimous  request  of  the  Chiefs, 
Native  population,  and  White  residents  of 
Fiji,  for  annexation  to  this  Country,  so  far  as 
to  direct  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  to  proceed  to 
those  Islands,  with  the  view  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  that  object"  (yfr.  William 
M* Arthur)  Auffiut  4,  [221]  1264 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  considers  that,  having  regard  to 
the  existence  in  the  case  of  Fiji  of  difiBcultios 
caused  by  the  necessity  of  *  subjugating  and 
removing'  20,000  ferocious  mountaineers, 
and  by  the  fact  that  domestic  slavery  is  pro- 
nounced by  Commodore  Goodenough  and 
Consul  Layard,  in  their  official  Report, 
to  be  '  the  foundation  of  social  order '  in  Fiji, 
it  is  necessary  that  great  caution  should  be 
used  in  approaching  the  subject  of  annexa- 
tion" {Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)v.  ;  Question 
proposed,  ^  That  the  words,  <bo.  ;  "  after 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  81,  N.  28 ;  M.  53  ; 
main  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Pari  Papers — 

Correspondence [983] 

Report  on  Offer  of  Cession    .    .    .[1011] 


FivCH,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Rutland 

Endowed  Schools  Acts   Amendment,  Comm. 
[331]  360 


Fines  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Sir  Michael 

Hicks-Beaeh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1^»  July  22  [Bill  222] 

Read2°»/M/y25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  29 

Considered  *  July  30 

Read  3^ •  July  SI 
L  Read  U*  {The  Lord  President)  August  3 

Kead  2*  •  August  4  (No.  218) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  August  5 

Read  3**  August  6 

Royal  Assent  August  7   [37  &  38  VieU  0.  72] 

Fines,  Fees,  and  Penalties  Bill— See  title 
Mnnicipal  Corporations  (Disposition 
of  Penalties)  BiU 

FireSf  Protection  against — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  M'liasan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 
Cross  April  28,  [218]  1261 


Fishery  Acts — The  River  Tweed 

Question,  Sir  George  Douglas ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Assbeton  Cross  August  5,  [221]  1337 


Fitzgerald,  Eight  Hon.    Sir   W.    S., 

Horsham 
East  India  Loan,  [218]  248  ;  3R.  350 
East  India  Revenue   Accounts,  Comm.  [221] 

1206.  1209,  1210 
India — Kirwee  Prise  Accounts,  [220]  605 
India  Councils,  2R.  [221]  942.  976 
Intoxicating   Liquors,    Comm.  add,   cl.    [219] 

1201  ;  Consid.  f/.  26, 1717 


FiTZMAUEiCE,  Lord  E.  G.,  Calne 

Education  Department — Education  Code,  [2 19] 

1627 
Endowed   Schools   Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

[22i]398.  41G 
Hertford  College  (Oxford).  [210]  480 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.f/.  2,  [219]  1088 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 

Callan  Schools.  Res.  [219]  876 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  2  R.  [218]  399 


FiTzwiLLiAM,  Earl 

Army — Royal  Warrant,  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1389,  1391 

Floyer,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 

Intoxicating  Liquors.  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1030 
Juries,  Comm.  cL  50.  [2 19]  298  ;  cl.  77,  806 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 

[219]  357 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  663 

FoRDYCE,  Mr.  W.  D.,  Aberdeenshire,  E, 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1558 
Scotch  Fishery  Board — Herring  Barrels,  [219] 

66 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219] 568 
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oriign  Office — Salartss 
Question,  Sir  Henrj  Dnimmond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  Mar  33,  [218]  231 


Forester,  Right  Hon.  Major  General 
G.  C.  W.,   JFenlock 
Wenlook  Elementary  Education,  2R.  [220]  283 


F0R8TER,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 

Ballot  Act,  [218]  375 

Cattle,  Transit  of — Vienna  Conference,  [221] 

392 
Charity  Commissioners,  The  New,  [221]  761 
Education  Department — Education  Code,  [219] 

1633 
Education  Department— Revised   Code,    Res. 

[2 1 81  1725,  1780 
Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  L2I9J1343,  1344,1347 
Elementary    Education   (Compulsory   Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  835,  842 
Elementary  Education,  Extra  Subjects  in,  Ret. 
[218]  1545 
220]  Endowed    Schools    Acts    Amendment,   2R. 
.      Amcndt.  1644 

221]  Comm.   326,  347,  377,  378,  379  ;  el.  1,  531, 
.     569,  572  ;  (/.  4,  594,  600,  608  ;  add,  cl.  648  ; 
.      Preamble,  Amendt.  649, 650,  651 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment — Commis- 
sioners' Names,  [221]  393,856 
Endowed  Schools  —  Commissioners'  Schemes, 

[221]  300 
Factories  ( Health  of  Women,  &o. ),  Comm.  cL  4, 

[220]  321  ;  cl.  14.  331 
Factory   Acts   Amendment,  2R.    [218]    1801, 

1802 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  262 
(lold  Coast,  Slavery  on  the,  Hes.  [220'|  635 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Carnatic  Railway 

Companies  (No.  2),  3R.  [219]  1495 
Household  Franchise  (Counties),  211.  [219]  241 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [220]  1043 
218]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  I>cave,  1254 
219J  2U.  101,  146,  1491;  Comm.  c/.  2,  1022, 1031, 
.      1067,    1082,    1080,    1098;   cl.    10,    1117; 
.      Consid.    1692 ;    cl.    2,   1700  ;   cl.  26,    1734, 
.      1738,  1740 
220]  Consid.  90  ;   cl.  5,  98  ;    cl.   27,   116,    118, 
.      122,  127 
Metropolis — Working  People's  Dwellings,*Res. 

[218]  1972 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  784 
Parliament — Order  of  Public  Business,  [221] 
6,  030 
Public  Business,  [220]  228 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1413 
Parliamentary   Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

314 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]    1439, 
1442;    [221]  38;    Comm.  218;  cl.  8,  258, 
266 
Supply — Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of 
the  Exchequer,  [218]  775 
Public  Education,  [219]  1639,  1647 
'^-J^nce  and  Art  Department,  [219]  1654 

*nvv    Education,    2K.    [220] 


F0B8TER,  Sir  C,  Wahatt 
Endowed  Sebools  Acta   Amwidmeni,   Cooun. 

[221]  376 
Parliament — PrtTilege— OflfoniiTe  Impntatioiii, 

[219]  1153 
Public  Worship  Regulation  (Coiuolidatod  Fuid, 

Ac),  Comm.  [221]  912 

Forsyth,  Mr.  W.,  MaryUhtme 
Army — Knightibridge  Bamoks,  Remotal  of»" 

[218]  926 
Wormwood  Scrubs,  Prison  at,  [218]  997 
Co-operatiye  Supply  Associations.  [221]  866 
Criminal   Law—Venables,   William,  Sent 

on,  [220]  71 
East  India  Annuity  Funds,  Comm.  [218] 

Consid.  add.  cL  1488 
East  India  Re?enue   Accounts,   Comm.  [22^7 

1202,  1211 
Endowed  Schools  Acts    Amendmeiit,  Cossm. 

[221]  355;  <;^.  1.516 
Expiring  Laws    Continuance,    Comm.   [22/J 

1002  ;  cl.  2,  1018 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.  [218]  567 
India — ^Amir  of  Kasbgar,  [219]  339 

Bengal  Famine,  [220]  698 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [210]  116;  Coohl 
cl.  2,  Amendt.  1003  ;  add.  el.  1195;  Coniid. 
el.  26,  1716  ;  d.  13.  [220]  106  ;  d.  27.  176 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

cl.  21,  [220]  1006  ;  add.  el.  1008 
Juries,  2R.  [218]  974  ;    Comm.  cl.  50,  [219] 

297 ;  d.  53,  674  ;  el.  77,  807 
Merchant  Shipping  Surrey,  2R.  [220]  352 
Metropolis— Regent's  Canal,  [221]  1146 

Salaries  of  Metropolitan  Police  Magistrates, 

[219]  310 
Thames  Embankment,  [218]  631 
Monastic  and   Conventual    Institutions,   Rst 

[219]  1523 
Parliament  —  Launccston    New    Writ,    [2K 
512 
Public  Business,  [221]  643 
Stroud,   Borough    of — New    Writ.    [2* 
1939 
Parliament — Privilege — Explosive  Sobstai 
Committee,     Special     Report,    [219]    7 
Amendt.  753 
Post  OfiSee  Establishment,  Salaries,  [219] 
Public  Meetings  (Ireland),  2 R.  [219]  598. 
Public   Worship   Rogulation,  2R.   [220] 
Comm.  cl.  .6,  [221]  233  ;   cf.  7,  237  ; 
Amendt.  87*5,  876 ;  cl.  9,  889  ;  c/.  19 
odd.  cl.  903,  905 
Public  Worship  Regulation  (Consolidates 

<fec.)  Comm.  [221]  913 
Rotenue  OflSccrs  Disabilities,  2R.  [218 
Women's   Disabilities   Kenioval,  [220'' 
Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [22 1  ]  119 

FoRTEscxJE,  Earl 

Arniy— Royal  Warrant,   1871— Firi 

sions.  Address  for  a  Taper,  [221] 
Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth'ii  (  haf 

for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  [21 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  3, 
Metropolitan  Improvements — The 

nient  OflBces— Knightsbridge  B 

1402 
^     ■^^a.VQkl  Cadets,  Res.  [220]  1073 


FOB 
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FEE        GAM 


Poor  Law  Amendment  (RemoTal),  2R.  [221] 

756 
Pablio  Worship  Regulation,  Commons  Amendts. 

Con8id.[33i]  1251 
Rating,  Comm.  cL  6,  [33 1]  544 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  [231]  961 


FoTHEROiLL,  Mr.  R.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Intoxicating    Liqnors,    Leavo,    [218]    1252  ; 
Comm.  d.  2,  [219]  1069 


Four  Courts  tf  arshalsea,  Dublin,  Bill 

(5tr  Miehatl  Hieks-Beaeh,  Mr.  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>*  May  18  [Bill  116] 

Read2«*  May  Id 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  8 

Considered*  June  10 

Reads**  June  11 
r.  KaA  I** (The  Lord  President)  June  12 

Read  2*  •  June  18  (No.  107) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  19 

Read  3*  *  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  &  38  Vict.  6.  21] 

Itejle  College  Bill  [hl] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

M,  Presented  ;  read  1>  *  JtUy  7  (No.  159) 

Read  2** /if /y  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  13 

Ke^dS^*  July  14 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  210) 

«.  Read  1« *  July  16  [Bill  208] 

Read2»*  July  11 

Committee  July  20,  [231]  380 

MoTod,  **  That  the  Chairman  report  Profifress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  a^^ain "  {Mr.  Butt) ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill 
reported 

Considered  *  July  28 

Read  S«*  July  29 
(.  Royal  Assent  Auyutt  7     [37  A  38  Vict.  c.  79] 

France  • 

BiiU  of  Health  in  French  Ports,  Question, 
I.ora  Houghton  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
Jfay7.[3i8]1833 

Tntemational  Convention^  1864,  Question,  Mr. 
Ritchie:  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Esohequer  July  13,  [220]  1519 

Reined  sugar.  Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  21, 
[319]  620 

lie  Comtnercial  Treaty,  1872—British  Mine- 
ral Oils,  Question,  Mr.  Brogden  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourkei4/yn7 14,[2 18]  5il ;— British  Salt, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Rgerton  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Boorke  April  30,  1407  ;— French  Suyar 
Swineries,  Question,  Mr.  Ritchie;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  July  16,[22i]  126 

The  Treaty [886] 

Supplementary  ConTcntion    .    .    .    [888] 

Traseb,  Sir  W.,  Kidderminster 
Laboar  Laws,  [231]  1334 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis),  2R.  [331]  1373 


Fbeshfield,  1^.  C.  K.f  Iheer 

India — Kirwee  Prise  Money,  [318]  407 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cL  2,  [319]  1697  ; 

cl.  26, 1722  :  Consid.  [330]  87 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  5,  Amendt.  [219]  287 
Metropolis — New  Law  Courts,  [220]  1349 
Public    Worship    Regulation,    Comm.    el.    9, 

Amendt.  [221]  889 

Friendly  Societies — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Earp;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  27,  [218]  1178 

Friendly  SocietieB  Bill 

[Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Cross,  Mr.  William  flenry  Smith) 

319]  0.  Legislation,  Observations,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  June  5,  1054 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
.     auer)  June  8,   1206 ;   after    short    debate. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  !<>* 

[Bill  140] 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  ThoChan- 
.     cellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  10, 1677 
330]  Moved,  <*That  the   Bill   bo  now  read  2**" 
June  32,  248 
After  long  debate,  Movpd,  <'That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  ;  after 
further  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2" 
Moved,  '*  That  the  House  go  into  Committee  in 
order  that  the  Bill  bo  reprinted "  Jutie  29, 
073 ;   Motion  agreed  to  ;   Committee  ;  Ko- 
port  [Bill  181] 

331]  Order  for  Committee  (on  re-comm.)  read 
and  discharged  July  22,  480;  Bill  with- 
drawn 

Galway,  ViRcount,  Retford  {Fast) 
,  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1032  ; 
Consid.  cl.  26,  1729,  1740 ;  Consid.  ei.  27, 
[220]  115,  176 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  r/.  6,  [221 J 
23r> 

Supply — Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  [3 19] 
346 

Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3.  [220]  651 

Oame  Birds  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Viscount  Crichton,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sherlock,  The 

Marquess  of  Uamilton) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Mar  24  [Bill  37] 

Moved.  "That    the    Bill    be  now  read    2« " 

April  15,  [218]  615 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 

this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  C Conor) ;  after 

short  debate,  Question  put,    "  That  '  now,' 

Ac.;"  A.  141,  N.  60;  M.  81 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2<* 
Committee  ;  Report  April  28,  1337 
Considered  •  April  29 
Read  3»  •  i4pn7  30 
I.  Read  I**  ( I  isrount  Powerscuurt)  May  1 
Read  2**  May  5  (No.  49) 

Committee  •  ;  Keport  May  7 
Read3*»  May  8 
Royal  Assent  May  31  [37  Vict.  c.  Ill 
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Game  Laws  Abolition  Bill 

{Mr.  P,  A.  Taylor,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Dickinson, 
Mr.  George  Dixon,  Mr.  M*Combie) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Mar  24  [Bill  36] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  July  2 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr.  M* Lagan,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke,  Mr. 

Orr  Ewing,  Mr.  Maidand) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Mar  20'  [Bill  17] 

Moved,    "That    the   Bill  be  now  read  2® " 

^pnV  29.  [218]  1357 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  ( Colonel  Alexander) ; 

after  debate,   Question  put,  "  That  '  now,' 

Ac.;"  A.  127,  N.  192;  M.  65 
Words  added  ;   main   Question,   as  amended, 

put,  and  agreed    to  ;    2R.   put  off  for  six 

months 

Gaedneb,  Mr.  J.  T.  Agg-,  Cheltenham 
Indian  Ordnance  Corps,  The  late — Compensa- 
tion, [220]  1522 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cl.  20,  Amendt. 

[219]  1713 
Navy — Boys,  Admission  of,  into  the,  [219]  1676 
Railways — Lamps  in  Railway  Carriages,  [218] 
H94 

Gabnier,  Mr.  J.  Cabpentee-,  Devouy  S. 

Agricultural  Tenants,   Security  for  Improve- 
ments by.  Res.  [220]  204 
Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [219]  663 

Gas   and    Water    Orders    Confirmation 

Bill  [h.l.]  ( Tfie  Lord  Dunmore) 

I.  Presented;    read    1»*;    and    referred    to   the 
Examiners  May  4  (No.  52) 

Read  2^*  May  15 

Committee*  J^mjj^  11 

Report*  June  12 

Read  3**  June  15 
c.  Read  1°*  /wne  18  [Bill  158] 

Head  2«  •  June  22 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  1 

Kead3o*/M/y2 
/.  Royal  Assent  Jufy  10   [37  &38  Vict,  c.lxxxvii] 

Ga^  Companies — The  Price  of  Oae 
Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;   Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Mar  26,  [218]  338 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Tfie  Lord  Dunmore) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  I**  April  16  (No.  25) 

Read  2»  •  April  20 

Committee  •  ;  Report  ApHl  28 

Read  3*  •  April  30 
c.  Read  1°  •  {Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  May  5 

Read  2°  •  May  1  [Bill  94] 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  18 

Read3«*  May  \Si 
I.  Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  &  38  Vict  c.  xvii] 

General  School  of  Law  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Selborne) 
I  Presented ;  read  l»*  July  13         ^^o.Vi^'j 


GrLPm,  Colonel  E.  T.,  BedfordMre 
Army  Estimates— Land  Foroet,  [318]  476 

Gilpin,  Mr.  C,  Northampton  Bo. 

Canada,  Dominion  of,  [218]  1496 


East  African  Slave  Trade. 


1675 


Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Qreei 
mch 
Asbantee  War — Vote  of  Thanks  to  the-  Fora 

[218]  421 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  3R.  [220]  111 

1124,  1131.  1183,  1185 
Elementary  Education  (Emoluments  of  Tew 

ers),  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  401 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [s^ 

1699  ;  Comm.  [221]  378,880,  464,  469  ;  e^ 

536,  560 
Fiji  Islands — Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1282 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Spoi^ 
[218]  73,  127 
Public  Business,  [221]  628 
Speaker,  Election  of,  [218]  13 
Parliament— Dissolution  and  General  Ele«|> 

—Vote  of  Censure,  Res.[2i8]  1113, 1119,//j 
Prince    Leopold  —  Queen's   Message,   Coqi 

[221]  658 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  ISTii 
221]  118;   Comm.  223,  225;    cl.  1,  229 ;  e/.  3, 

230  ;  d.  6,  231  :  cl.  7,  Amendt.  242 ;  d.  8, 

254,  268,  260,  262,  267,  268  ;  Consid.  el.  7 

1060  :  el.  8,  1064  ;  el.  9.  Amendt.  1066,1080 

3R.  1153, 1172  ;  Consid.  of  Lords  Retsons 

1349,  1360 
Public     Worship     Regulation     (Consolidatei 

Fund,  Ac),  Report,  [221]  1043 
Ways  and  Means,  Res.  [218]  991 


Glebe  Lands  Sale  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  lAird  Bishop  of  Carlisle) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  I**  June  25  (No.  136) 

Moved,    "  That  the  Bill    be    now  read  2* 

July  6,  [220]  1073 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now/')  and  add  ("th 

day  three  months  ")  ( Viscount   Portman] 

after  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  original  M* 

tion  and  Bill  withdrawn 

Gloucester  and  Bristol,  Bishop  of 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [22 

800 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  9,  [21 

1148  ;  Report,  add.  cl.  [220]  160 
Wild  Birds  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  288 

GoDDARD,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Cricklads 
Army  Examinations,  [220]  1223 
Army  —  Purchase   Officers*   CommitsioD — R 
port,  [218]  715 

Goldney,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenham 

Chancery  Funds  Act — New  Rules,  [220]  696 
Children  Employed  in  Agriculture,  [219]  74 
Churchwardens,  2R.  [218]  707 
Elementary  Schools,  Extra  Subjects  in,  Ra 

[218]  1538 
Endowed    Schools  Acts    Amendment,  CofflB 

[221]  339  ;  cl.  1,606;  c/.  4,  601 
Friendly  Societies,  Leave,  [219]  1218 
^    \w^^— \3^^<^^«tiautQd  Service,  [220]  1475 
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Gou>mn,  Mr.  Q^-ecnL 

Intozioating  Liqnori,  LeaTe,  [318]  1247 ;  Comm. 

d.  12,  [219]  1 174 ;  Consid.  cl.  2, 1696  :  cL  26. 

Amendt.  1715.  1716 
Jaries,  2R.  [218]  974  ;  Comm.  cl,  4,  Amendt. 

[219]  285  ;  cl.  50,  296 ;  cl  62,  Amendt.  680  ; 

cL  71,  Amendt.  ih, ;  cl.  73,803 ;  add.  cl,  1664 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1248 
Metropolis— New  Public  Offices,  [220]  1080 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  Amendt. 

[218]  203 
Post   Office — East  India,    China,    and  Japan 

Mail  Contract,  Res.  [221]  1323 
Prol>ate  and  Administration  Uniformity,  [218] 

1100 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [221]  227 ; 

cl,  6,  230,  234  ;  cl,  7,  241  ;  cl,  8,  264 
Sapply^County   Courts,  New   Buildings  for, 
dM).,  [221]  810 
Post  Office  Seryices,  [221]  828 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  [219]  1662 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  &c.  [221] 
806 
Valuation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment,  2R.[22o] 

283 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cL  4,  [220]  667  ; 

d.  6,  670  ;  add,  cl,  671 
Weights  and  Measures  Act — Inspection  by  the 

PoUee,[2i8]S38 


OoLOSMiDy  Sir  F.  H.,  Reading 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  <bc.),   Comm. 

add,  cl,  [320]  336 
Fiji  Islands — Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1279 
Innkeepers'  Liability,  2R.  Amendt.  [219]  265 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]   111;  Comm. 

1001  ;  e/.  12,  1170,1172 
Ireland  —  Married    Women's    Property    Act, 

[218]  716 
Irish  Railways,  Acauisition  and   Control  of, 

Res.  Amendt.  [218]  1290,  1304,  1332 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  Amendt.  [220] 

1233,  1264 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend-' 

ment,  2EL[2i8]611 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [218]  282,  285 
University  Female  Education,  [219]  1590 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [218]  1584 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1628 

QoLDSMiD,  Mr.  J.,  Rochester 

Board  of  Trade — Railway  Department — Cap- 

Uin  Tyler,  [218]  1842  ;  [219]  329 
Diplomatic  Service — Cairo  Consulship— Egypt, 

[218] 1584 
Endowed  Schools   Acts   Amendment,  Comm. 

d.  1.  [221]  573  ;  el.  4,  599,  603,  645 
Endowed    Schools — Tunbridgo    School,   [219] 

1587 
India— Bengal  Famine,  Res.  [218]  942 
219]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  Motion 
.     for  reporting  Progress,  1027,  1089,  1090  ; 
.     H,  3,    1105;    add.  cl.   1195,   1202,    1205; 
.     Consid.   cl,  26,  Motion    for    Adjournment, 
.     1739, 1740,  1741 
210]  el,  27,  178 
Juries,  Comm.  cL  5,  [219]  286 
Magistracy,  The— Rochester  City  Bench,  [221] 
975,1149 

YOL.  CJCXXI.  [thibd  sebies.]  [«m«- 


GoLDSiOD,  Mr.  J. — coni. 

Metropolis— Hamilton  Place,  [220]  1081 
Hyde  Park  Corner,  [218]  347 
Parliament    Street — New    Public    Offices, 
[218]  344 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  2R.  [218]  401 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis).  2R.  [221]  1373 
Parliament— Standing  Order  175,  [221]  965 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [218]  272 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  12, 

27,  36,  37,  39 
Railway  Accidents — Royal   Commission,  Res. 

[218J  1883 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  31,  [220] 

1497 
Supply— Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  [219]  348 
Comptroller  and    Auditor  General  of  the 

Exchequer,  [218]  774 
Copyhold,  luclosure,  and  Tithe   Commis- 
sion, [218]  771 
University  Female  Education,  [219]  1560 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cL  3,  [220] 61 

el,  4,  666,  607 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [220]  425 

GoEDON,  Eight  Hon.  E.  8. — See  Advo- 
cate, Tho  Lord 

(JoRDON,  Mr.  W.,   Chelsea 
Army— Paymasters    of   the    Regular    Forces, 

[220]  419 
Balloon,  Fatal  Fall  from  a,  [221]  123 
Civil    Service    Commission — Superannuation 

Act,  [220]  1222 
Metropolis— Ilydo  Park  Corner,  [221]  1147 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220J  1394 
Supply — Post  Office  Services,  [219]  1655 

GFoEE,  Mr.  W.  E.  Ohmsby-,  Leitrim 

Game  Birds  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  1,  [218]  1338 
Ireland— Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  [219] 

72 
Irish   Railways,   Acquisition  and   Control  of. 

Res.  [218]  1288 
Supply — Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of 

the  Exchequer,  [218]  773 


GoscHEN,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.,  London 
Ashanteo  War — Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces, 

[218]  430 
Endowed  Schools  Acts    Amendment,  Comm. 

[220  379,454 
Fiji  Islands,  [221]  246,  395 
Gold  Coast,  Slavery  on  the,  Res.  [220]  619, 

620,022,625,631 
Hertford  College,  Oxford,  Comm.  [220]  1053 ; 

cl.  5,  Amendt.  i5. 
Intoxicating    Liquors,    2R.    [219]    148,  857: 

Comm.  1000,  1001  ;  cl.  2,  1018,  1029,  1030  ; 

Consid.  cl.  27,  [220]  128  ;  3R.  236 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1356 
Navy — Admiralty  Administration,  [219]  427 
liaulbowline.  Works  at,  [220]  445 
Il.M.  Dockyards,  L2 1 8]  832,  835 
Naval  Reserve,  [218]  733,  734,  736,  737 
Navy — Unarmoured  and  Iron-Clad  Ships,  Res. 

[218]  1867, 1869, 1870, 1878,  1875 
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GosoHiH,  Right  Hon.  G.  J. — eont. 

NaTjr  Estimates — Dockyards,  dto.  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  [319]  430 
Men  and  Boys,  &o.  [318]  477 
Steam  Machinery,  ibc.  [219]  448 
Wages,  ^.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [318] 
250, 866,  885,  802,  896,  1450, 1459, 1460, 
1469,  1480,  1483 
Parliament — Business    of  the    House,    [318] 

1098;  Res.  [219]  1409 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  [331]  67  ;  Comm. 
eL  7,  248,  249  ;  el.  8,  252,  254 ;  Amendt. 
255, 257,  266 
Shannon  Navigation,  Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [330] 

674 
Supply — Ashantee  Expedition,  [218]  205 
Harbours,  Ac,  Constructing  of,  [331]  811 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  (England 

and  Wales),  [221]  816 
Post  OflBce  Telegraph  Service,  [231]  829 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  Ac.  [321] 

803,  804,  807 
Salaries  of  Colonial  Governors,  [330]  475 
Sub-Wealden  Exploration,  [221]  823,  824 
Zanzibar  Expedition,  [218]  208 
Ways  and  Means,  Res.  [218]  1020 

GouRLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Army  Estimates — Military  Education,  Amendt. 

[218]  535 
Army   Regulation  Act— Military  DepOt   Cen- 
tres. [231]  1259 
Benefit  Building  Societies,  [218]  336 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  [318] 

1689 
Canada,    Dominion    of  —  Mercantile    Marine 

Ensigns,  [219]  1055 
Customs  Service,  Re-organization  of,  [220]  508 
Kgjpt — Suez  Canal — International  Treaty, 

[218]  334,  335 
India— Bengal  Famine,  [218]  229 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

cl.  11,  [220]  343 
Merchant  Shipping  Act — Masters  of  Pleasure 

Yachts,  [219]  863,  854 
Merchant  Ships  (Measurement  of  Tonnage), 

2R.  [219]  1221 
Metropolis — Working  People's  Dwellings,  Res. 

[218]  1977 
Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [218]  757       * 

Unseaworthy  Vessels,  [218]  495 
Navy — Unarmoured  and  Iron-clad  Ships,  Res. 

[218] 1876 
Navy   Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  [218]  1902 

GowER,  Hon.  E.  F.  Leveson-,  Bodmin 

Irish    Railways,   Acquisition  and   Control    of. 

Res.  [218]  1313 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.c^.  8,  [221] 

874 

Grantham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey,  E, 

Eleroentarv  Education  Act  (187U)  Amendment, 

2R.  [219]  1341 
Elementary    Education    (Compulsory    Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  833 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d,  2,  [219]  1012; 

Consid.  c/.  26,  1716 
Juries,  Comm.  cl  7,  [219]  291  ;  cl.  77,  800 
Permissive  Trohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  42 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  c/.  9,  [221] 
Q^Q,  S89  ;  Consid.  cl.  9, 10^3 


\ 


GnAmriLLE,  Earl 

Afghaniston,  [318]  1916 

Army  and  Militia— A  ddreM  for  Retoni,  [31 

747 
Army — RecruitiBg,  Address  for  CorretpondeM 

[330]  503 
Ashantee  War— Vote  of  Thmnks,  [318]  386 
Cburoh  Patronage  (Scotland),   Comm.  tL 

[219]  1252, 1257 
Cruelty    to    Animals    Law  AmtndmMit,  S 

[330]  862 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [as 

1137 
Fiji  Islands  —  Cession  to  the   Britiih  Cm 

[221]  196 
India  Councils— Explanation,  [330]  296 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cL  3,  [320]  111 

1209 
Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Comt 

Railway,  Motion  for  Re-oomm.  [319]  307 
Irish  Peerage — Address  to  Her  Majesty,  [iii 

1487,  1488 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [318]  982 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [231I  lOS 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  SpsMk 

[318]  36,  48 
Prince  Leopold — Queen's  Message,  [331]  541 
Public  Instruction,   Minister  of.    Res.  [219 

602 
Public  Worship  Regulation,   Re-oomm.  (2.  ( 

[219]  1128  ;  cl,  20,  1267  ;  8R.  [320]  409 
Railway  Companies,  Res.  [218]  1905 
Representative  Peers  of  Scotland,  Motioa  ft 

a  Committee,  [219]  1492 
Spain — Civil  War — Alleged  Aid  by  the  Frsoel 

[221]  617 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.[22o]  984 

Gray,  Sir  J.,  Kilkenny  Bo, 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  745 
India — Nawab  Nazim  of  Bengal,  Motion  for 

Committee,  [220]  581,  583 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comi 

cl.  4,  [220]  210  ;  cl,  10.  215  ;  cl.  11,  343 

Ireland — Kilmainham    Hospital,    [221]    14C 

1421 

Police  Force  in  Tipperary,  [221]  1422 

Irish     Church     Temporalities    Commission 

Audit  of  Accounts,  Res.  [221]  709,  771 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judg 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [220]  437 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  fsi 

1414;  [221]  714 

Great  Seal  Offices  Bill 

{Mr.   WiUiam  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Attorney 

General) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Juiy  22  [Bill  223] 

Read  2«  •  July  27 

Committee*;  Report  July  29 

Considered  •  July  30 

Read  30  •  /u/y  31 
I.  Read  !»•  (  The  Lord  Chancellor)  Awput  3 

Read  2**  Atiguit  4  (No.  217) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Auytist  5 

Read  3»*  August  6 

Royal  Kwent  August  7     [37  &  38  Vxei.  c.  i\ 

Great  Seal  Offices  [^Salaries,  Sfc.'\ 
Resolution  in  Committee  July  27 
^solution  reported  July  28 
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tndhem  of  India  and  Camatie 
^way  Companies  (JVo.  2)  JBiU 
fed,  <*That  this  House  will,  To-morrow, 
s  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
i'pediency  of  aathorisin|f  the  Secretary 
lie  in  Council  of  India  and  the  Com- 
to  be  amalgamated  under  the  Bill,  to 
into  effeot  an  Agreement  which  has 
some  to  between  the  said  Secretary  of 
and  the  said  Companies,  and  which  is 
lied  to  the  Biir'  {The  Chancellor  of 
'weheqver)  May  19,  530  ;  after  short 
»,  Motion  agreed  to 

-  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*^"  (Jjird 
e  Hamilton)  June  2,  848 
.  to  leare  out  "  now/'  and  add  "  upon 
lay  three  months "  {Mr.  Fawcett) ; 
ihort  debate.  Question,  "  That  *  now,' 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  main  Question 
nd  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2° 
'  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Great  Southern 
lia  and  Camatie  Railway  Companies 
t)  Bill,  Standing  Order  242  be  sus- 
I,  and  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the 
Ume  "  (Sir  Charles  FarsUr)  June  12, 

"  That  the  debate  bo  now  adjourned  " 
''aweett) ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
i.  49,  N.  102  ;  M.  53 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to;   Bill 


Ci,  Mr.  G.,    Warrington 

ing  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [219]  1G93 

Mr.  E.,  Buri/  St.  Edmunds 
Trade —  Railway  Inspectors — Captain 
[219]  333 

Schools  Acts   Amendment,  Comm. 
231]  536,  568 

iws(ScotUnd},  2R.  [218]  1390 
ing  Liquors.  2U.  [219]  136  ;   Comm. 
'il  2.  1066,  1071, 1083 ;  Consid.  el.  26, 
d.  4,  [220]  95,  97 

and    Conventual    Institutions,    Res. 
1524 
nt~Count-out,  The  late,  [219]  1301, 

orship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1439 
Salaries  of   the   Officers,  &c.  of  the 
lold  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
!46' 

Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussexy  E. 

3t,  [218]  375 

'  Office  of  the   Paymaster  General, 

149 

SerTice — Mr.  Vines,  British  Consul 
f,  Peru,  [219]  850 

Schools   Acts   Amendment,   Comm. 
121]  514;  <;/.4,  594 
Dating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  1080  ; 
1113;   el.  12,  Amendt.  1168,  1171; 

1184;  add  cL  1194,1196;   Consid. 
Amendt.  1703,  1717,  1738 
/.   13,   108;    cl,  26,    Amendt.    Ill; 
178 
El.  [318J  969  ;  Comm.  cl.  5,(219]  290  ; 

Amendt.  293 ;  cl.  42,  Amendt.  t5. ; 
805 

•  [cont. 


Grioost,  Mr.  G.  B.— etml. 

Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [319] 
542 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [218]  614 

Merchant  Shipping  Surrey,  2R.  [220]  381 

Metropolis — I^ew  Courts  of  Justice.  [218]  345 

Parliament — Statute  of  Anne — Office  ot  Attor- 
ney or  Solicitor  General,  Res.  [219]  180 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act — "  Flag  of 
Ireland  "  Newspaper,  [218]  1562 

Probate  and  Administration  Uniformity,  Res. 
[2I8T1099 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [221]  226  ; 
cl.  7,  Amendt.  236 ;  el.  9,  887  ;  add.  cl.  900, 
903 

Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  33, 
[220]  1497 

Supply — House  of  Lords,  Offices  of  the,  [218] 
762 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  141 ;  cl.  2,  159  ; 
el.  4,  162 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sus- 
pension, 2R.  [221]  1040 


Grey,  Earl 

Army —  Recruiting,  Address  for  Correspond- 
ence, [320]  493,  495,  503 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  Comm.  cl.  3, 
[219]  1233 

Gold  Coast,  A&irs  of  the,  [219]  169;— Fu- 
ture Policy  of  the  Goremment,  [218]  394, 
398 

Irish  Peerage — Address  to  Iler  Majesty,  [319] 
1486 

Public  Instruction,  Minister  of.  Res.  [319] 
695 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [219]  56  ; 
Comm.  925  ;  el.  8, 1137  ;  cl.  9,  1146  ;  el.  22, 
Amendt.  1573  ;  3R.  [220]  409 

Railway  Companies,  Res.  [218]  1905 


Grieve,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Greenock 

Customs — Out-door  Officers'  Memoruil,  [218] 

1837;  [221]  967 
New  Palace  at  W^estminster — Subway  to  the 

Ilouse  of  Commons,  [218]  817 
Scotland — Harbour  Police,  [221]  969 
Pauper  Lunatics,  [221]  969 

Guano  Deposits — See  title  Peru 

Guatemala —  Outrage  on  a  British    Vice 
Consul 
Question,  Mr.    W.    Lowthor ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Bourke  May  15,  [219]  311 

Guinness,  Sir  A.  E.,  Dublin 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

cl.  11.  [220]  343 
Lough  Corrib  Navigation,  2R.  [221]  610 
Post  Office — 1'elegraphic  Communication  with 

Ireland,  [321]  390 
Science  and  Art  Department  (Ireland),  [319] 

1406 
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OuB^Yy  Bight  Hon.  B.,  Southampton 
Endowed    Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Gomm. 

cl  4,  [221]  608 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Comm.e2. 2,[22i] 

1017 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  124 ;  Comm. 

cl,  2.  1077,  1089  ;  eL  9, 1114  ;  Consid.  cL  7, 

[220]  98 
Juries,  2R.  [218]  976 ;  Comm.  cl,  5,  [219]  286; 

d.  63,  676  ;  el,  77,  807 
Livingstone,  Dr.,  [218]  486 
Metropolis — Bow  Street  Police  Court,  [221] 

IIM 
Mutiny,  Comm.  [218]  700 
220]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  1865, 1410, 
.      1438 
221]  84  ;  Comm.  213,  216,  227 ;  cl,  1,  229  ;  el,  2, 

Amendt.  t6. ;    el,  6,  230,  232;   el,  7,  236, 

240,  241,  244,  248;   cl,  8,  264,  266,  267; 

Amendt.  268,  261,  262,876  ;  el.  9,  876,  880 ; 

Amendt.  883,  886,  888,889,  890  :  d,  12,  t6. : 

cl,  13,  ih. ;   el,  17,  Amendt.  891  ;   el,  18,  ib. ; 

cl,  19,  Amendt.  892,  899 ;  add,  el.  ib,.  902, 

906  ;   cl.  It  ib, ;   Schedule  A.  906  ;    Consid. 

Amendt.  1046  ;   cl,  3,  Amendt.  1047;   cl,  7, 

Amendt.  1063;   d,  8,  Amendt.  1062,  1063; 

(/.  9,  1093  ;  d.  13,  1096  ;  3R.  1176 ;  Consid. 

of  Lords  Reasons,  1337 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [220] 

672 


Halifax,  Viscount 

East  India  Annuity  Funds,  Comm.  [219]  467 
India  Councils,  3R.  [219]  1676 


Hall,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Oxford 

Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [219]  710 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [219]  1019  ; 

Consid.  cl.  7,  [220]  99  ;  cl.  8.  Amendt.  102 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  Amendt.  [220] 

1364 


Halsey,  Mr.  T.  F.,  Hertfordshire 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [218]  477 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  661 


Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J.,  Lynn  Regis 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1027  ; 

Amendt.  1068, 1070 
Metropolis — Green  Park,  [218]  407 
Public  Health  Act—Infected  Clothes,  Destruc- 
tion of,  [219]  267 


Hamilton,  Lord  G.  F.  (Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  India),  Middlesex 
Army — Indian    Officers,   Retirement  of,  [220] 
1621,1622;  [221]  2 
Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps  [Com- 
pensation],  [221]  207 
East  India  Company,  Pensions  to  the  Officers  of 

the  late,  [220]  1473 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.    [221] 

1177,  1216 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Carnatic  Railway 
Companies   (No.   2),  2R.   [219]   849  ;    3R. 
J49C 

\cwt. 


HiMiLTOH,  Lord  G.  F. — c<mll, 

India — Misoellaneoni  Qaettions 

Amir  of  Kashgar,  The,  [219]  67,  S4« 
Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages,  Rsgv 

tionof,[2i8]988 
Bombay,  Riots  at,  [219]  174,  964;  [ 

792  :~The  Papers,  [221]  1361 
Ecclesiastical  Appotntments,  [221]  569 
Finance  of— Borrowing  Powers,  [218] 
Financial  Statement,  [219]  621 
Government  of— Legislation,  [220]  18^ 
Guaranteed  Railways,  [221]  1260 
H.M.  Roman  Catholic  Servants,  [219] 

Indian  (Hindus  and  Mahomedan)  A|] 

ments,  [219]  1686 
Kirwee  Priie  Money,  [218]  407 :  [isol 

[221]  768 
Madras    Irrigation    and    Canal   Cob 

[218]  1926;  [219]  1163 
Meteorological  Observations,  [ill]  19 
Natural  History  Collections,  [218]  161 
Navy— The  Indian  Station,  [218]  639 
Relief  Works— Wages  Rate,  [210]  161 
Siam,  Treaty  with,  [220]  698 
Telegraphic  Correspondence,  [2 18]  92$ 
Uncovenanted  Service,  [220]  1476 
India— Bengal  Famine,  [218]  109,  3i9, 

711  ;  Res.  Amendt.  939 ;  [220]  698 
India— East  India  Annuity  Funds,  Comm. 
[218]    209,    898;    Amendt.    899;   C( 
add,  cl,  1487 
India — East  India  Finance — Appointmen 

Select  Committee,  [218]  337,  1490 
India — East  India  Loan,   Comm.   Res. 

174  :  Report,  209,  249  ;    2R.  263  ;  3R 
India — Meteorological  Department,  Motic 

Papers,  [218]  1990 
India — Nawab  Nazim  of  Bengal,  Motion 

Committee,  [220]  667.  670.  683 
India  Councils.  2R.  [221]  918  ;  Comm. 

1221  ;  cl  2,  ib. 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  14 


Hamilton,  Mr.  Ion  T.,  Dublin  Co, 
Ashantee  War — Extra  Pay  and  Allow; 
[220]  423 


Hamond,    Mr.   C.   F.,  Newcastle -% 

Tyne 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  — Unseawortby 
— "Parga"   and   "Western   Ocean," 
1083 


Hampton  Court  Park 

Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  I^rd  1 
Lennox  April  24,  [218]  1097 


Hampton,  Lord 

Cathedrals  and  Churches,  Address  for  Re 

[220]  216 
Education  Department,  [220]  001 
Naval  Cadets,  Kes.  [220]  1072 
Public  Instruction,  Minister  of.  Res.  [2i< 
Rating,  Comm.  ch  6,  [221]  644 
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Supply — British  Museum,  [320]  440 

Report — Greenwich  liospital  and  School, 
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310;  cl  4,318,  320 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  621 
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[218]  1130 
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1412  ;  [221]  717,  720 

Parliannentary    Relations  (Great    Brit 

Ireland) — Ilomo  Rule,   Motion  for  \ 

mittee,  [220]  902 

Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal    Lunati 

lum,  Amende.  [219]  352,  356,  367 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequesti 

Ireland,  [219]  349 
Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland,  [219]  3 
Government   Prisons,   dbc.    IreUnd 

362,  363 

House  of  Lords,  Offices  of  the,  [218] 

Salaries  of  the  Officers,  dbc.  of  the  He 

of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireliui 

345 

Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Aot 

Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  151  ;  el.  ! 

Herbert,    Eight  Hon.   Major-G 
Sir  Percy  E.,  Shropshire^  8. 
Army—Medical  Officers,  [218]  927,  Wt 
Ireland  —  Railways — Local    Quarantei 

[219]  322 
Parliament — Breach  of  Privilege— •*  I 
Post,"  The,  [219]  394.  396 
Speaker,  Election  of  a,  [218]  11 

Hermox,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 
Coal  Mines — Astley  Deep  Pit  (Dukinfif 

plosion  at.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [2 
Endowed  Schools    Acts   Amendment, 

cl.  4,  [221]  697 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  <kc.),  2 

1446  ;  Comm.  c/.  4,  [220]  321 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]    106; 

cl.  2,  1008 
Irish   Railways,   Acquisition  and    Coi 

Res.  [2i8]  1309 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  21 

304 
Post  Office  —  West  India  Mail  Contra 

[221]  1306 
Public     Worship      Regulation     (Cons 

Fund,  Ac),  Comm.  [221]  913 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cL  3,  [2: 

Herring  Fishery  Barrels  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  C 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  •  May  14  [Bil 

Read  2o»  J/rtT/2l 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  8 

Read  ^°^  June  11 
I.  Read  !■•  {LfOrd  Dunmore)  June  12    (1 

Read  2*  •  June  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  25 

Read  3»  •  June  26 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  &  38  Viet. 

Herring  Fishery  (Close  Time)  (Sc 

Bill    ( ^^*^  Marquess  of  Lome,  Mr. 
Mr.  Dalrymple) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  June  24  [Bil 

Read2«*  June  29 
Committee  [Dropped] 
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Hertford  C!ollege,  Oxford,  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 

L  PreBented  ;  read  1»  *  April  28  (No.  46) 

Read  2*  •  May  4 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  5 

Read  3*  •  May  8 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  162) 

c.  Read  1«*  (Mr,  Mowbray)  May  11    [Bill  103] 

Questions,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  Mr. 
Knatchbull-Uugessen  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mow- 
bray Jfay  19.  [219]  480 

Read  2»*  June  30 

Committee*^ — b.p.  July  I 

Committee /u/y  3,  [220]  1053 

Mored,  "  That  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  "  {Mr.  Dillwyn) ; 
Question  put ;  A.  39,  N.  84 ;  M.  56 

Bill  reported 

Considered  *  July  6 

Read3«*/Wy7 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  7   [37  A  38  Vict.  c.  55] 


Hertford,  Marquess  of 

Army  and  Militia,  Address  for  Returns,  [219] 
746 


BLsRVBT,  Lord  F.,  Bury  SL  JSdmunds 
Education  Department — Education  Code,  [2 19] 

1624 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [219]  1089  ; 

Consid.  [220]  91 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [221]  228 

Heyoate,  Mr.  W.  U.,  Leicestershire ^  8. 
Agricultural  Statistics,  [218]  1411 
Army — Roya^  Military  Academy,  [219]  1684 
Board  of   Trade   Arbitrations,  Inquiries,  Ao. 

Comm.  add,  cl,  [219]  464 
Coinage  of  Half-Crowns  and  Florins,  [218]  268 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

[221]  346,  347  ;  Preamble,  649 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [219]  1073  : 

Consid.  cl.  27,  [220]  176 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [218]  270,  284 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1400 
Stamp  Acts — Railway  Stocks  and  Debentures, 

[219]  619 
Supply— Public  Education,  [219]  1646 

Report— Greenwich    Hospital  and  School, 
[220]  1488 
Ways  and  Means- Report,  [218]  1199 


Hick,  Mr.  J.,  Bolton 
Sewage  Manure,  [219]  394 


Highways  Act,  The — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Wentworth  Beaumont ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Solater-Booth/imtf  11,  [219]  1402 


Eighwaysy  England  and   Wales  —  Legis- 
lation 
Qaestion,  Lord  George  Catendish ;    Answer, 
Mr.  SeUt«>Booth  May  7,  [a  18]  1887 


Hill,  Mr.  A.  Staveley,  Staffordshire^  W. 

Board  of  Trade  Arbitrations,  Inquiries,  dtc. 
Comm.  add.  cl.  [219]  453 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  Comm. 
cl.  15,  [220]  334 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1031  ; 
cl,  4,  1106 ;  cl,  6,  1108  ;  cl.  7,  UOO  ;  el.  8, 
1111  ;  Consid.  cl.  26.  1707  ;  Amendt.  1709, 
1718;  cl.  7,  Amendt  [220]  100;  cl,  23, 
111;  ci.  27.  179;  3R.  240 

Juries.  Comm.  cl.  6,  Amendt.  [219]  287 ;  cl.  7, 
291  ;  cl.  63,  676 

Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1264 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [218]  612 

Parliament — New  Writ— Borough  of  Stroud, 
[218]  1936 

Hill,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Worcester 
Adulteration  of  Food — Report  of  Committee, 
[220]  1519 

H.R.H,  Prince  Leopold — See  title  ) 
Prince  Leopold,  JT.E.IT.  ) 

Hogg,  Lt.-Colonel  Sir  J.  M.,  TVuro 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [2x9]  1084 
Metropolis — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Green  Park,  [218]  407 
Hyde  Park  Corner,  [218]  349  ;  [221]  1147 
New  Street   between   Gracechurch   Street 

and  Fenchurch  Street,  [220]  1360 
Sewers  at  the  West  End,  [218]  1839 
Thames   Embankment  —  Access  from  the 

Strand,  [218]  632 
Wormwood  Scrubs.  [218]  629 
Metropolis — Working  People's  Dwellings,  Res. 

[218]  1971 
Metropolitan  Boird  of  Works,  2R.  [218]  402 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218J  1344,  1350,  1367 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis),  2R.  [221]  1373 

HoLKER,   Mr.  J.   (SoLiciTOE  General) 

Preston 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.  [218]  660 
Infanticide,  2R.  [218]  639 

Holland,  Mr.  S.,  Merionethshire 
Board  of  Trade— Lighthouse  for  Cardigan  Bay, 

[221]  761 
Ordnance    Surrey,    Merioneth,    [218]    1587; 

[221]  299 
Post  OflBce— Dolgelly  Postal    District,   [221] 

204 
Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  539 

Holms,  Mr.  J.,  Hackney 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [218]  463 
Cape  Coast — Dahomey,  Kingdom  of,  [220]  423 
Gold  Coast — Supplementary  Estimates,  [219] 

618 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [219]  1009 
Metropolis — South  Kensington    and    Bethnal 

Green  Museums,  [219]  1162 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

297 
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Holms,  Mr.  J. — cont. 

Public  Health  Act — Tottenham  Local  Board — 

The  River  Lea,  [221]  854 
Supply — Salaries  of  Colonial  Governors,  [220] 

462 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1214 

Holms,  Mr.  W.,  Paisley 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  <Ipo.)t  Comm. 
Amendt.  [220]  302 

Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [218]  1781 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  264 

Post  Office— Peninsular  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
pany, [221]  624 

Holt,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Lancashire^  N^E* 

Convocation,  [221]  1258 

Ecclesiastical  Offences,  Leave,  [218]  1664 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  276 

India — Ecclesiastical  Appointments,  [221]  551 

Monastic  and  Conventual    Institutions,    Res. 

[219]  1523 
Parliament — Count-out,  The  late,  [219]  1303, 

1304 
Public   Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1395 ; 

Comm.    d.    9,    Amendt.    [221]  880,  882; 

Amendt  884,  887  ;  Consid.  el.  6,  Amendt. 

1053  :  cZ.9, 1082  ;  Consid.  of  Lords  Reasons, 

1370 

Holyhead  Old  Harbour  Road  Bill 

{Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinck) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  27  [Bill  61] 

Read  2",*  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
April  16 

And,  on  April  30,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Sir  Harcourt  Johnstone  (Chair- 
man), Lord  Henry  Scott,  and  Mr.  Sturt — 
added  by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  Mr. 
G Wynne  Holford  ;  May  8,  Mr.  Leveson 
Gower  disch,  Lord  G.  Cavendish  added; 
May  15,  Lord  G.  Cavendish  disch,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  added 

Re-comm.  •;  Report  May  19 

Re-comm.*  ;  Report  May  21 

Read  3°  *  June  1 
I.  Read  l"*  {Lord  Dunmore)  June  2    (No.  83) 

Read  2»  *  June  1 1 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  23 

Read  3*  •  June  25 

Royal  Assent  June  30      [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  30] 

Homicide  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Russell  Qurney,  Mr.  Lopes) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Mar  24  [Bill  44] 

Read  2°  •  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
May  14 

And,  on  May  22,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  Lowe  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bristowe, 
Mr.  Charley,  Mr.  George  Clive,  Mr.  Evans, 
Mr.  Floyer,  Mr.  Russell  Gurney,  Mr.  Walter 
James,  Sir  George  Jenkinson,  Sir  John  Kars- 
lake,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Mr.  George 
Lelevre,  Mr.  Massey,  Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen, 
Mr.  Leigh  Pemherton,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Holker),  and  Mr.  Watkin 
Williams 

Beport  o(  Select  Comm.  July  21  (P.  P.  No.  316) 

Bill  reported  *  July  21 


Honduras — The  JifinisUr  Plm^otmtiary, 
M.  Gutierrez 
Question,  Mr.  Kiniuurd  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bowke 
i%  21,  [219]  615 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.   Beresford,  Cambridge 
tfniversity 
Ancient  Monmnents,  3R.  [218]  581 
Army — Military  Centrefl---Oxrord,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [219]  702,  722 
Churchwardens,  2R.  Amendt.  [218]  706,  707 
Ecclesiastical  Offences,  Leave,  [218]  \M^ 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  [220] 
1669;  Comm.  cl,  4,  [221]  598;  Preamble, 
649,  650 
Metropolis — Burlington  House,  ColoniMde  of, 

[221]  1333,  1334 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1348 
Museums,  Opening  of,  on  a  Snnday,  Ree.  [219] 

525 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [2x8]  109 
New    Writ  — Borough    of    Stroad,   [218] 

1942 
Order  of  Public  Business,  [221]  5 
Public  Business,  [221]  632 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 
Business),  Res.  [218]  281 
220]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  1442,  1443 
221]  20  ;   Comm.  216,  221  ;    el.   6,   230,  234  ; 
.     cl.  7,  Amendt.  236,  241,  247  ;  tl.  8,  Amendt. 
.     252,  253,  254  ;  Amendt.  255  ;  Amendt.  256, 
.     267,  259 ;    Amendt.   261,  266,  876 ;   el.  9, 
.      Amendt.  880  ;  Amendt.  883,  884  ;  Amendt. 
.      888  ;  Amendt.  889  ;  cl.  12,  Amendt.  89o  ; 
.     cl.  13,  ih.\   cl.    15,    Amendt.    891;    d.  19, 
.     892,  897  ;  add.  cl.  900,  902  ;  3R.  1158 
Supply — British  Museum,  [220]  448 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [218J  1136 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [218]  1139 
New   Home    and    Colonial   Offices,  [218] 

1137,1139 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  [218]  1132 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [218]  1141 
Tramways   Provisional    Orders   Confirmation, 

Comm.  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  [221]  703 
University  Female  Education,  [2 19]  1548 

HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Stockport 

Factories  (Health   of   Women,   Ac.),   Comm. 

add.  cl.  [220]  336 
Juries,   Comm.  cl.  73,  [219]  803  ;  d.  77,  805  ; 

add.  cl.  1665 
Supreme    Court    of   Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  152 


HoESMAN,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Liskeard 
Army— Lord  Sandhurst,  Res.  [219]  640,  641, 

647,  652 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1184. 

1589 ;    Comm.  [221]   678  ;  cl.  3,  690,  694, 

697,  699 
Convocation — The  Letters  of  Business,  [220]  51 3 
Established  Church  (Scotland)  (Communicants), 

[219]  1270 
Gold  Coast,  [219]  313.  314 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [218]  247 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1023, 

1029,  1030 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners— 

Ci^^C^aix  ^W)\&,  ^tk.  ^^v<)19 10 
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HoBflMAN,  Rij^ht  Hon.  E. — cont. 

Merchant  Shipping  Surrey,  2R.  [320]  380 
Muuioipal  Pririleges  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  950, 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 
Business),  Res.  [318]  285,  1098,  1099 

Parliament— Order  of  Public  Business,  [221] 59 

Public  Worship  RegoUtion,  2R.  [220]  1442; 
[221]  119;  Coram.  217;  cl,  ft,  231,  235; 
el.  7,  238,  239,  241,  251  :  cl.  8.  253,  254, 
259  :  SR.  1170  ;  Consid.  of  Lords'  Reasons, 
1343 

Railway  Accidents — Reports  of  Inspectors, 
[218]  269 

Supply  —  Government  Prisons,   dtc.    Ireland, 


[219]  364 
^aJaries  of 


474 


Colonial  Governors,  [230]  471, 


Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  [318]  1053,  1055 


Honery  HCannfactore  (Wages)  Bill 

{Mr,  Pell,  Mr.  Clowes,  Mr,  Heygate,  Mr, 
Maedotuxld) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Jfoy  21  [Bill  124] 

Rcad2«*/frfyl 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 

Read  3?  •  July  7 
/.  Read  1**^  {L<yrd  Hampton)  July  9    (No.  103) 

Read2**/M/y  16 

Committee*;  Report  Ju/y  21 

Reads**  July  22 

Royal  Assent  July  30   [37  A  38  Vict.  0.  48] 


Houghton,  Lord 

Bills  of  Health  in  French  Ports,  [318]  1833 
Railways,  Address  for  a   Royal  Commission, 

[318]  1153, 1158 
Saez  Canal,  Address  for  Papers,  [319]  1036 


Household  Franchise  (Connties)  Bill 

{Mr.    Trevelyan,    Mr.    Lambert,  Mr.  Osborne 

Morgan,    Sir    Robert    Anstruther,     The 

(yVonoghue) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  •  Mar  20  [BQl  7] 

Moyed,    "That    the    Bill    be  now   read  2<»" 

J/ayl3,  [3i9]206 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day   six   months"    {Mr,  Salt);   after 

debate.  Question  put,  *'That  *now,'dto. ;" 

A.  173,  N.  287;  M.  114 
Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 

and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  for  six  months 
DivUion  List,  A.  and  N.,  260 


Hubbard,  Mr.  Egerton  J.,  Buehingham 

Borough  Police— Grants  in  Aid,  [330]  506 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [330]  374 

India — Meteorological  Department,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [318]  1987  ;  [331]  1032 
Parliament— Public  Business,  [331]  639 
Public    Worship    Regulation,  2R.  [33 1]  84; 

Comm.  el.  1.  Amendt.  228  ;  el.  6,  235  ;  el.  8, 

Amendt.  262,  266  ;  el.  1,  Amendt.  905 
Sanitary    Laws  Amendment,    Comm.   cL  36, 

[330]  1499 


Hubbard,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Ii<md(m 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

[331]  413 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [330]  1035, 1037 
Metropolis  —  Dwellings    of  Working    People, 

Res.  [218]  1978 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [330]  1437; 
Comm.  c/.9,  [321]  887  ;  Consid.  1043, 1044 ; 
el.  7, 1060 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [331]  826 
Report — Greenwich  Hospital  and  School, 
[320]  1492 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [318]  1186 

HUDDLESTON,   Mx.   J.   W.,    NoTWich 
Juries,  2R.  [318]  976 

Hunt,  Eight  Hon.  G.  W.  (First  Lord 
of   the    Admiralty),    Northampton' 

shire,  JV. 
Africa,  East  Coast  of— Slave  Trade,  [230]  1520 
Army — Purchase  OfScers    Commission,   [318] 

715 
Ashantee  Expedition,  [318]  486 

OfScers,  Uonours  to,  [318]  713 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [319]  1082 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Admiralty    Surgeons  —  Medical    OflBoers' 

LUt,  [318]  1587 
Anchors,  Trial  of,  [318]  484 
Case  of  Admiral    Eardley  Wilmot,  [330] 

1624;  [221]  972 
H.M.  Dockyards,  [318]  839 
H.M.S.  "  Aboukir,"  [320]  73 
H.M.S.  "  Devastotion,"  [218]  1261 
H.M.S.  "Narcissus"    and    "Endymion," 

[220]  1475 
H.M.S.  "  Raleigh,"  [221]  1031 
Iron-clads,  Alteration  of,  [219]  271 
Naval  Reserve,  [218]  742 
Navigating  Officers  —  Admiralty  Circular, 

1873,  [220]  1346 
Parliamentary  Elections,  [221]  1035 
Randolph,  Rear-Admiral,  [221]  207 
Reserve  Squadron,  [219]  1401 
Wentworth  Ordnance— Trials,  [220]  70 
Navy — Commander  Cbeyne,  Case  of,  Res.  [33 1] 

769 
Navy — Unarmoured  and  Iron*clad  Ships,  Res. 

[318]  1862,  1863.  1867,  1869,  1872 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  [319]  429,  430,  433 
Freight  of  Ships,  <&c.  [218]  1902 
Marine  Divisions,  [318]  1486 
Men  and  Boys,  &e.  [318]  477 
Steam  Machinery,  <kc.  [319]  444,  445,  448 
Wages,  &o.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [318] 
250,  849,  857,  866,  867.  876,  896,  1412, 
1420,  1468, 1478,  1480,  1481 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [318]  819 
•    Supply — Ashantee  Expedition,  [318]  204 

Government  Prisons,  dec.  Ireland,  [319]  303 
Venus,  Transit  of,  [331]  553 


HuNTLY,  Marquess  of 

Agricultural  Tenants  Improvements,  2R.  [331] 

107, 114 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  Comm.  eh  9, 
[319]  1252, 1265  ;  Amendt.  1259 
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Hypothec  (Scotiand)  Bill        (-Mr.  Vans 

Agnew,  Mr.  Baillie  Handltont  Sir  William 

Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  Oeorge  Douglas) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  24  [Bill  39] 

2  a.  [Dropped] 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill 

(Mr»  BasSf  Mr.  Cobbett,  Mr,  Henry  Feilden) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Mar  20  [Bill  19] 

Moved,  "That  the    Bill    be    now   read    2<»" 

April  14,  [218]  646 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  "  upon 

this  day   six   months "  {Mr.    Lopes)  ;  after 

debate,  Question  put,  "  That  *  now/  Ac;  " 

A.  72,  N.  216  ;M.  143 
Words  added;    main  Question,    as    amended, 

put,  and  agreed   to ;   2R.  put  off  for   six 

months 

Inchiquin,  Lord 

Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties 

Railway,  Motion  for  Re-comm.  [219]  307 
Irish  Peerage,  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  [219] 

1476,  1488 
Railways,  Ireland — Guarantees   from  County 

Rates,  [218]  1397 

Inclosnre  Bill 

(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibhetsant  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  21  [Bill  122] 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  July  6,  [220]  1080 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  7 

Income  Tax]  The 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  23,  To 
leave  out  from  •*  That,"  and  add  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  incomes  not  exceeding 
£500  a-ycar  should  be  exempted  from  the 
payment  of  Income  Tax"  {Mr.  Sandford) 
v.y  [218]  234  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
words,  &c.  ;*'  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 


Income  Tax,  The 

Postponement  of  Motion  {Mr.  CharUs  Lewis) 

April  13,  [218]  496 
Amendt.  on  Committee  ot  Supply  Jtdy  3,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  continued  imposi- 
tion of  the  Income  Tax,  except  in  time  of 
war  or  some  great  national  emergency,  is  un- 
just and  impolitic,  and  it  is  advisable  that 
such  Tax  should  be  still  further  reduced  and 
ultimately  altogether  repealed  at  the  earliest 
possible  period  "  {Mr.  CJiarles  Lewis) v,t  [220] 
1016  ;  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words, 
<bc. ; "  after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  139, 
N.  38  ;  M.  101 

Iia)IA 

Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bengal-  Famine,  Question,  Mr.  Forsyth ;  An- 
swer, Lord  George  Hamilton  June  30,  [220] 
698; — Indian  Relief  Works —  Wages  Rate, 
Question,'  Mr.  Fortesoue  Harrison  ;  Answer, 
Lord  George  Hamilton  July  13, 1618 

\COHl. 
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East  India  Revenue  Accounts — Tke  Antmal 

Financial   Staiement,  Question,   Mr.  Salt; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  26,  [218]  334 ; 

Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answer,  Lord  George 

Hamilton  May  21,  [219]  621 
Ecclesiastical    Appointments,    Question,    Mr. 

Holt ;     Answer,     Lord    George     Hamilton 

/M^y23,  [221]  661 
Finance  of  India — 7%e   Borrowing  Powers, 

Question,  Sir  Charles  Mills ;  Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  April  23,  [218]  985 

Oovemment  of  India — Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton July  9,  [220]  1347 

B.M.  Roman  Catholic  Servants,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Reilly ;  Answer,  Lord  Greorge  Hamilton 
May  11,  [219]  69 

ifkfto.  Army  Service  in — The  Bltt  Regiment, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  June  15,  [219]  1583 

Indian  (Hindus  and  Mahomedans)  Appoint- 
ments, Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien;  An- 
swer, Lord  George  Hamilton  June  15,  [219] 
1685  (Pari  P.  184) 

Indian  Ordnance  Corps — Compensation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Agg  Gardner ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thorne Hardy  July  13,  [220]  1523 

Indian  Guaranteed  Raimays,  Question,  Mr. 
Fawcett  ;  Answer,  Lord  Cieorge  Hamilton 
August  4,  [221]  1260 

Kirwee  Prise  Money,  Question,  Mr.  Fresbfield  ; 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Mar  30,  [218] 
407 ;  Question,  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald ; 
Answer,  Lord  Greorge  Hamilton  June  29, 
[220]  605  ;  Question,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley ; 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  July  27, 
[22  0  758 

Madras  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Smollett ;  Answer,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  May  8,  [218]  1926  ;  June  8,  [219] 
1161 

Mauritius — Island  of  Reunion — British  Indian 
Coolies,  Question,  Mr.  Edward  Jenkins  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  April  27,  [218] 
]  180  ;  Question,  Mr.  Edward  Jenkins  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Bourkc  June  22,  [220]  226  ;—  The 
Magistracy,  Question,  Captain  Bedford  Pim  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  30,  699 

Meteorological  Department  in  India,  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Egerton  Hubbard  ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  8,  [218]  1987        (P.  P.  185) 

Meteorological  Observations,  Question,  Mr. 
Egerton  Hubbard ;  Answer,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  July  31,  [221]  1032 

Natural  History  Collections,  Question,  Sir 
John  Lubbock ;  Answer,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  May  5.  [218]  1673 

Pensions  of  Officers  of  Hie  late  Eait  Indian  Com- 
pany, Question,  Colonel  Jervis  ;  Answer, 
Lord  George  Hamilton  July  10,  [220]  1473 

Registration  of  Births,  Deaths,  and  Mamages, 
Question,  Colonel  Makins;  Answer,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  April  23,  [218]  988 

Religious  Riots  at  Bombay,  Question,  Mr. 
Dunbar ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 
May  12,  [219]  174  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Fortescue 
Harrison,  Mr.  Dunbar  ;  Answers,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  June  4, 963  ; — The  Papers, 
Question,  Mr.  Dunbar  ;  Answer,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  July  1,  [220]  792  ;  August  4,  [221] 
1261  (Pari  P,  305) 
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StrcnU  SettUmentt,  The 
Singapore    Emigration    Act,    Question,    Mr. 
Palmer ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  Mar  31, 
[2181484 
The   Malay   Population,    Questions,  General 
Sir  George  Balfour  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther ifay  4,  [218]  1688 
[See  title  Malay  Peninsula] 

Telegraphic  Corretpondettce,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  Lord  Greorge  Hamilton 
^i>n7  21,[2i8]928 

The  Amir  of  Kaihgar,  Question,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 
May  1 1,  [219]  60  ;  Observations,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  ;  Reply,  Lord  George  Hamilton  ; 
short  debate  thereon  May  15,  337 

The  Treaty  .        {Pari  P.  217) 

The  Nawab  Nasim  of  Bengal,  Observations, 
Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens ;  Reply,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  :  debate  thereon  June  26,  [220]  545 

Treaty  with  Siam,  Questions,  General  Sir 
George  Balfour*;  Answers,  Lord  George 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Bourke  June  30,  [220]  697 

Uncovenanted  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Goldney  ; 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  July  10, 
[220]  1475 

India — Bengal  Famine 

Moved,  *'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  of  the  Annual 
Report  on  the  Revenue  and  Settlement  Ad- 
ministration of  Oude  for  the  year  ending  30th 
September  1872  :  Copy  of  the  Despatch  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  relative 
to  that  Report,  dated  February  1874  :  Copy 
of  the  Report  for  the  same  Province  for  the 
year  ending  30th  September  1873  "  ( The 
Duke  of  Argyll)  April  24,  [218]  1063  ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

India  {Drought  in  Bengal) — Abstract  of 

Despatches 
Abstract  of  Correspondence  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council  relative  to  the  Drought  in  Bengal 
presented  (by  command)  ( The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  Mar  20.  [218J  92 
Pari.  Papers — 
Drought  in  Bengal       ....    [933] 
Bengal  Famine     .     .     [954  to  955-IV.] 

India  {Drought  in  Bengal) — Selection  of 

Despatches 
218]  Question,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answer,  Lord  George 

.     Hamilton    Mar    20,    109  ;    Question,    Mr. 
Gourley ;   Answer,   Lord  George   Hamilton 

.     Mar  23,  229 ;    Question,    Mr.   O'Donnell  : 
Answer,   Lord   George    Hamilton  Mar  31, 

.  483;  April  n,  711 
Moved,  *'That  in  the  case  of  Abstracts  and 
Summaries,  such  as  the  '  Abstract  of  Corre- 
spondence between  the  Government  of  India 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  rela- 
tive to  the  Drought  in  Bengal,'  recently  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  without  any  guarantee 
as  to  the  selection  or  editing  of  the  contents, 
the  name  of  the  selector  or  editor  shall  be 
appended  for  the  information  of  Parliament " 

.     {Mr,  aDonneU)  April  21,  933 

[cont. 


India  {Dr&ughi  in  BengatySelection  of  IV- 
spatehes-^eont. 

Amendt.  proposed,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out  "such 
as  the  *  Abstract ' "  {Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton) ; 
after  short  debate.  Question,  *'  That  the 
words,  &o.,"  put,  and  negatived  ;  main  Ques- 
tion, as  amended,  put,  and  negatived 

India — JSast  India  [^Annuity  Funds! 

Considered  in  Committee  (Queen's  Recom- 
mendation signified)  Mar  21,  [218]  209 

Moved,  *'  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provi- 
sion for  the  transfer  of  Assets  and  Liabilities 
of  the  Bengal  and  Madras  Civil  Service 
Annuity  Funds,  and  the  Annuity  Branch  of 
the  Bombay  Civil  Fund,  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  in  Council"  (Lord  Oeorge 
Hamilton) ;  Resolution  amed  to 
[See  title  East  India  Annuity  Funds  BilC] 

India — Fast  India  Finance — Appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee 

QuesUons,  Mr.  T.  E.  Smith,  Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens;  Answers,  Lord  George  Hamilton 
J/ar26,[2i8]337 

Select  Committee  appointed,  ^  to  inquire  into 
charges  payable  in  this  Country  for  which 
the  Revenues  of  India  are  liable  "  April  20 

Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  (Chairman),  Sir  George  Balfour,  Sir 
Thomas  Bazley,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr.  Beckett 
Denison,  Mr.  Grant  Duff.  Sir  James  Elphin- 
stone.  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  George  Hamilton,  Sir 
Henry  llavelock,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr. 
Massey,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith, 
Mr.  Stanley 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  Nineteen  Members "  {Lord  Oeorge 
Hamilton)  April  80,  1490 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  Nineteen,"  and 
insert  "Twenty-one"  {Mr.  Downing)  v.; 
after  short  debate.  Question,  "  That  the 
word  *  Nineteen,'  Ac,,"  negatived 

'  Twenty-one '  inserted,  instead  thereof ;  main 
Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to  ;  Mem- 
bers added  as  follows : — Mr.  Balfour,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Mr.  Dalrymple,  Mr. 
Dunbar,  Mr.  Fawcett 

Report  of  Select  Comm.     {Pari.  P,  No.  329) 
Pari.  Papers — 
Report  ....        329 

Observations  on  Finance  326 

Home  Accounts  .        .        168 

Finance  and  Revenue  Accounts         169 


India — Fast  India  Loan 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  20,  [218]  174 
Moved  to  resolve,  **That  it  is  expedient  to 
enable  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of 
India  to  raise  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,000,000,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  for 
the  service  of  the  Government  of  India,  on 
the  credit  of  the  revenues  of  India  "  {Lord 
Oeorge  Hamilton) ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion agreed  to 

Loans  raised  in  England  .     (P.  P.  40-92) 
Loans  raised  in  India  41-283 

[See  title  East  India  Loan  Bill] 
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India — JEast  India  Revenue  Aeeounti 

Considered  in  Committee  August  3,  [221]  1177 
Moved,  "  That  it  appears  by  the  Accounts  laid 
before  this  House  that  the  total  Revenue  of 
India  for  the  year  ending  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1873  was  £50,219,489  ;  the  charges 
in  India,  including  the  collection  of  the  Re- 
venue, Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public  Works 
ordinary,  were  £38,205,212;  the  charges  in 
England  (including  £1,146,116,  the  value  of 
Stores  supplied  to  India)  were  £8,138,104; 
the  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the  Capital  of 
Railway  and  other  Companies  in  India  and 
in  England,  deducting  net  TrafBc  Receipts, 
was  £2,110,501,  making  a  total  charge  for 
the  same  year  of  £48,463,817;  and  there 
was  an  excess  of  Income  over  Expenditure 
in  that  year  amounting  to  £1,765,672  ;  that 
the  charge  for  Public  Works  extraordinary 
was  £2,184,569,  and  that  including  that 
charge  the  excess  of  Expenditure  o?er 
Income  was  £418,897  *'  {Lord  Oeorge 
Hamilton) ;  after  long  debate,  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 


India  Councils  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 

L  Presented  ;  read  !••  May  22  (No.  79) 

Read  2»  •  June  1 
219]  Committee;  Report  June  9, 1259 
.  Read  3*,  after  short  debate  June  15,  1576 
c.  Read  1°*  {Lord  George  Bamilton)  June  16 

[Bill  154] 
220]  I,  Personal  Explanation,   The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  ;  short  debate  thereon  June  23,  293 

221]  c.  Moved,  *♦  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°" 
July  29,  918 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That "  and  add 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be 
inexpedient   to  proceed  with  this  Bill  until 
the  opinion  of  the  Governor  General  of  India 
in  reference  to  it  has  been  ascertained  and 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House "   {Mr, 
Fawcctt)  V.  ;  Question  proposed.  "  That  the 
words.  &Q. ;"  after   debate,  Question   put ; 
A.  171,  N.  62;  M.  119 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2® 
.  Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Sir  Seymour 
Fitxgerald  July  30,  976 

.  Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  ^ti^<«^  3, 
1218 
Considered*;  read  3°  August  4 

I.  Royal  Assent  August  7      1^7  &  88  Vict.  c.  91] 


India  Councils  [^Salary'\ 

Considered  in  Committee  JuIySOf  [221]  1027 
Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment,  out  of  the  Revenues  of  India, 
of  the  Salary  of  any  additional  Member  of  the 
Council  of  the  Governor  General  of  India, 
that  may  be  appointed  in  pursuance  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  for  amending  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Council  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India 
Resolution  roj)ortcd  July  31 


Indnstrial  and  Beformatory  Schoob  BiU 

(Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Sir  Henry  Selmn- 
Ibbetson) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  July  3  [Bill  193] 

Read  2"  •  July  7 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  10 

Considered  *  July  13 

Read3»*«/uZy  14 
I.  Read  I**  {The  Lord  Steward)  July  16 

Read  2*  •  July  21  (No.  180) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  23 

Read3»*  Jti/y  24 

Royal  Assent  July  30       [37  <b  38  Via.  0. 47] 

Industrial    School^    Feltham  —  DuJ:e   of 

York^s  School 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathorne  Hardy /t^n«  18,  [220]  71  :  Question, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave  June  22,  224 

Infanticide  Bill 

{Mr.  Charley,  Mr.  Oilpin,  Mr,  Holker, 
Mr,  Edward  Davenport) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  20  [Bill  25] 

Read  2°,  aaer  short  debate  April  13,  [218]  539 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  discharged  :— 
Bill  committed  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Homicide  Law  Amendment  Bill 

Bill  reported  •  July  9  [Bill  200] 

Re-comm  *^ ;  Report  July  14 

Considered  •  Jiw/y  16 

Read  3»*  July  17 
I  Read  1"  •  {Lord  Colchester)  July  20    (No.  184) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  23,  [221]  542 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  be  now  put  into 
Committee  "  July  28,  846 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  add  ('*  this 
day  three  months'*)  (  The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) ;  after  short  debate,  on  Question, 
That  ("now,")  Ac?  resolved  in  the  nega- 
tive ;  and  House  to  be  in  Committee  on 
this  day  three  months 

Infants  Contracts  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Brodrick) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  June  1  (No.  80) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  June  9,  [2 19]  1225 

Committee  ;  Report  June  15,  1668 

Read  3^^  June  18 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  194) 

c.  Read  1°  •  (Sir  Henry  James)  June  22  [  Bill  164] 

Read  2°  •  June  24 

Committee* — b.p.  July  8 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  20 

Considered  •  ;  read  3«»  July  22 
/.  Royal  Assent  August  7     [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  62] 

Innkeepers  Liability  Bill 

{Mr.  Wheelhouse,  Mr.  Locke,  Colonel  Makins) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  26  [Bill  60] 

Moved,   "That    the    Bill    be   now    read    2°" 

May  13,  [219]  264 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  {Sir  Francis  Goldsmid); 

Question    proposed,    "  That    *  now,'    dsc. ;" 

after  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  20 
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IniiB  of  Court  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Seibame) 

L  Pretented  ;  read  l\  after  short  debate  JtUy  10, 
[220]  1457  (No.  1C9) 

International  Copyright  Bill 

(Mr.  Baurke,  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Sir  Charles 

Adderley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  July  8  [Bill  197] 

Read  2*"  •  July  9 

Committee*^ ;  Report  July  16 

Road3«»/uiy  17 
2.  Read  !••  July  20  (No.  185) 

Intoxicating  Liquors  Bill 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

ai8]  QaestioD,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

.     Assheton    Cross    Mar  31,   486;  April    17, 

.     717;    Question,  Mr.   Montagu  Soott;    An- 

.     swer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  Aprii  30,1410; 

Question,  Mr.  Cogan ;  Answer,  Sir  MiohAel 

Hioks-Beach  May  7,  1836;  Question,  Mr. 

Brogden ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin  Ibbet- 

.     son  May  7,  1841  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sullivan ; 

Answer,   Sir  Michael   Uicks-Beaoh  May  8, 

.      1927 

Adulteration  of  Liquors,  Question,  Mr.  J.  6. 
Talbot  ;      Answer,     Mr.     Assheton     Cross 
April  2 i,  [218]  1098 
Closing   of  Licensed   Bouses,  Question,  Mr. 
Melly  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  19, 
[219]  481 
Licensing  Act,  1872 — See  that  title 
Licensing  Act — The  Crystal  Palace,  Question, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Gross  May  4,  [218]  1680 
Publie-house  Hours  on  Sunday,  Question,  Mr. 
Laird  ;  Answer,  Sir  Hcnrj  Selwin-Ibbetson 
ifay  14,  [219]  273 
Special    Licences,   Question,   Sir   John   Ken- 
naway  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross /«n^  2, 
[219]  853 

Pari.  Papers — 
Reports  from  Borough  Authorities   .    100 
Return  of  Offences,  1872     ...     .    335 

Convictions,  1872 361 

Licences  (Scotland) 114 

Return  {Lord  Aberdare)     .     .     .      /.  145 
Return  {Lord  Cottesloe)  ....     2.   90 


Intoxicating  Liquors  Bill 

{Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Sir  Henry 
Sehoin-Ibbetson,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  Ute  Ex- 
chequer) 

3x8]  «.  Acts  read  ;  considered  in  Committee  ; 
after  debate,  a  Resolution  agreed  to,  and 
reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1°  *^  April  27> 
1225  [Bill  83] 

219]  Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read2«" 
1^11,75 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  measure 
for  the  regulation  of  the  sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  will  be  satisfactory  which  affords  in- 
errased  facilities  for  drinking,  and  which 
deals  unequally  and  unfairly  with  a  considcra- 
bk  branch  of  the  liquor  trade  "  {Mr,  Melly), 
V, ;   Qnettion  proposed,  **  That  the  words, 

[coni. 


IniotpiecUmg  Liqucri  BUl—wtLi, 

ite, ; "  after  long  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned "  {Mr,  SuUivan) ; 
Question  put,  and  negatived 
Question  again   proposed,  **  That  the  words, 

d(c. ;  "  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday 

next,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee ;" 

after  further  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 

"Monday  next,"  and  insert  ** Thursday  the 

fourth  day  of  June  next "  (Mr.  Rathbone),  v. ; 

Question  proposed,   "  That    Monday   next, 

Ac. ;"  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 

2 19]  Postponement  of  Committee,  Observations,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  May  12,  173 
.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  June  4, 
966  ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 
.  Committee — r.p.  June  5,  1063 
.  Committee  ;  Report  June  8,  1168  [Bill  139] 
.  Considered  June  16,  1677  ;  after  long  debate. 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Mr.  Ooldsmid) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  debate 
adjourned 
220]  Considered  June  18,  77  ;  after  debate,  Moved, 
*'  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr. 
Leenuin) ;  after  further  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  134,  N.  261  ;  M.  117 
Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
{Mr,  Bristowe) ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
put;  A.  131,  N.  244;  M.  113 
Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ till  To-morrow  at  Two  o'clock"  (ifr. 
Disraeli) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to 
.  Debate  resumed  June  19. 170         [Bill  160] 
.Moved,  "That    the    Bill  be    now    read  3« " 

-June  22,  229 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'now,"  and  add  "upon 
this  day  three  months"  {Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That '  now,'  Ac. ; " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  328,  N.  39; 
M.289 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3° 
Lords  Amendts.  (No  216) 

I  Read  \^^  {The  Lord  Steward)  June  23 

(No.  130) 
.  Read  2%  after  long  debate  June  30, 675  (No.  100) 
.  Committee  July  7,  1186 
.  Report  July  14, 1611  (No.  170) 

221]  Readd^Ju/y  17,200 
Royal  Assent  July  30   [37  A  38  Viet,  0.  49] 


Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr,  Dease) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  P  *^ 
Mar  23  [BUI  32] 

2R.  [Dropped] 


Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  HickS" Beach,  Mr.  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland) 

219]  c.  Considered  in  Committee  May  15,  367  ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»<^  [Bill  114] 

Read2<>*/im«4 
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InUmUating  Liquon  {Irdand)  (No,  2)  Bff(— oont. 
32o]  Committee  Jme  19,  210 
Moved,  *<  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress "  {Mr,  Sullivan) ;    Question  pat,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Committee—  b.p. 
.  Committee — b.p.  Jutie  23,  339 
.  Committee — b.p.  July  3,  997 
.Committee  July  3,  1052 
Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  report  Progress" 
{Mr.  Richard  Smyth)  ;   after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill  reported  [Bill  191] 
Considered  *^  July  9 

.  Read  S^,  at^er  short  debate  July  13,  1605 
I,  Read  \*^  {The  Lord  Pretident)  July  U 
221]  Read  2'  July  21.  382  (No.  174) 

Committee  •  July  23 
Report  •  July  27 
Read  3*  •  July  28 
Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  <b  38  Vict.  c.  69] 


Irelaih) 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  National  Education — Constitution  of 
the  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Sullivan ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  8, 
[319]  1161  ;  June  15,  1688 

Board  of  National  Education — Limerick  Model 
School,  Question,  Mr.  Verner  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  July  6,  [220]  1085  ; — 
Return  of  Emoluments  of  Teachers,  Question, 
Captain  'Nolan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  July  1,  1225 
[See  title  Ireland — Board  of  National 
Edueatioti] 

Board  of  Works — Loans  under  the  Land  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  C.  E.  Lewis ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  22,  [220]  227 

Carlow — Quartering  of  Troops,  Question,  Mr. 
Owen  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
June  9,  [219]  1163 

Case  of  Arthur  Donnelly,  Question,  Mr.  Vomer; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  11,  [219]  173 

Chancenj  Courts — The  Accountant   General* s 
Office,  Question,  Mr.  O'Neill ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney    General    for    Ireland    June    18, 
[220]  75 

Civil  Actions — Actions  for  Lihel,  Question* 
Mr.  M'Carthy  Downing  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  May  18,  [219] 
391 

Civil  Bill  {Ireland)  Act—  Stamp  Duties,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  9,  [220] 
1347 

Coi reive  Legislation**  Questions,  Lord  Ilobert 
Montagu,  Mr.  Newdegato  :  Answers,  Mr. 
Disraeli,  Mr.  Speaker  April  1 1,  [218]  643 

Collene  of  Physicians — Supplemental  Charter, 
Question,  Mr.  Dunbar  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach  June  4,  [219]  966  ;  June  19, 
[220]  169 

Concordatum  Fund,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Erring- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Beach 
August  3,  [221]  1146 

Condition  of  the  River  Lifey,  Question,  Mr. 
Serjeant  Sherlock  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Dicks- Beach  June  22,  [220]  225 

\cotvl. 
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Constabulary  Foree-^Drill  and  ImstnuHam^ 
Inspector  General,  Question,  Major  0*Gor- 
man ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hick*-B«ieh 
MayU,  [219]  71 

Constabulary  Force  —  QnaUy  of  WitHow, 
Question,  Mr.  Cogan ;  Answtr,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach /ufM!  1 9,  [120]  157;— Pay  o/tA*. 
Question,  Mr.  Collins ;  Aniwvr,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  July  6,  1085 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Applioi- 
tion  to  Ireland,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Buxtoo ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  April  16. 
[218]  626 ;  Questions,  Observations,  Lord 
Emly  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  July  17, 
[221]  197 

Convict  Prisons,  ObserTations,  Mr.  SoUirao ; 
Reply,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  June  13,  [219]  1562 

County  Louth  and  Dundalk  Borough  EleeHons 
— '*  CaUan  v,  Dease,**  Question,  Mr.  Saek- 
yille ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  GeiMral  for 
Ireland  July  9,  [220]  1351 

County  Lunatic  Asylums  —  Grants  in  Aid, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  11,  [219] 
71 

Crown  Solicitor  for  Tyrone — Memorial  of  Mr, 
M'Crea,  Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
July  9,  [220]  1347 

Denominational  Education — Legislation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Callaghan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  Apnl  21,  [218]  923 

Derry  Celebrations^  Costs  of  Colonel  Hillier, 
Question,  Major  O'Gonnan ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  May  18,  [219]  393; 
June  19,  [220]  156 ; — Costs  and  Damages 
against  Government  Officials,  ^c.  Questions, 
Mr.  Butt ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
May  li,  [219]  270 

[See  title  Ireland — Derry  Celebrations] 

Destitution  in  Achil,  Question,  Mr.    Serjeant 
Sherlock  :  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beacla. 
July  16,  [221]  122 

Discharged  Lunatics — Cases  of  George  attdi 
Owen  Doherty,  Question,  Mr.  Errington  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  July  31, 

[221]  1029 

Disturbance  at  Coal-Island,  Tyrone,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Johnston ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  Mar  20,  [2 18]  336 

Drainnge  of  the  Rivers  Suck  and  Shannon— 
Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sherlock; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  Mar  23, 
[218]  228  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  0.  Gore; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  May  11, 
[219]  72;  Question,  Captain  Nolan;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  2S, 
[220]  300 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  Magistrates,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Serjeant  Sherlock  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  June  25,  [220]  425 

Dublin  University,  Question,  The  O'Donorhoe; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  27, 
[221]  761  ;  —  Annual  Balance  Sheets  and 
Audit,  Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  June  1,  [219]  751 
[See  title  Ireland — Dublin  University'] 
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Trinity  Cottege,  Dublin,  Qutstion,  Mr.  Butt ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  April  23,  [218] 
985  ; — The  Queen' t  Letter,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Uenry ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  July  9,  [220]  1348    (See  title  post) 

Dunmore  Barbour ,  Question,  Mr.  Kavanagh  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  Mar  31, 
[218]  481 

Dwellings  far  the  Working  Classes — Loans  by 
ike  Board  of  Works,  Question,  Mr.  Ronayne; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  26, 
[220]  509; — Labourers*  Dwellings — Legis- 
Mtion,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  Mar  24,  [218] 
267  :  Question,  Mr.  Bruen ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  May  15,  [219]  30 

JSxeise — Com  Stores,  ^c.  Question,  Mr.  Callan; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  August  6,  [221] 
1410 

^sheries  Department — Ounboat,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Clery  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Uicks- Beach 
August  3,  [221]  1148 

Fisheries  —  Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Butt; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ifoy  21,  [219]  619 

Fisheries  Report,  1873,  Question,  Mr.  O'Clcry ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  2, 
[219]  852 

Foreshores — Returns,  Question,  Mr.  Callan  ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  Adderley,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  May  21,  [219]  620 

Franchise,  The  —  Legislation,  Question,  Mr. 
Meldon  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
Jprtn7,[2i8]7l6 

Grand  Jury  System,  The — Legislation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  April  20,  [218]  813 

Inland  Revenue — Mixing  Spirits,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  June  0,  [219]  1268 

Jrish  Church  Representative  Body,  Question, 
Mr.  E.  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Afay  21,[2i9]614 

Jrish  Church  Temporalities  Commission  — 
Irish  Church  Act — The  Surplus,  Question, 
Mr.  E.  Davenport ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
April  27.  [218]  1174  ;  —  The  Church 
Funds,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Belmore  ; 
Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  ;  de- 
hate  thereon  May  21,  [219]  601  ;  —  Atidit 
of  Accounts,  Questions,  Mr.  Edward  Jen- 
kins;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  July  2^,  [221] 
619  ;  Explanation,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  28,  856      (See  titles  post) 

Irish  Fines  Fund,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  : 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  7, 
[220]  1225  ;  August  3,  [221]  1150 

irifA  Land  Act,  1670— Salaries  to  Clerks  of 
th4  Peace,  Question,  Mr.  Vance ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  July  9,  [220]  1353  ;— 
Board  of  Public  Works  —  Advances  to 
Temtnte,  Question,  Mr.  Chaine ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  August  6,  [221]  1330 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870 — Legislatio^i,  Question, 
Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  The  O'Donoghue 
May  21,  [219]  620 
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Kilmainham  Bospital  — -  Ouibreak  of  Fever* 
Question,  Sir  John  Gray  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  August  6,  [221]  1406  ; 
Question,  Sir  John  Gray  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  August  7, 1421 

Licensing  Act  (1872),  Question,  Mr.  Moore  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  \, 
[219]  751 

Lunatic  Asylums,  Question,  Mr.  Synan ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  August  6, 
[221]  1408 

Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870 — Legis- 
hition,  Question,  Mr.  Meldon ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  April  17,  [218]  710 

Magistracy^  The  Irish 

Mr.  Jackson,  J.P,,  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  June  12, 
[219]  1497 

Riot  at  Kilrea,  County  Derry,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
June  19,  [220]  154  ;  Question,  Mr.  M'Carthy 
Downing ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
August  6,  [221]  1409  (See  title  post) 

The  Lords  Licuttnant,  Question,  Ohservations, 
Lord  Carlingford  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond ;  short  debate  thereon  July  27,  [221] 
740;  Observations,  The  O'Douoghue  Augusts, 
1412 

Tlie    Magistracy    of     Tipperary,     Question, 
Viscount  Lismoro  ;    Answer,  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  May  21,  [219]    612 ;    Question, 
Mr.  Moore  ;    Answer,   Sir   Michael   Hicks- 
Beach  June  25.  [220]  421 

Salaries  of  Resident  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr. 
Moore  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  IJicks-Beach 
May  19,  [219]  482  ;  Question,  Mr.  Shell; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  5, 
1057 

National  School  at  Altanngh,   Question,   Mr. 

Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

/u/y  27,  [22i]757 
Natiomil     School     Teachers,    Question,     Mr. 

Ronayne ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

Jidy  31,  [221]  1033  (See  title  post) 

Orange  Demonstrations,  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
jM/y  16,[22i]127 

Orange  Procession — Case  of  Jatnes  Mallon, 
Questions,  Mr.  M'Carthy  Downing,  Mr. 
Vance  ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
/«/y27,  [22i]760 

Oyster  Beds  off  Wexford  and  Wicklow,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Clery  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach  August  3,  [221]  1149 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Acts 

Question,  Captain  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  J/ar  30,  [218]  411  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  Jidy  16,  [221]  124 

Extra  Police  Force,  Wexford,  Question,  Mr. 
Redmond  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  July  30,  [221]  967 

Police  Force  in  Tipperary,  Question,  Sir  John 
Gray  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
August  7,  [221]  1423 

Search  Warrants  for  Arms,  Question,  Mr. 
Butt  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
Jw/y  30,  [22i]965 
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"  The  Flag  of  Ireland"  Newspaper,  Obierra- 
tioDS,  Mr.  Owen  Lewis ;  Reply,  Sir  Michael 
Hicki-Beach  ;  debate  thereon  May  I,  [a  18] 
1549        Returns— (Port.  P.  Nos.  91.231) 

(See  title  pott) 

Phoenix  Park  Riott^  Expenses  of  Legal  Pro- 
ceedings, Qaestion,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessj  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  May  22,  [219] 
700 

Poor  Law 
Amalgamation  of  Unions^  Qaestion,  Captain 

Nolan  ;   Answer,  Sir  Michael   Hickt-Beach 

ilpn7  27,  [2i8]in7 
Clerks   of  Unions,    Question,   Mr.    McCarthy 

Downing ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

ifay  15,  [219]  310 
Poor  Law  Ouardians^  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Uicks-Beach  June  5, 

[219]  1056 
Poor  Kate  Collectors^  Question,  Mr.  Synan ; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  23, 

[220]  299 
Union  Boundaries  in  Ireland,  Question,  Mr. 

Moore  ;   Answer,  Sir   Michael  Hicks-Beach 

June  18,  [220]  76 
Union  Rating — Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  G. 

Browne  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 

Afar  25,  [218]  290 

Post  Office 

Money  Order  Offices,  Question,  Mr.  G.  Browne; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  i/ar  30,  [218] 
406 

Postal  Facilities  in  Mayo,  ObserTations.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Tighe ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners ;  short  debate  thereon  April  24,  [218] 
1129 

Preservation  of  Irish  A  nfiquities 

Gaelic  Manuscripts,  Question,  Mr.  Sulliyan  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  30, 
[221]  970 

Irish  Church  Act — National  Monuments  — 
Ecclesiastical  Buildings,  Question,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  May  4,  [218]  1591  ;  August  4,  [221] 
1257  ;  Question,  Observations,  Lord  Carling- 
ford  ;  Reply,  Earl  Beaucharopilu^ij^  6, 1395 

Parochial  Records,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Bel- 
more  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  July  28, 
[221]  850 

Public  Bouses  in  Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  June  22,  [220I  221 

Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners — Loans  to 
Local  Authorities,  Question,  Mr.  Power  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
April  17,  [218]  713 

Railways  —  Guarantees  from  County  Rates, 
Obseryations,  Lord  Carlingford  ;  Reply,  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  ;  debate  thereon  April  30, 
[218]  1393  {See  title  post) 

Royal  Residence  in  Ireland,  Question.  Sir 
Eardlcy  Wilraot  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
July  24,1221]  (i26 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Question,  Sir 
Arthur  Guinness  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  June  11,  [219]  1406 

^^ucation — Legislation,   Question, 
~    ^ir   Michael  Hicks- 


Ibbland  —eofit. 

Vaeeinatiim,  QoMtlon,  Mr.  lialdoa ; 

Sir  Miobael  Hiokt-BMeh  M^  t,  l^tso]  1083  ' 
VahuUian   Acts,    Qoestum,    Oaptoia    Ilolai^ ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Jum  11,  [3197 

1406 

Ireland — AequmUan  of  Raihom^ 

Moved,  "That  it  is  expedient  ibat  aMMuni 
should  be  taken  to  <j>tain  poisenion  of  the 
Iriah  Railways  and  plaoe  thorn  nn^or  Gotvb- 
ment   roanagvment      {Mr,   BhsmmhuseU) 
JpriZ  28,  [318]  1363 
Amendt  proposed,  to  loavo  cot  from  "Tbat,** 
and  add  "  the  pturohaie  of  tho  Iruh  Railvajt 
by  the  State  would  be  finanoiaUx  inezpediflDt, 
would  unduly  enlarge  the  fMtrooaft  of  tbs 
Government,  and  seriously  inoreaae  the  pres- 
sure of  business  in  Parliament"  {Mr.  doU- 
smid)  V. ;    Qoettion  propoaed,  '*  That  the 
words,  Ac, ;"  after  long  debate,  QooatioB  put ; 
A.  56,  N.  241  ;   M.  186  ;   Motion  amended : 
main  Question,  as  amendod,  pat;   A.  235, 
N.  59  ;  M.  176 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noet,  198S 

Ireland — Board  of  National  JSdueaUon — 

Schoolmasters  and  Sehoolmutr$sus 
Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoose, 
Return  showing  the  nnmberof  aehoolmasters 
and  schoolmistresses  employed  under  the 
Privy  Council  in  England  and  Sootland,  and 
under  the  National  Board  in  Ireland,  who 
have  been  trained  for  two  yean  in  a  normal 
school,  and  the  proportion  the  teaohov  •» 
trained  bear  to  the  whole  number  employed 
in  each  country  (The  Lord  EwUy)Jfdy  S, 
[220]  970  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

Ireland — Berry    Celebrations  —  Costs   of 

Colofiel  milier 
Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoon, 
a   Return   of  all  sums  paid    out  of  public 
moneys  on  account  of  damages  or  costs  re- 
covered, since  the  Isl  day  of  January  1870, 
in  any  action   against  Colonel    ilillier,  tbr 
Deputy  Inspector  General  of  the  Royal  Irij 
Constabulary ;   specifying  in   each  c.ise  t) 
name  of  the  Plaintiff  and  Defendant,  t 
amount  paid  for  damages  and  costs,  and 
fund  out  of  which  the   amount  was  pa 
{Mr.  Butt)  Mar  31,  [218]  488;    after  s' 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Ireland — Dublin  University 
Moved,  "  That,  having  regard  to  the  impo* 
of  the  changes  in  the  constitution  of  the  1 
University,  and  the  period  at  which  th 
of  the  proposed  Queen's  Letter  has  N 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House,  it  is  d 
that,  before  they  are  finally    sancti 
fuller  opportunity  should  be  afforded 
consideration  than  is  possible  during 
sent  Session  "   {Mr.  Butt)  August 
1325  ;  after  short  debate,  Moved,  *' 
debate  be  now  adjourned"  (Mr. 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  debate  adjourn* 
Adjourned   debate    resumed  August 
after  short  debate.  Question   pu 
N.  102  :  M.  84 
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Ireland — Fmtan  Prisoner 9 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Addreu  be  presented 
to  Her  Majestj,  prajing  that  She  will  be 
graoionslj  pleated  to  give  directions  that 
there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Returns  of 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  died,  or  became 
insane,  or  permanently  disabled  at  anj  time 
daring  the  last  ten  years  whilst  suffering  im- 
prisonment under  warrants  issued  by  the 
Lords  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  by  virtue  of  the 
powers  oonferred  on  them  by  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Acts  and  the 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Acts  :  of  the 
names  of  any  persons  who,  within  the  same 
period,  died,  or  became  insane,  or  perma- 
nently disabled  whilst  suffering  imprisonment 
on  aocount  of  their  conviction,  either  as 
principals  or  accessories,  of  the  murder  of 
Seijeant  Brett  at  Manchester  :  of  the  names 
of  any  persons  who,  within  the  same  period, 
died,  or  became  insane,  or  permanently  dis- 
abled whilst  suffering  imprisonment  under 
convictions  for  treason-felony :  and,  of  the 
names  of  any  persons  who,  within  the  same 
period,  died,  or  became  insane,  or  perma- 
nently disabled  whilst  suffering  imprisonment 
under  sentences  of  Courts  Martial  in  Ireland 
for  offonces  against  the  Articles  of  War  ap- 
pearing to  be  connected  with  their  conoplicity 
with  the  Fenian  conspiracy''  {Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  July  13,  [220]  1609;  afler  short 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  21,  N.  92  ;  M.  71 

Ireland — Intermediate  Education 

Moved,  **  That  the  present  state  of  intermediate 
edooation  in  Ireland  is  unsatisfactory,  and 
requires  the  immediate  and  serious  consider- 
ation of  Her  Majesty's  Government"  {Mr. 
O'Skavghnetsy)  June  9,  [219]  1271 ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Ireland — Irith  Fisheries 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  1,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  the  decay 
of  the  Irish  Sea  Coast  Fisheries  imperatively 
calls  for  the  immediate  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  demands  the 
application  of  the  remedies  recommended  by 
the  Reports  of  Royal  Commissions  and  of 
Select  Committees,  and  that  this  House 
pledges  itself  to  support  any  well-considered 
measure  that  may  be  introduced  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  conformeth  to  such  recommenda- 
tions" {Mr.  Synan)  v.,  [218]  1498;  after 
debate.  Question  put,  '*  That  the  words,  dtc. ;" 
A.  93,  N.  95 ;  M.  2  ;  words  added ;  main 
Question,  as  amended,^  put,  and  agreed  to 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1529 

Ireland — Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appoint- 
ment of  the  Judges 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  25,  To 
loavys  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  repre- 
senting that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  if  the  Irish  Judges  were 
appointed,  to  the  same  extent  as  they  are  in 
England,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  without  reference  to 

[cent. 


Ireland— Irish  'Judicial  Beneh^Appointmewt  of 
the  Judges^^oiit. 

official  or  political  claims"  {Mr.  Butt)  v., 
[220]  429  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  Sto.;"  afler  short  debate.  Question 
put;  A.  271,  N.  62;  M.  209 

Ireland — Jury  System,  The 

Select  Committee  appointed,  ''to  inquire  and 
report  on  the  working  of  the  Irish  Jury 
system  before  and  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  34  A  35  Vic.  c.  65  ;  and  whether  any 
and  what  amendments  are  necessary  to 
secure  the  due  administration  of  justice " 
{Mr,  Bruen)  Mar  24.  [218]  288 

And,  on  April  20,  [Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  (Chair- 
man). Dr.  Ball,'  Mr.  Bruen,  Viscount  Crich- 
ton,  Mr.  Downing,  Marquess  of  Hartingtoo, 
Mr.  Henry  Herbert,  Mr.  i^aw,  Mr.  Lopes, 
Mr.  Mulhollaud,  The  O'Donoghue,  Mr. 
O'Reilly,  Mr.  Plunket,  and  Mr.  Verner ; 
April  22,  The  O'Conor  Don.  1  Sir  Arthur 
Guinness  oddfd;  May  7,  Mr.  Synan  disch,, 
Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  adiUd 

Report  of  Select  Committee  June  26 

{ParL  P,  No.  244) 

Ireland — Juries 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  ordering  to  '  stand  by  of  Catholic  jurors 
the  Crown  Solicitor,'  more  especially  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  in  cases  of  a  party 
character,  is  a  course  of  proceeding  not  cal- 
culated to  enhance  confidence  in  the  impar- 
tial administration  of  the  Law,  and  demands 
the  serious  attention  of  the  Irish  Executive  " 
{Mr.  Callan)  August  6,  [221]  1413  [The 
Motion  not  being  seconded  was  not  put] 

Ireland — Kihrea  Riots,  The 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
an  investigation  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Magistrates  referred  to  by  the  learned  Judge 
is  necessary  in  the  interests  of  impartial  jus- 
tice, of  peace,  and  good  order  in  Ireland  " 
{Mr,  McCarthy  Downing)  Attgutt  6,  [221] 
1413  ;  after  short  debate.  Motions  with- 
drawn 

Ireland — National  School  Teaehers 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
present  condition  of  the  National  School 
Teachers  of  Ireland,  and  the  discontent 
which  prevails  amongst  that  important  body 
of  public  servants,  call  for  the  early  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with*  a  view 
to  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  their  claims  " 
{Mr.  Meldon)  June  9,  [219]  1282 
Amendt.  proposed,  to  add,  at  end  of  Question, 
*'  by  means  of  increased  allowances  from  local 
sources  "  {Mr.  M'Jjarai) ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  those  words  be  there  added ; "  after 
debate,  Amendt  and  Motion  withdrawn 

Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act — Case  of 

Patrick  Casey 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 

Copies  of  all  Affidavits  used  on  a  Motion  in 

the  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland,  made  during 
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Ireland  —  Peace  Preservation  Act  —  Case   0/ 
Patrick  Casey — oont. 

last  Term,  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  in  the 
case  of  Patrick  Casey  :  of  the  Ruling  of  the 
Court  upon  such  Motion  :  of  the  Warrant  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  originally  issued  for  his 
arrest :  of  all  subsequent  Warrants,  if  any, 
transferring  or  changing  his  custody :  and,  of 
all  sworn  information,  if  any,  on  which  the 
original  warrant  of  his  arrest  was  issued " 
{Mr,  BuU)  May  12,  [219]  190  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Then— Copies  ordered,  "  of  all  Affidavits  used 
on  a  Motion  in  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland, 
made  during  last  Term,  for  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus,  in  the  case  of  Patrick  Casey :  of  the 
Ruling  of  the  Court  upon  such  Motion  :  of 
the  Warrant  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  orif^in- 
ally  issued  for  his  arrest :  and,  of  all  subse- 
quent Warrants,  if  any,  transferring  or 
changing  his  custody  "  {Mr,  Butt)    P,P.  210 


.  Ireland — Railways — Local  Guarantees 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  16,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add '"in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  existing  system 
under  which  dividends  chargeable  on  the 
Local  Rates  are  guaranteed  on  capital  in- 
vested in  the  construction  of  Railways  in 
Ireland  is  unsatisfactory,  and  that  no  Bill 
containing  local  guarantee  Clauses  ought  to 
be  entertained,  unless  in  the  first  instance  the 
assent  be  proved  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  eligible  for  association  with  the 
magistrates  at  each  of  the  immediately  pre- 
ceding baronial  sessions  of  the  county,  and 
that  in  all  future  cases  where  the  rates  are 
thus  pledged  for  the  payment  of  dividends, 
the  local  governing  bodies  should  be  em- 
powered to  raise  on  behalf  of  the  ratepayers 
the  capital  necessary  for  the  construction  of 
the  Railway"  {Tlie  0*Conor  Don)  v.  [219] 
315;  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
&c. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

[See  title  Sligo^  Leitrim,  and  Northern 
Counties  Railway  Bill] 


Ireland  —  Registration  of  Parliamentary 
Voters 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amending 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Par- 
liamentary Voters  in  Ireland,  with  a  view  to 
facilitate  the  registration  of  persons  entitled 
to  the  frjincbise,  and  to  prevent  frivolous  ob- 
jections ;  and  to  report  thereon  "  (Mr. 
Mddon)  May  19,  [219]  529  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  June  2,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  D.  Plunket  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Maxwell  Close, 
Mr.  Downing,  Mr.  Kavanagh,  Mr.  Law,  Mr. 
Charles  Lewis,  Mr,  Meldon,  Mr.  Mulholland, 
Mr.  O'Shaughnessy,  Mr.  William  Shaw,  Mr. 
Richard  Smyth,  and  Colonel  Taylor 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  3 

(Pari,  F.  1^0. ^U^ 


Ireland — Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  in, 

on  Sunday 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  Law  which  pro- 
hibits the  sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  in  Scotland  ought  to  be  extended  to 
Ireland  "  ( Mr,  Richard  Smyth)  v.,  [2 1 8]  1991 : 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  4o. :" 
after  debate,  Question  put;  A.  201,  N.  110; 
M.91 

Ireland — The  National  Education  Commis- 
sioners—  Callan  Schools 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houw, 
the  action  taken  by  the  Irish  Commissioners 
for  Education  in  reference  to  the  Callan 
Schools  has  been  marked  with  inoonsistency, 
and  has  not  been  in  conformity  with  pre- 
cedents or  with  the  spirit  of  its  regalatlons '* 
{Mr,  William  Cartwright)  June  2,  [219]  8«7 

Amendt.  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  "  That," 
and  add  "  this  House,  without  expressing  any 
approval  of  the  conduct  of  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland  in  origin- 
ally dismissing  Mr.  O'Keeffe  from  the  office 
of  Manager  of  the  Callan  Schools,  is  of 
opinion,  having  regard  to  the  coarse  taken  by 
the  Board  since  the  adoption  of  the  Rule  of 
July  1873,  and  to  the  existing  arrangemeoti 
for  the  management  of  the  Schools,  that  there 
does  not  at  present  exist  any  sufficient  ground 
for  the  interference  of  Parliament"  {Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  v. ;  Question  proposed, 
••  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  long  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  118.  N.  206 ;  M.  88 

Words  added ;    main    Question,   as   amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 


Ireland — See  title  Parliamentary/  Relations 
{Great  Britain  and  Ireland) — Home 
Rule 

Irish  Church  Act  (Commutation) 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
a  Return  of  the  number,  names,  and  preseot 
residences  or  living  of  Clergymen  and  Eccle- 
siasiics  of  whatever  grade  in  the  Irish  Church 
who  up  to  the  end  of  July,  1874,  have,  under 
the  Irish  Church  Act,  commuted  and  com- 
pounded ;  stating  the  annual  value  of  their 
livings,  the  amount  of  commutation  agreed 
on,  and  the  amount  of  composition  paid  in 
each  case  "  {Mr.  Edward  Jenkins)  August  1, 
[221]  1107 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  the 
words   "  and  compounded "  {Mr,    Attomty 
General  for  Ireland);  Question  put,  "That 
the  words  '  and  compounded  '  stand  part  of 
the  Question  ;"  A.  22,  N.  60  ;  M.  28 
Another   Amendt.   made,  by    leaving  out  the 
words  "  and  the  amount  of  composition  paid 
in  each  case,"  and  after  the  word  "  livings,'* 
inserting  the  word  "  and  " 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 
Return  ordered,  "  of  the  number,  names,  and 
present  residences  or  livings  of  Clergymen 
and   Ecclesiastics  of  whatever  grade  in  the 
Irish  Church  who  up  to  the  end  of  July, 
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IrUh  Church  Act  (Commii/a^um)— 'Cont. 

1874,  haye,  under  the  Irish  Church  Act, 
oommated  ;  stating  the  annual  value  of  their 
livings,  and  the  amount  of  commutation 
agreed  on 


Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission — 

Attdit  of  Accounts 
Moved,  "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  House, 
that  careful  attention  should  be  paid  to  the 
Report  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Gene- 
ral upon  the  Accounts  of  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalities  Commission"  {Sir  John  Gray) 
July  27,  [22 1 ]  709  ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 


Irish  Land  Act  (1870)  Extension  BiU 

{The  0*Dotioghue,  Sir   Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr, 

Jamet  Barclay,  Mr,  Herbert) 

c.  Ordered  •  Mar  25 

Bill  withdrawn  •  June  23  [BUI  47] 


Irish  Peerage 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Iler  Majesty's  consent 
to  a  Bill  being  introduced  limiting  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  in  so  far  as  it  relates 
to  the  creation  of  Irish  Peerages,  as  provided 
by  the  Act  of  Union  ( The  Lord  Inchiquin) 
June  12,  [219]  1476;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

[See    title   Parliament — Representative 
Peers  of  Scotland] 


Irish  Beproductive  Loan  Fond  Bill 

(Mr,  miliam  Henry  SmitJi,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  June  29  [Bill  183] 

Read2''*/u/y3l 

Committee ;  Report  Au(^t  I,  [221]  1103 

Moved,  "  That  tho  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
taken  into  Considera'tion  "  August  3,  1223 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  "upon 
this  day  three  months "  (Mr.  Downing) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  *  now,'  Ac. ; " 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  con- 
sidered 

Read  3*»  •  August  4 
/.  Read  \^*  [The  Lord  President)  Auqust  4 

(No.  233) 

Read  2*  ^  ;  Committee  negatived  August  5 

Read  8»**  August  6 

Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  &  38  Viet.  0,  80] 


Isaac,  Mr.  S.,  Nottingham 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 
2R.  Amendt.  [219]  1318 


Jacksox,  Iklr.  H.  M.,  Coventry 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

c/.  4,  [221]  595 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [aao]  1230 


James,  Sir  H.,  Taunton 

Colonial  Office— Official  Staff,  [221]  704 
Controverted  Elections  (Ireland) — Mr.  Justice 

Lawson,  Res.  [218]  1897 
County  Courts,  2R.  [221]  1107 
Endowed  Schools  Acts    Amendment,  Cooun. 

cl  1.  [221]  537 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R..  [221]  738  ; 

Comm.  Schedule,  1020 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,    kc),    Comm. 

cl.  15,  [220]  335 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.[2i8]  555 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  9,  Amendt. 

[219]  1114  ;  Consid.  cl.2,  1696  ;  el.  26, 1730  ; 

cl.  13,  [220]  104,  105, 109 
Judicature  Act,  [219]  1158 
Judicature  Bills — Postponement,  [221]  763) 
Juries.  2R.  [218]  972  :  Comm.  cl.   2,   [219] 

285  ;   cl.  4,  ib.  ;   cl.  5,  286,  288,  289,  290  ; 

d.  29,  293 :  cl.  50,  298 ;  cl.  53,  676  ;  cl.  77, 

805,  807 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1258 
Municipal  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Assessors), 

2R.  [219]  594 
Parliament,  Houses  of —Light  in  Clock  Tower, 
[218]  926 
Now  Writ— Borough  of  Stroud,  [218]  1934 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

300 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

2R.  [218]  1339  ;— Withdrawal  of  BiU,  [221] 

132 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Consid.  el,  8,  [221] 

1065 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,   Comm.  cl.  4,   Amendt  [221] 

160,  162 ;  cl.  5,  Amendt.  163  ;  d.  12,  172, 

705 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sus- 
pension, 2R.  [221]    1039;    Comm.    el.    2, 

Amendt.  1223 


James,  Mr.  W.  H.,   Gateshead 

Endowed  Schools   Acts   Amendment,    Comm. 

[221]  341 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  104  ;  Comm. 

999:  cl.  28,  Amendt.  1186.  1187;  Consid. 

cl,  26,  1726 
Supply — Ileuses  of  Parliament,  [218]  1135 


Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Penrgn,  Sfc, 

Egypt— Duty  on  Coal,  [221]  1333 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  358 
Post    Office — Peninsular  and  Oriental   Steam 
.  Navigation    Company,    Contract    with, 

[221]  393 
West  India  Mails,  [220]  698 
Post  Office— West  India  Mail  Contract,  Res . 
[221]  1302  ;    Amendt.  1303,  1306 


Jenkins,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Asbantee  War,  [218]  486 
Canada,  Dominion  of  —  Canadian    Ministry, 
[320]  606 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  [218]  403 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [220]  1183  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 
[aai]  651, 678 
Colonial  AoU,  [219]  1560,  1562 


JEN       JOH  {GENEEAL    INDEX)        JOH       KAV 

218— 319— 320— 221. 


JsNKiifS,  Mr.  E.— cont 

Friendly  Societies.  [219]  1677 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  146 

Irish  Church  Act  (Commutation),  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [221]  1107,  1110 
Irish  Church  Representative  Body,  [219]  614 
Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commission — Audit 

of  Accounts,  [22 i]  619,  622 
Mauritius—Coolies,  The,[li8]  1180 
Merchant   Ships  (Measurement  of  Tonnage), 

2R.  [219]  1222 
Natal— Kaffir  Outbreak,  The  Late,  [218]  266 
Newfoundland — Telegraph  Monopoly,  [219]  622 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

d06 
Reunion,    Island  of— British    Indian   Coolies, 

[220]  226 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1647 

Jenkinson,  Sir  G.  S.,  Wiltshirey  N. 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  [218]  582 
Endowed   Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

el,  l,[22i]  514,537 
Intoxicatinfir  Liquors,  Coram,  cl.  2,  [219]  1065, 

1078,  1081  ;  Amendt.  1084  ;  add.  d,  1198  ; 

Consid.  [220]  91,  94  ;  cl.  4,  Amendt.  95,  97 
Malt  Tax,  Res.  [218]  1039,  1041 
Metropolis  —  Thames  Embankment  —^  Access 

from  the  Strand,  [218]  632 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1407  ;  [220]  873,  874 
Suez  Canal — Navigation,  Suspension  of,  [218] 

714,  1096,  1182 
Supply — Local    Assessments  —  Relief  of  the 

Poor,  [220]  478 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Extinction  of— Legislation, 

[218]  631 
Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [219]  606  ;  Comm. 

el.  3,  Amendt.  [220]  180,  184,  186,  641,647, 

648,  650  ;  Amendt.  663,  654,  666,  660,  664 
Ways  and  Means — County  Police,  [219]  271 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[218]  680  ;  Amendt.  1069 

Jervis,  Colonel  H.  J.  W.,  Harwich 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Indian  Officers,  Retirement  of,  [220]  1521; 

[221]  1,  208 
Landguard  Fort,  [218]  983 
Majors  of  Artillery  Serving  in  India,  [221] 

299 
Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnanoo  Corps  [Com- 
pensation], [221]  207 
East  India  Company,  Pensions  to  Officers  of 

the  late,  [220]  1473, 1622 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [219]  1067, 
1076  ;  Consid.  cl.  26, 1726 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 

Ashantee  Expedition — Captain  Niven,  [219]  72 

Garrison  at  Prahsu,  [218]  1841 
Factories    (Health  of    Women,   die),   Comm. 

cl.  4,  [220]  319,  323 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

ol,  4,  Amendt.  [220]  210 
Ireland— Tyrone— Coal  Island,  Disturbance  at, 

[218]  336 
Parliament— Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  148 
Ways  and  Means— County   Lunatic  Asylums 

(Ireland),  [219]  71 


Johnstone,  Sir  H.,  Scarborough 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

cl.  1,  [221]  511 

218]  Intoxicating  Liqaors,  Leave,  1247 

219]  Comm.  998  ;  cl.  2,   Amendt.    1037.   1030, 

.     1064.  1066;  cl.  6,  1107.  1108;  el.  7,  1109; 

.     cl.  16,  1178  ;c/.  19,  1180;  Consid.  d.  26, 

.     1787 

220]  91  ;  cl.  4,  96  ;  el,  37,  Amendt.  173 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cL  6,  [asi] 
233,  234  ;  d,  7,  249 

Joint' Stock  Companies — Provident  Saving* 
Banks — Legislation 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  Ancwer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  AprU  24,  [218]  1004 

Jones,  Mr.  J.,  Carmarthenshire 
Criminal  Law— Countess  De  CiTry,  Raleaie  of 

the,  [318]  349 

Judicature  Act — See  title  Law  and  Justice 
Juries  Bill 

(Mr.  Lopes,  Mr,  Oregcry,  Mr.  Ooldnep) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •   Mar  20  [BiU  18] 

218]  Read  2«,  after  debate  April  23,  964 
219]  Committee — b.p.  May  14,  285 
.  Committee — b.p.  May  21,  671 
.  Committee— B. p.  June  1,  802 

Committee  • — b.p.  June  2 
.  Committee ;  Report  June  15,  1663  [Bill  140] 
220]  Question,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Lopes /t(/i/  14,  1624 
Bill  withdrawn  •/w/y  SO 

Jnries  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Sir  Michael 

Eicks-Beach) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  I'' ^  June  16  [Bill  153] 

Read  2°  •  June  18 

Committee  •;  Report  June  19 

Read  3°  •  June  22 
I.  Read  l*^  (The  Lord  President)  June  23 

(No.  131) 

Read  2*  ^  ;  Committee  negatived  June  26 

Read  3»  •  June  29 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  &  38  VicL  c.  28] 

Karslake,  Sir  J.  B.,  Huntingdon 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cl.  26,  [219]  1734 ; 

cl21,  [220]  116,  119 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  73,  [219]  803 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer.  2R.  [220]  1256 
Supreme    Court   of  Judicature     Act    (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  153  ;  cl,  2,  158 

Kavanagh,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Carlow  Co. 

Cattle — Importation  of  Infected,  [220]  223 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) — Report  of  Com- 
mittee (1873).  [s2o]591 
Ireland — Dunmore  Harbour,  [218]  481 
Irish   Railways — Acquisition   and    Control  of. 

Res.  [218]  1307 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [219]  533, 
541 
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Kay-Shu'itlewobth,  Mr.  IT.  J.,  Hdstin^i 

EduoatioQ  Department — AdduaI   Eleport,  [218] 

1495  ;— Rerised  Code,  Res.  1707, 1735 
Elementarj  Schools,  Extra  Sabjeots  in,  Rm. 

[218]  1540 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

1677;    Comm.  el,  1,  [221]  504,  506,  509; 

d,  2,  Amendt.589  ;  ci.  8,  646  ;  add.  cLQiS  ; 

Preamble,  650 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d.  3,  [219]  1031  ; 

Conaid.  a.  27,  [220]  117,127 
Merchant   Shipping  Survey,  2R.   Motion   for 

Acyoumment,  [220]  881 
Metropolis — Dwelliogs  of  Working  People,  Res. 

[218]  •1943,  1977,  1987 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1352 
PriTate  Bill  Legislation — New  Standing  Orders, 

[221]  964 
Sopply— Public  Education,  [219]  1652 

Kennawat,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonshire,  JE. 
Xndowed    Schools   Acts    Amendment,  Comm. 

[221]  407, 409 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1009, 

1090;  cl.  9,  Amendt.   1112,  1114;  Consid. 
.     d.  26,  1714 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing)  Act  (1872), 

[219]  853 
Lrases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [219] 

544 
Monastic  and  Conventual    Institutions,   Res. 

Amendt  [219]  1512;  [221]  298 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  c/.  6,  [221] 

235  :  Consid.  cl.  6,  1048 
Supply — British  Museum,  [220]  448 


Kensinoton,  Lord,  Haverfordwest 

Parliament — New  Writs,  Issue  of,  [218]  1845, 
1928 

£estev£17,  Lord 

Rating,  2R.  [221]  284 

Ejmbekley,  Earl  of 

Ashantee  Wai^-Grant  to  the  Forces,  [218!  1258 
Cape  Colony — Natal,  Disturbance  in,  [219]  1666 
Colonial  Clergy,  2R.  [218]  1806 
Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals — Regulations 

Ibr  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [220J  131 ; 

[321]  199 
Factories  (Health    of  Women,  &c.),  Comm. 

cl.  12,  [220]  1620 
Fiji    Islands— Cession  to   the  British  Crown, 

[221]  192 
Gold  Coast,  Affairs  of  the,  [219]  170 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),  2R.  [220]  67 
India  Councils,-.Comm.  [219]  1263 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [220]  694 ;  Comm. 

add.  cl.  1190  ;  cL  3,  1198,  1200,  1204,  1208  ; 

d.  11,  1211  ;  el.  12,  t5.,  1212  ;  el.  14,  1213  ; 

d.  33, 1216 ;  Report,  el.  82,  1612 
Malay  Peninsula,  Address  for  Correspondence, 

[219]  476  ;— Sir  Harry  Ord,  600  ;  [220]  1060 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  9,  [219] 

1148  ;  Report,  cL8,  [220]  l44 
Rating,  2R.  [221]  274 
WUd  Birds  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  288 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.  [aao]  986 


KiNOScoTE,    Lieut.-Colonel  B.  N.    F., 
Gloucestershire  f  W. 
Dean  Forest,  Motion  for  a  Conunittee,  [2 18]  929 
Gloucester—Outbreak  of  Small-Pox,  [220]  1082 

KiNNAiRD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 

Acheen— Treaty  of  1819,  [218]  1589 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1184 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  (1871)  Repeal, 

2R.  [220]  1325 
East  India  ReTcnue  Accounts,  Comm.  [221] 

1210 
Egypt — Consular  Jurisdiction  and  Sues  Canal* 

[220]  520 
Endowed    Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

d.  4,  [221]  606 
Honduras — Minister  Plenipotentiary,  [219]  615 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1355 
Monastic  and  ConTontual  Institutions,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [221]  832 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  Res.  [219] 

1290 
Navy_.H.M.S.  "  London,"  [218]  410 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Consid.  cl.  7,  [221] 

1057;  3R.  1169 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  579 
Supply—Dr.  LiTingstone,  Family  of  the  Late, 

[221]  827 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [218]  1200 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1643 

Knatohbxtll-Httoessex,  Eight  Hon.  £. 

H.,  Sandwich 
Ashantee  War—Captain  GloTor,  [218]  986 
Fiji  Islands — Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1292 
Gold  Coast,  [219]  392 
Gold  Coast,  SlATery  on  the.  Res.  [220]  620 
Hertford  College  (Oxford),  [219]  481 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  c/.  2,  [219]  1020, 

1068,  1074,   1083,  1087,  1090  ;  d.  9.  1113; 

Consid.   cl.   26,    1717,    1719,   1739;    [220] 

77  ;  Amendt.  86,  88,  93 ;  cl.  8,  102  ;  d.  13, 

109 
Juries,  Comm.  d.  77,  Motion  for  reporting 

Progress,  [219]  808 
Mercantile  Marine — Lifeboat  for  Dungeness, 

[221]  1334 
Natal — Native  Tribes,   Recent    Outbreak  of, 

[219]  618,  1155;  [221]  1033 
Parliament — Order  of  Public  Business,  [221] 

4,6 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [21 8]  284 
Public   Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1367, 

1440  ;  Comm.  cl.  8,  [221]  253  ;  3R.  1154 
Supply — Salaries  of  Colonial  GoTemors,  [220] 

469 
West  African  SettlemenU,  Res.  [218]  1603 

KiaoHTLEY,  Sir  R.,  Northamptonshire,  S. 
Parliament — Count-out,  The  late,  [219]  1303 

Order  of  Business,  [221]  12 
West  African   Settlements,  Res.    Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [218]  1663 

BInowles,  Mr.  T.,   Wig  an 
Coal  Mines  Abroad — State  Ownership,   [220] 

1517 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  d.  3,  [220]  663 
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land  Titles  and  Transfer  [Salaries,  ^(?.] 
Resolution  in  Coramittee  ^  July  16 
Resolution  reported  July  17 


Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Army — Boxer-Sbrapnel  Shell,  The,  [219]  U94, 
1495 

Armj  and  Militia,  Address  for  Returns,  [219] 
744 

Army  —  Militia  Recruiting,  Address  for  Re- 
turns, [218]  225 

Arm/ — Recruiting,  Address  for  Correspond- 
ence, [220]  500,  503 

Railways,  Ireland — Guarantees  from  County 
Rates,  [218]  1403 

Lauderdale,  Earl  of 

Ashantee  War — Grant  to  the   Forces,  [218] 

1255 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  3 R.  [219]  832; 

Comm.  cl.  3,  1253 
Gold  Coast — Future  Policy  ot  the  Goyemment, 

[218]  397,  398 
NaTy — Cadets,  Admission  of,  [219]  1474 
State  of  the,  [218]  210,  218,  221 

Law  and  Justice 
Supreme  Court  of  Jttdicaturc  (JtuUs  and  Regu- 

lttions),{P,  P.  3i8) 
Judicature  and  Appeal  —  Irish  and  Scotch 
Appeals,  Question,  Sir  George  Bowyer ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  4,  [218]  1581 ; 
Question,  Sir  George  Bowyer  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  5,  1676 

Judicature  Act 

Alteration  of  the  Circuits,  Question,  Mr.  Rath- 
bone  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  July  23, 
[221]  556 

Redistribution  of  Circuits  (England),  Question, 
Mr.  Charley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
August  4,  [221]  1258 

The  Rules,  Question,  Sir  Henry  James ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  June  8,  [219] 
1158;  Question,  Sir  George  Bowyer;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  June  11,  1403 

Bills  of  Side  Anioidment  Bill — County  Courts 
Bill,  Questions,  Sir  Uenry  James,  Mr. 
Roebuck ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
Augusts,  [221]  1152 

Judicature  Commission — Additional  Report  on 

Iribunals     of    Commerce,    Question,     Mr. 

Whitwell ;    Answer,    Mr.    Assbeton    Cross 

Mar  27,  [218]  349  ;  July  31,  [221]  1032 

Third  Report      .  .    [957, 957-1] 

Fourth  Renort     .         .         .     [984.  984-IJ 

Judicature  {Ireiand)  Bill,  Question,  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  1,  [218]  1495  ;  Question, 
Mr.  McCarthy  Downing ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
llioks-Beach  July  13,  [220]  1523 ; — Irish 
Judicial  System,  Questions,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Sherlock,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Disraeli  July  30,  [221]  966 

The   Judicature    Act,    1873  —  Postponement, 

Question,  Mr.  Watkin  Williams;    Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  AprU  21,  [218]  924 

[See  titles  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Act  (1873)  Amendment  BiU^CouH  of 

Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill] 

leofU. 


Law  and  Justice — cont. 

Patent  Laws  —  Legislation,  Question,  Mr. 
Cawley;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
July  21,  [221]  391 

The  Magistracy 

Commission  of  the  Peace — Precedency,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.    Evelyn    Ashley  ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Assbeton  Cross  Jidy  9,  [220]  1350 
Leicester  Borough  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr. 

A.  M' Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 

August  4,  [221]  1256 
Magistracy,    Worcester    City,   Question,    Mr. 

Sberriff;    Answer,     Mr.    Assbeton     Cross 

July  14,  [220]  1621 
Public    Prosecutors  —  Legislation,    Question, 

Sir  EardlcT  WiUnot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 

Cross  April  22,  [218]  957 
Rochester  City  Bench,  Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid ; 

Answer,  'Mr,  Assbeton  Cross  Jtdy  30,  [221] 

975;  iiti^^^S,  1149 


Law,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Londonderry,  Co, 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1267 
Endowed   Schools   Acts    Amendment,  Comm. 

cl.  4,  [221]  597    (See  also  Appendix) 
Ireland — Phoenix  Park  Riots,  [219]  1118 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  911 
Und  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1251 
Supply — Charitable  Donations    and    Bequests 
OflBce,  Ireland,  [219]  349 
Report— 8th    Resolution — Secret   Service, 
[219]  451 

Lawrence,  Lord 

Education  Department,  [220]  604 

India — Bengal  Famine,    Address  for   Papers, 

[218]  1090 
India  Councils,  3R.  [219]  1580 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  Schedule,  [220] 

1220 
Slaughterhouses,  dtc.  Comm.  [221]  385 

Lawrence,  Alderman  Sir  J.  C,  Lambeth 

Civil  Service  Writers,  [218]  281 

Juries,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [219]  289  ;  cl.  29,  Amendt. 

292 
Metropolis — Working  People's  Dwellings,  Res. 

[218]  1973 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1353 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Amendt.  [218]  1055 
Western  Australia — Emigration,  [218]  ]1411 


Lawsox,  Sir  W.,   Carlisle 

Army — Aldershot,  Military  Outrage  at,  [221] 
1411,1424 
Aylesford,    Lord,    and    the    Warwickshire 
Yeomanry  Cayalry,  [220]  70 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  Amendt.  [218] 

454 
Crystal  Palace — Licensing  Act,  [218]  1580  ; — 
(Spirituous    Liquors    License),    Motion    for 
Papers,  2022,  2023,  2024 
Factories  (Health   of   Women,  &o.),  Comm. 

add.  cl.  [220]  338 
Fiji  IsUnds — Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1295 
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Lawson,  Sir  W. — cont. 

Gold  Coast — Policj  of  the  GoYernment,  [219] 

272.  273,  312 
Gold  Coast,  Slavery  on  the,  Res.  [220]  621 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  [218]  486,  717  ;  Leave, 
1249  ;  2R.  [219]  148.  622  ;  Consid.  cl  27, 
[220]  120  :  8R.  Amendt.  229 

Parliament — Derby  Day — Adjoamment  of  the 
House,  [219]  854 
Public  Business,  [220]  228 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1407 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,   2R.  [220]  2, 

25,  37,  39 
Public  Worship  Regulation  [Consolidated  Fund, 

^.],  Comm.  [221]  913 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  570 
Supply — Dr.  Livingstone — Family  of  the  late, 
[221]  827 
H.R.H.  The  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  Marriage 

of,  [221]  827 
Salaries  of  Colonial  Governors,  [220]  464 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[218]  693 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  Amendt.  [218] 

1597,  1663,  1664 
Zanxibar,  SulUn  of,  [221]  1258 


Leabmonth,  Colonel  A.,  Colchester 
Army — Medical  OfiBcers  on  the  Gold   Coast, 
[2i2i]  970 
Medical  Warrant,  1873,  [221]  971 
Criminal  Law — Sentence  on  a  Cabman,  [221] 

1406 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1024, 

1083 
Sanitary    Laws    Amendment,    Comm.    cl.    6, 
Amendt.  [220]  1495 


Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates  Bill 

(^Mr.  Gregory,  Sir  John  KcMuiway,  Mr,  Lopes) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  20  [Bill  8] 

Read  2°,  after  short  debate  May  20,  [219]  542 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  2 

Considered  *  June  5 

Read  3°  •  June  8 
h  Read  !»•  (Lord  Chelmsford)  June  9  (No.  93) 

Moved,  "  That    the    Bill    be   now  read   2' " 
July  2,  [220]  855 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now/')  and  insert 
(♦•  this  day  three  months  ")  ( The  Marquess  of 
Bath) ;  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  original  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2» 

Committee  •  July  3 

Report*  July  7 

Read  3«  •  July  9 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [37  A  38  Vict.  0.  33] 


Leatham,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Suddersfield 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1170 
Endowed   Schools  Acts   Amendment,   Comm. 

[221]  343 
Endowed  Schools.  Commission,  [219]  481 
Endowed  Schools — Legislation,  [219]  1156 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [320]  1431 


Lebman,  Mr.  G.,  Tark 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Conaid.  [220]  83 ;  d  27, 

119, 121 
Livingstone,  Dr.  [219]  69 

IiEFEYitE,  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Reading 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  [218] 
1690 
Railway  Inspector! — Captain  Tyler,  [219] 
334 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

[221]  350:  e2.  4,  596,646 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cL  2,  [219]  1095 ; 
eU  12,  1174;    Consid.  el.  3.  1695;  d.  26, 
1725, 1729, 1741 ;  el.  18,  [220]  107  ;  d.  27, 
Amendt  118 
Merchant  Ships  (Measurement  of  Tonnage), 

2R.  [219]  1232 
Metropolis — ^Working  People's  Dwellingt,  Res. 

[218]  1975 
Navy— H.M.  Dockyards,  [218]  828,  895,  S43 
Navy  Estimates — I)ookyards,  ^.  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  [219]  429 
Naval  Stores,  [219]  440 
Steam  Machinery,  &q.  [219]  447 
Wages,  Ao.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [218] 
1461, 1478,  1479 
Supply — Ashantee  Expedition,  [218]  199 

Legal  Departments  Commission — l%e  Re- 
port 
Question,  Mr.  Trevelyan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross  April  37,  [218]  1180 
Report [949] 

Legal  Practitioners  Bill 

{Mr.  Charley,  Mr.  Charles  Leune) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»*  Mar  20  [Bill  24] 

Read  2^,  after    short  debate    July  8,   [220] 
1271 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  16 

Considered  •  July  17 

Read3°*/u/y  20 
I.  Read  1»  •  July  21  (No.  190) 

Leoard,  Sir  0.,  Scarborough 

Criminal  Law — Alleged  Man-and-Dog  Fight  at 

Hanley,  [220]  1354  ;  [221]  554 
Parliamentary  Relations  (Great   Britain  and 

Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Res.  [220]  761 

Leigh,  Lieut.'Coloiiel  Egerton,   Cheshire 

Mid 
Army — Cavalry  Horses,  [218]  1834 
Coal   Mines  —  Astley   Deep   Pit  (Dokinfleld), 

Explosion  at.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [221] 

780 
Criminal  Law — Assaults  on  Women  and  Chil- 
dren, [221]  624 
Criminal  Law — Assaults  on  Women,  Res.  [219] 

396,  899 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  4c.),  Comm.  cl,  4, 

[220]  327 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [219]  1026  ; 

cl.8,  1110;  ci.O,  1114;  Consid.  cl.  26,  1728 
Malaria— The  "Eucalyptus  Globulus,"  [220] 

697 
Post  Office — Savings  Bank  Department,  [220] 

155 
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LiioH,  Lieut.-Colonel  E^rton — eonL 

PriiODS  Act — Education  in  Prisons,  [219]  309 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl,  6,  [221] 

235  ;  el,  7,  239 
Supply — New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices, 

[218]  1144 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  3,  [220]  650, 

659  :  el.  4,  666 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [218]  1200 

liBiTH,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Aberdeen 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1184 ; 

Comm.  el.  3,  [221]  690  ;  Amendt.  701 ;  el.  7, 

841 ;  Consid.  el.  3,  1096 
Supreme    Court    of  Judicature    Act   (1873) 

Amendment,  Omm.  el.  12,  [221]  170 
Ways  and  Means — Local  Taxation— Lunatics, 

[218]  987 

liXiTRnc,  Earl  of 

Ireland—  Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties 
Railway,  Motion  for  Re-oomm.  [219]  308 

liBNWOX,    Lord    H.    G.    C.    G.    (First 
Commissioner  of  Works),  Chichester 
Bank  Holidays— Battersea  Park,  [221]  974 
Chelsea  Bridge  and  Battersea  Park,  [221]  120 
Hampton  Court  Park,  [218]  1097 
Metropolis — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Abbey  and   Palace  at  Westminster,  [218] 

1591 
Abingdon  Street,  Vacant  Land  in,  [218] 

814 
Betbnal  Green  Museum,  [218]  542 
Bow  Street  Police  Court,  [221]  1151 
Burlington  House,  Colonnade  of,  [221]  1333 
Hamilton  Place,  [220]  1081 
Hyde  Park  and  Kensington  Gardens,  [218] 

818 
Hyde  Park  Comer,  [218]  348 :  [221]  1147 
Knigbtsbridge  Barracks,  [221]  1422 
National  GaUery— New  Building,  [218]  541, 

629 
New  Courts  of  Justice,  [218]  346,  628; 

[220]  1349 
New  Public  Offices,  [220]  1081 
Parliament  Street  —  New  Public  Offices, 

[218]  344 
Shelter  for  Riders  in  Hyde  Park,  [219] 

1156 
Victoria  Park— Bathing    Accommodation, 

[220]  1080 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [218]  1584  ; 
[220]  427 
Hetropolitan  Improyements — Grosrenor  Place, 

[219]  1154 
Ordnance  Surrey — Miscellaneous  Qoestiona 
Hertfordshire,  [218]  1926 
Merioneth,  [218]  1587 ;  [221]  300 
North  Wales,  [219]  852 
Salaries  of  Civil  ServanU,  [219]  394, 1269 
25-inoh  Scale,  [218]  816 
Parliament,   Houses  of— Light   in  the  Clock 
Tower,  [218]  926;  [220]  418 
New  Palace  of  Westminster — Fretooee  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  [220]  605  ; — Subway 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  [218]  817  ;— 
Watel^Glass  Pictures,  The,  [221]  1422 
Patent  Museum,  [221]  301 
Sdtnoe  and  Art— National  Gallery,  [218]  1928 


LiNNox,  Lord.  H.  6.  C.  G.  "^eont. 

Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  Ao.   [218] 

1145 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [218]  1135,  1136, 

1137 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [218]  1139 
New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices,  [218] 

1143 
New  Home  and  Colonial  Offices,  [218]  1138 
Post  Office   and    Inland    Revenue,  [218] 

1140 
PubUc  Buildings,  [218]  1134 
Royal  Palaces,  [218]  1132 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  [218] 

1133,  1134 
Wellington  Monument,  The,  [218]  1141. 


Leslie,  Mr.  J.,  M<maghan 

Municipal  PriTileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  954 


Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Landonderrt/ 

Ballot  Act,  [218]  370 

Board  of  Works  (Ireland)— Loans  under  the 

Land  Act.  [220]  227 
Customs,  The — Statistical  Department,  [220] 

72 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

d.  4,  [221]  603,608 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  742  ; 

Comm.  983 
Foyle  College,  Comm.  [221]  381 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [218]  246  496;  Res.  [220] 

1016,  1018 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1028. 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

c/.  Il,[22o]341  :  cl.l2,  999;  Amendt.  1001, 

1002  ;  add.  el.  1013 
Juries,  Comm.  el.  53,  [219]  300 
Legal  Practitioners,  2R.  [220]  1281 
Municipal  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Assessors), 

2R.  [219]  594 
National     School    Teachers    (Ireland),    Res. 

[219]  1288 
Parliament — Launceston  New  Writ,  [220]  511 
New  Writ — Borough  of  Stroud,  Amendt. 

[2 18]  1929, 1943 
Public  Business,  [221]  637 
Parliamentary  Elections   Act  (1868) — Boston 

Election,  [220]  1472 
Parliamentary  Elections — Returning   Officers, 

2R.  [218]  1340 
Post  Office — Telegraphic    Messages,    Charges 

for,  [218]  389 
Supply — Charitable   Donations   and   Bequests 
Office,  Ireland,  [219]  350 
Legal  Expenses,  Ireland,  [219]  366 
Supreme    Court   of    Judicature    Act   (1873) 
•Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  147  ;  <;^.  2, 158 


Lewis,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Carlow 
Army — Carlow — Quartering  of  Troops,  [219] 
1163 
Kilmainham  Hospital,  [218]  483,  494,  537 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)   Act— "Flag  of 

Ireland"  Newspaper,  [218]  1549 
Poor  Law  (Scotland) — Catholic    Inmates  of 
Workhouses,  [220]  421 
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Local  OoYemment  Board's  Frovisioiial 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  4)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lard  Wcdsingham) 

I.  Presented  ;    read  1*  ** ;   and  referred    to    the 
Examiners  June  1 1  (No.  97) 

Read  2^*  June  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26 

Read3»*/M/y2 
e.  Read  !<>•  (Mr.  Clare  Read)  July  6    [Bill  194] 

Read  2**  •  July  7 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  16 

Reads**  Juiy  17 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  30   [37  d(  38  Viet.  o.  olii] 

Local  GoYemment   Provisional   Orders 

Bill    {Mir.  Clare  Read,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !**•  Mar  30  [Bill  62] 

Read2«>*  Mar  Z\ 

Committee** ;  Report  April  14 

Read3»*4»n7l6 
L  Read  \^*{The  Lord  Steward)  April  16 

Read  2»  •  ApHl  23  (No.  26) 

Committee** ;  Report  April  24 

Read3**i4;>rt7  27 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [37  Vict.  c.  i] 

Local   OoYemment   Provisional   Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Clare  Read,  Mr.  SelaWr-Booth) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  May  16  [Bill  1 12] 

Read  2»*  Jfay  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  4 

Read  3«  •  June  5 
I  Read  1*  •  {Lord  WalHngham)  June  8  (No.  93) 

Read  2^  *  June  16 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  18 

Read  3»  • /ttfkf  19 

Rojal  Assent  June  30    [37  di  38  Vict.  c.  ziz] 

Local  Government  Board  (Lreland)  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  Bill    [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !*•  May  21  (No.  76) 

Read  2' **Jun«  12 

Committee  *  July  10 

Report  **/tt/y  13 

Read  8*  •Juiy  14 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  223) 

c.  Read  !«•  {Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  July  16 

Read  2°  •  July  17  [Bill  207] 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  27 

Re-committed  to  a  Select  Committee  •  July  28 

Considered  *  July  31 

Read  3*  •  August  1 
/.  Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  clxzxvi] 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  5)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Walsingham) 

I,  Presented ;    read    1*  • ;    and  referred   to  the 
Examiners  June  12  (No.  99) 

Read  2*  •  June  18 

Committee  ^July  7 

Report  •  July  10 

Read3»*  July  14 
e.  Read  1«  •  {Mr.  Clare  Read)  July  16  [BUI  209] 

Read  2^  ^  July  17 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  27 

Read  3°  •  July  28 
/.  Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  clzzxii] 


Local  Taxation — See  title  Rating 

LooKE,  Mr.  J.,  Southwarh 

Army — Channel  Islands  Militia,  [221]  1332 
Building  Act  of  1844— Legislation,  [218]  406 
Channel  Islands,  The — Arrest  for  Debt,  [221] 
762,  865 
Laws  of  Jersey — Report  of  the    Commis- 
sioners, [221]  1332 
Education   Department  —  Private   Adventure 

Schools,  [220]  1623 
Endowed   Schools   Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

cl.  1,  [221]  508,  518 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Leave,  [218]  1252  ;  2R. 

[219]  136  ;  Coram,  cl.  2,  1013,  1082, 1089  ; 

Consid.  [220]  92 
Irish  Church  Act  (Commutation),  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [221]  1108 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  2R.  [218]  402, 

404 
Museums,  Opening  of,  on  a  Sunday,  Res.  [219] 

527 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis),  211.  [221]  1373 
Parliamentary  Elections  ( Polling ),  2R.  [218] 

311 
Post  Office — Telegraphic  Communication  with 

the  Channel  Islands,  [218]  231 

Locomotives  on  Roads  Bill 

{Mr.  Cawley,  Mr.  Hick,  Mr.   Wykcham  Martin) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  April  23  [Bill  81] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

London,  Bishop  of 

Cathedrals  and  Churches,  Address  for  Returns, 

[220]  216 
Colonial  Clergy,  2R.  [218]  1806 
Intoxicating  Liquors,    Comm.   cl.  3,   Amendt. 

[220]  1192,  1109  ;  3R.  Amendt.  [221]  200 
Public    Worship    Regulation,  2R.    [219]   60  ; 

Comm.  c/.  8,  1 138  ;  Report,  cl.  8,  [220]  144  ; 

add.  cl.  151  ;    Commons  Amendts.  Consid. 

[221]  1238 

Longford,  Earl  of 

Army— Boxer- Shrapnel  Shell,  [219]  1492 
Army — Royal  Warrant.  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1890 
Crimea,  British  Cemeteries  in  the,  [221]  1396 

L0PE8,  Sir  M.,  Devon,  S. 

Navy — Haulbowline,  Works  at,  [220]  443 

LoPES,  ^Ir.  H.  C,  Frome 

Imprisonment   for  Debt,  2R.   Amendt.   [218] 

550 
Innkeepers  Liability,  2R.  [2 19]  265 
2i8]Juries,  2R.  961 

219]  Comm.  cl.  1,  Amendt.  285;  cl.  5,  287, 
.  288,  290  ;  cl.  7,  Amendt.  291  ;  el.  29,  293  ; 
.  cl.  42,  294  ;  cl.  50,  297,  300  ;  cl.  53,  301, 
.  672,  680 ;  cl.  U,  804  ;  cl.  77,  Amendt, 
.  805,  806,  807,  808  ;  el.  105,  Amendt.  1664 ;. 
.  add.  cl.  1665,  1666 
220]  1624 

Lenses  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [219" 

545 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2  R.  [218]  608 
Supply— Post  Office  Sorrices,  [219]  1658 


LOT       LOW 
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LoTHiAK,  Marquess  of 
Parliament — Addreu  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  26 

Lough  Corrib  Navigation  Bill 

(Sir  Michael  Hieki-Beaeh,  Mr,  Attorney 
Oenerai  for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«>•  July  20  [Bill  218] 

Moved;  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  Judy  23, 
[221]  610 ;  after  short  debate,  Qnestion  pot ; 
A.  64,  N.  13 :  M.  33 ;  Bill  read  2* 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  27 

Read3«*yii^28 
I.  Read  l^^  (The  Lord  President)  July  80 

Read  2»*  August  3  (No.  207) 

Committee** ;  Report  August  i 

Read  3»  *  August  6 

Royal  Assent  August  7    [37  A  38  Viet.  0.  71] 


Lowe,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  London  Univer- 
sity 

Colonial  Office— Official  Staff,  [221]  702 

Education  Department — Revised  Uode,  Rei. 
[218]  1732 

Education,  Science,  and  Art — Minister  of  Edn- 
cation,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219]  1618 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 
2R.  [219]  1348 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
[221]  309 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  254 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  139,  148 ; 
Coram.  996  ;  Consid.  cl  26,  1711 

Parliament — Privilege— Committal  of  a  Mem- 
ber for  Contempt,  [218]  107 

Parliamentary  Relations  (Great  Britain  and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  947 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  Amendt. 
[221]  208.  220 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  1, 
[218]  679 

Wellington  Monument,  The,  [220]  428 


LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies),  York  City 
Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  [218]  585 
Canada     Dominion    of — Law   Officers  of  the 
Crown,  [218]  493 
Mercantile  Marine  Ensigns,  [219]  1055 
Pacific  Railway— Guarantee,  [218]  1180 
Cape   Coast   Castle — Alleged    Slave    Dealing, 

[220]  420 
Cape  of  Good  Ilope — Responsiblo  Government, 

[219]  700 
Colonial  Acts,  [219]  1561 
Colonies,  Cost  of— Return,  [218]  1586 
Courts   (Straits    Settlements),   Consid.    [220] 

480 
Dahomey,  Kingdom  of,  [220]  423 
Fiji  Islands,  Cession  of  the,  [218]  544; — An- 
nexation of,  [219]  1406 
Fiji  Islands  —  Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1287 
Gibraltar  and  Malta,  Church  in,  [220]  700 
Gold  Coast — Crown  Colony  on  the,  [220]  996 
Policy  of  the  Government,  [219]  272,  392 
Supplementary  Estimates,  [219]  618,  1168 
Gold  Coast— Slavery  on  the,  Res.  [220]  615, 621, 
622 

\WtiU 


LowTHiB,  Mr.  J.— 0Oii(. 

GKiatemaU — Oatnifeon  a  Britiih  Vioe-Coosiil, 

[219]  311 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),   Comm.  el  3, 

[219]  301 
Maclean,  Late  Governor — Despatehei  of,  [2 19] 

1163 
Malaria— The  "  Enoalyptos  GlobolaB,"  [220] 

697 

Maaritias— Oooliei,  The,  [218]  1180  ;— Magis- 
tracy, [220]  699 

Natal— Native  Tribes,  Recent  Outbreak  of, 
[218]  266  ;  [219]  618,  1155  ;  [221]  1033 

Newfoundland  —  Telegraph  Monopoly,  [219] 
622 

Singapore  Emigration  Act,  [218]  484 

South  Africa — Confederatioo  of  South  African 
Colonies,  [220]  299 

Spain— Sloop  "  Urk,"  The,  [318]  411 

Straits  Settlements,  [218]  1588 

Supply — Salaries  of  Colonial  Govemort,  [220] 
451 

West  African  Settlements,  Rea.  [218]  1655 

Western  Australia-^Emigration,  [218]  1411 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  W.,   Westmoreland 

Egypt — Alexandria  and  Ramlegfa  Railway  Cooi- 
pany,  [218]  628 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  Maidstone 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  [218]  574,  594 
Army — City  of  London  Volunteen — Artillery 

Company's  Drill  Ground,  Ree.  [221]  680 
Bank   Holidays — Whit   Monday — Law  Courts, 

[219]  478 
Education,    Science,    and    Art — Minister    of 

Education,   Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219] 

1621 
Elementary   Education  ( Compulsory    Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  817 
Elementary  Schools,  Extra  Snbjecti  in.  Res. 

[218]  1531 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

1666 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Comm.  Schedule, 

[221]  1031,  1024 
Factories  ( Health    of  Women,   Ac),   Comm. 

add.  cl.  [220]  337 
Gold  Coast — Services  on  the,  [221]  684 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [220]  1039 
India  —  Natural    History    Collections,    [218] 

1673 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [221]  641 
Supply — British  Museum,  [220]  447,  451 

Public  Education,  [219]  1651 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[218]  681  ;  Comm.  1052    ^ 


Lush,  Dr.  J.  A.,  Salisbury 

Army — Medical  Service,  [221]  759 

Ashantce  War — Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Foroes, 
[218]  427 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
cl.  4,  [221]  596 

Epping  Drainage  District,  [2 19]  621 ;  [220]  221 

Epping  Drainage  District,  Motion  for  Corres- 
pondence, [221]  764 

Factories  (health  of  Women,  dtc),  Comm. 
add.  c^[22o]  337 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  275 


LUS       MAO 


{SESSION    1874} 
ai8 — 319*390—221. 


MAC       MAC 


LuiH,  Dr.  J.  A.— eoftf. 

Ineome  Tax,  Rm.  [320]  1025 

Local  GoTernment  Board — Sanitary  Condition 
of  Epping  District,  [220]  321 

Medical  Officers  of  Health,  [218]  408 

Poor  Law— Case  of  the  Woman  Day,  [218] 
1834 

Post  Office — Rates  of  Postage  between  Eng- 
land and  Italy,  [221]  851 

Public  Health  Act — Fever  in  Marylebone,  [221] 
759 

Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  Comm. 
el,  10,  [221]  609 

Vaccination  Act  (1871)  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 
887 

Lyttelton,  Lord 

Education  Department,  [220]  603 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 
1124 

Endowed  Schools  —  Combe's  School,  Crew- 
kerne,  Scheme  for.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[218]  1578 

Endowed  Schools  Commission,  [218]  1492 

Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 
for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1572 

Endowed  Schools — Gelligaer,  Address  to  the 
Queen,  [218]  1920 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [219]  925  ; 
Report,  add,  el.  [320]  149  ;  3  R.  390 

MoAbthtjb,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Cape  Colony — Boundary  at  Delagoa  Bay,  [221] 

1403 
Fiji  Islands,  [221]  301 
Fiji  Islands  —  Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1264, 

1301 
Leicester  Borough  Magistrates,  [221]  1256 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  7,  [221] 

246 
South  Africa — Confederation  of  South  African 

Colonies.  [220]  298 
Supply — Salaries  of  Colonial  GoTcmors,  [220] 

474 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Lambeth 
Endowed   Schools   Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

[221]  302 
Fiji    Islands,    Cession  of  the,   [218]  544;  — 

Annexation  of,  [219]  1406 
Fiji  Islands — Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1264 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el,  2,  [219]  1011 
Museums,  Opening  of,  on  a  Sunday,  Res.  [219] 

518 
Navy — Admiralty  Surgeons — Medical  Officers' 

List  [218]  1586 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1637 


Macaktney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [231]  1263 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 

1313 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1269 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  741 ; 

Comm.  d.  2,  1014 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,    4c.),  Comm. 

[220]  313 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

cL  12,  [220]  998, 1000 ;  cl  16, 1003 

[cont. 


Maoabthit,  Mr.  J.  W.  E. — eotd, 

Irish  Church  Act  (Commutation),  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [221]  1110 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund,  Comm.  el,  5, 

[221]  1105 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [221]  721 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

[221]  132 
Public  Worship  Regulation  [Consolidated  Fund 

Ac],  Comm.  [221]  916 
Railways,    Ireland---Local    Guarantees,    Res. 

[219]  329 
Supply  —  GoTcmment   Prisons,   Ac.    Ireland, 

[219]  365 


MaoCaethy,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Mallow 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac),  2R.  [219] 

1471 
Ireland — ^Intermediate  Education,  Res.  [219] 

1275 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners— 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  910 
Irish   Railways,    Acquisition  and   Control  of, 

[218]  1307 
Parliament— Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  122 
Parliamentary  Relations  (Great   Britain   and 

Ireland)— Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  874 


McCoMBiE,  Mr.  W.,   AherdeenshirBy   W. 
Rabbits,  2R.  Amendt.  [220]  62 


Macdonald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Board  of  Trade — Railway  Inspectors— Captain 

Tyler,  [219]  833 
Boatmen,  Children  of,  Ac. — A  Royal  Commis- 
sion, [221]  131 
Coal    Mines —  Astley    Deep  Pit  (Dukinileld), 

Explosion  at,  [2 18]  924 ;  Motion  for  a  Return, 

942  ;  Motion  for  an  Address,  [221]  780 
Coal  Mines — Wigan,  Explosion  at,  [221]  488 
Co-operatiye  Supply  Associations,  [221]  866 
County  Courts,  2R.  [221]  1107 
Endowed   Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

[221]  378 
Factories  ( Health  of  Women,  Ac),  2R.  [219 

1448  ;  Comm.  d,  4,  [220]  323 
Friendly   Societies,  Leavo,  [219]  1219 ;  2R. 

[220]  271 
Household  Franchise  (Counties),  2R.  [219]  232 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [219]  1092, 

1094 
Mines — Reports   of  Inspectors,  [218]    1177; 

[221]  127 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  46,  49 
Public  Worship. Regulation  [Consolidated  Fund, 

Ac],  Comm.  [221]  909,  913 
Truck  System— Masters  and  Senrants,  [218] 

1406 


Macduff,  Viscount,  I^in  and  Nairn 

Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1390 
Ways  and  Means — Farmers'  Carts — Shepherds' 
Dogs  (Scotland),  [218]  483 


MAO       MAO        (QENEBAL    INDEX)      MAO       MAK 

218 — a  19 — 220^22 1. 


MaoGeegoe,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Leithy  See. 
Church   Patronage  (Scotland),  Consid.  el,   3, 

[221]  1100 
Harbour  of   Colombo  (Loan),  Comm.  el,   3, 

[219]  802 
Merchant   Ships  (Measurement   of   Tonnage) 

2R.  [219]  1221  • 

Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [218]  743 
Navy  Estimates — Steam  Machinery,  ^.  [219] 

446 
Supply — Post  Office  Telegraph   Service,  [219] 

1663 

McKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,   You^hul 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1611 
Malt  Tax,  Res.  [218]  1036 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  170 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act — "  Flag  of 

Ireland  "  Newspaper,  [218]  1662 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  C.  F.,  Inverness j  Sfc, 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1135  ; 

Comm.  el.  6,   [221]    840;    Consid.  c2.  3, 

Amendt.  1101 
Scotland — Sasine  Office,  Edinburgh,  [218]  408 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act   (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  c?.  9,  Amendt.  [221]  163 

McLagan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgowshire 

Agricultural   Tenants,  Security  for  Improve- 
ments by.  Res.  [220]  192 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),   Comm.  cl.   3, 
[221]  697  ;  cl,  7,  842  ;  Preamble,  Amendt. 
843 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 

1320 
Fires,  Protection  against,  [218]  1261 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1367,  1390 
Peru — Guano  Deposits— Survey  of,  [218]  1179  ; 

[219]  699 
Spain — Bilbao,  British  Subjects  in,  [218]  486 

McLaren,  Mr.  D.,  Edi7ihirgh 

Betting,  2R.  [218]  605 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  [220]  699 ;  2R. 

1183,  1185,  1661;  Comm.  cl.  3,  [221]  691, 

696,  700,  977  ;  Consid.  cl.  3,  1097  ;  Amendt. 

110.0;  cl.  5,  Amendt.  1101,1102;  cl.  S,  ib.; 

cl.  9,  1103  ;  3R.  1222  ;  Comm.  cl.  3,  ib. 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.    [220] 

1282,  1322 
Colonial  Office— Official  Staff,  [221]  796 
Conveyancing  and  Land  Transfer  (Scotland), 

2R.  [218]  706 
Education  Department — Education  Code,  [219] 

1629 
Elementary  Education  (Emoluments  of  Teach- 
ers), Motion  for  an  Address,  Amendt.  [218] 

491  ;  Address  for  Returns,  Aniundt.  786 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2li.  [221]  735 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,'  &c.),  Comm.  cl.  4, 

[220]  320 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1505 
Magistrates    (Ireland)  and   Commissioners   of 

Dublin  Police  (Allowances),    Coram.  [219] 

726 
National     School     Teachers    (Ireland),     Res. 

Amendt.  [219]  1288,  1298 
Parliamentary    Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

309 


M'Labin,  Mr.  D. — ecni. 

Post  Office  Telegraphs,  [221]  622 

Revenue  Returns — Post  Office  and  Telegraphic 

Services,  [221]  1080 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  561 
Supply — Charity  Commissioners,  [218]  770 
Comptroller  and  Auditor   General-  of  the 

Exchequer,  [218]  772,  774 
Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Commission, 

[218]  771 
H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  Marriage 

of,  [221]  827 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [218]  11 37 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  (England 

and  Wales),  [221]  817 
Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue  Buildings, 

[22  f]  809 
Post  Office  Services,  [219]  1657 
Public  BuUdings,  [218]  1134 
Supreme    Court     of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 
Amendment — Scotch  Appeals,  [220]  1353; 
Comm.  cl.  12,  Amendt.  [221]  167, 170,  17S; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.    Amendt 

[221]  708 
University  Female  Education,  [2 19]  1554, 1558 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  182 
Ways  and  Means — Pauper  Lunatics,  [219]  72 

Macleany  Governor ^  Despatches  of  the  late 
Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowthor  June  8,  [219]  1162 

Magdalen  Hall  Property  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  19  (No.  3) 

Magistrates  (Ireland)  and  Commissioners 
of  Dublin  Police  Salaries  Bill 

{Sir  Micluiel  tiicks-Boich,  Mr.  Atix/mty 
General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  May  1 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«*  May  18        [Bill  117] 

Read  2°*  May  21 

Committee  ;  Report  June  1,  [219]  795 

Read  3"  ♦  Jun€  2 
/.  Read  T  •  (The  Lord  President)  June  4 

Read  2«*  June  11  (No.  86) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  15 

Read  3 '  ♦  Ju7ie  16 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  23] 

Magistrates  [Ireland)  and  Commissioners  of 

Dublin  Police  \^Allowances'\ 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  a  Resolution  agreed 
to  A/ay  22,  [219]  725 

l^AiTLAND,  Mr.  J.,  Kirkcudbrightshire 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1385 

Makins,  Lieut. -Colonel  W.  T.,  Essex,  S. 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 
2R.  [219]  1327 

India — Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages,  Regis- 
tration of,  [218  j  988 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  el.  27,  [220]  113 

Public  Worship  ReguLation,  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [220]  1441  ;  Comm.  Schedule 
A,  Amendt.  [221]  905 


MAL       MAN 


f  BE8BI0N     1874] 
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Jfoto-M— 7^  "  Evealyptut  ffkMvt " 
QoMtioD,   ColoDtl   Egarton    Lcigb :    Annttr, 
lii.  J.  Lowther  June  30,  [no]  6ST 

Malay  Ptniiuula 
Uond,  "  That  an  hnmbia  Addreu  ba  preMotad 
to  Har  Uajeat;  for,  Cop;  oftbe  oorr«ip«ndenoe 
OD  tha  prooaadiDgt  of  tb«  Stniti  GoTam- 
nMDt  in  the  Malay  Pauiniala"  (The  Lord 
SlanJ^y  o/' AJdtrby)  May  19,  [219]  4B1 ;  after 
■hort  debate,  on  Queelion,  reaolrad  in  tha 
nentiie 
Sir  aarry  Ord,  Penonal  EiplanatioDa,   Tha 
E»rl  of  CarnwTon,  Tha  Earl  of  Kimberlej  ; 
abort  dabata  tberaon  Afaj/  3i,  [119]  CBT 
QnaMioD,  ObaarvstioDS,  Lord  Stanlej  of  Alder- 
la;  ;  Hrplj,  Tha  Earl  a(  Camarrott ;  ahoit 
debate  thereon  July  6,  [no]  lOSl 

yAT.mwBTTTtT,  EmI  of  (Lopd  Privy  Seal) 
NaTj— Cadeta,  AdmlMion  of,  [119]  UTS 

State  of  the.  [iiS]  21S,  211 
KaTj—Naial  Cadsta,  Rm.  [zio]   lOTO 
RepreisDtati'a  Peers  of  Scotland  aod  Ireland, 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  [no]  HO 
Seienee  and  Art — Tranait  ofVenui,  [219]  1176 
Vild  Birda  Law  Amendment,  3R.  [110]  288 
Wilmot,  Admiral,  Caae  of,  [iio]  1471 

MaUTax 

Amendt.  on  Conmittea  of  SuppI;  April  33, 
To  leaTO  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  tha 
0[Hnion  of  this  IIonM.  the  Malt  Tax  eight  to 
be  rednMd  "  (Mr.  Joihua  Fieldm)  v.,  [21S] 
lOSl ;  QaeatioD  propoaed,  "That  the  words, 
Ae. ;"  after  abort  debate,  Qneition  put; 
A.  344,  N.  17  :  H.  32T 


[211]  193 
HAmTBRB,  Bigbt  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.    R. 

(Postmaster    General),      Zeicuter- 

•hir»,  N. 
Bank  HoUdara— Poit  OBIce,  [111]  I03S 
Endowed    Sebooli  Aota  Amandtnent,   Comm. 

[ill]  4S0  :  Preamble,  650 
EipiriDg  Lawi  Continaaaoe,  9R.  [iii]  T44 
Parliament— Buimeii  of  the  Honae,  [2it]  714 

Public  BuiiDesi,[iii]63S 
Farliamenlarj  Elecliona  (Polling),  SR.  [118] 

sie 

Pott  Ofllce — Miicetlaneout  Quel  t  ion  i 
Dotgellr  Foital  DJitrict,  [lii]  204 
Eitabliibment— Salariei,  [119]  G18 
Balfpenn;  Book  Post.  [910]  419 
Herrinf ,  Mr.,  [iii]  SS4 
Lettara,  RagiatratioD  of,  [218]  333 
Hailt  to  the  Xorlb  of  Scotland.  [120]  MS 
Majo,  Poital  Facilities  in,  [ti8]  1130 
Mods;  Order  Offlcea,  Ireland,  [iiS]  40T 
Penintnlar  and  Oiientil  Steam  Navigation 
Compan;,  Contract  with.  [111]  393,  034 
Rate*  of   Foataga   between   England   and 


[119]  lose 

8»l»riB^[aii]1 

Sminp    Bank 

[SM]1M 

TOUC- — 


».]  {cata. 


Uutnu,  Rigbl  BoD.  Lord  J.  J.  R_««iri. 
Sorting  ODeei,  [119]  149T 
Telegraphio  CominnniDaUon|with  tbe  Chan- 
nel Iilandi.  [ii8]3Sl 
Telegraphio  CommnnicatioD  with  Ireluid, 

[ill]  391 
Telegraphic   Meaaagei,   Charge*  for,  [ii8] 

340 
United  Stales,  Pottage  to  tba,  [iiS]  I4»4  ; 

[219]  174  ;— Poital  Carta.  373 
Watt  India  Hail  Contnuta,  [119]  73,  ISST  : 
[lio]  BOB 
Poit  OOce— Wick  and  Thurao  Mult,  Motion 

for  Correapondenco,  [111]  786,  787.  788 
Publio  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [ill]  330  ; 
cl  I,  33B  ;  cl.  6,  334  ;  cl.  7,  340  ;  cl.  3, 262  ; 
add.  cl,  904  :  Schedule  A,  S06 
Snpplj— Poat  Offloe  Packet  Serrioe,    (119] 
16S1 
Pott   OfBoa  Serrioei,  [119]    1868;    [121] 

82S 
Pott  Office  Telegraph  Seriice,  [119]  1063 : 
[ml  839 
Wenlock   Eletnanlarj    Education,    3R.   [220] 
3BS 

Karine  Untitiy  Bill 
( Mr.  Raik(t,  Mr.  Sunt,  Mr,  Algernon  Hfftrlon) 
t.  Ordered :  read  ]•■  Mar  31 

JlMi  r»ApriH3 

Committee*  ;  Report  April  16 

Conaidared*  ^pn' 17 

Read  3°  "  April  20 
I.  Read  1*  •  ( TAe  Lord  Privy  Seal)  April  30 

Read  3**  ;  Committee  negatired  April  31 

Read  3>  ■  April  23 
RojbI  Auant  A/rril  34  [37  Tiet.  c.  S] 

Uarlsorottoh,  Duke  of 
Public  Worabip  Regulation,  SR.  [ji8]  1)40; 
[119]  33  ;  Comm.  D34,  035,  036,  038,  930, 
931  :  Re-comm.  cl.  8,  1131;  cf.  S,  1I4S 

■arriages  Legalizatioii  (St  Jobs  the 
EvaDgeliBt's  Chapel  in  the  pariah  of 
ShoBtock)  BiU  [a-L-] 

{The  Bithop  ej  London) 
I,  Preaented  ;  read  !■  •  Apr^  38  (So.  «) 

Read  3-  •  ApHl  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mm  6 

Read  3<  •  May  7 
c.  Read  l°*(ifr.  Clare  Read)  May  II  [Bill  101] 

Read  3°*  Mag  18 

Committee*;  Report  JUay  31 

Read  3°  ■  June  1 
I.  Rojal  Ataent  Jtme  8  [37  Vict.  0.  17] 


Karriages  L^alizatiDn  {St  Paul's  Church 
at  Pooley  Brid^)  Bill  [bj.] 

( The  Biihop  of  Carlisle) 
I.  Pretantedi  read  !■•  April  31  (No.  43} 

Read  3"  April  30 

Committee  ';  Report  May  6 

Head  3>  ■  May  7 
t.BMd\'*{Mr.  Clare  Read)  May  II   [BilllOS] 

Read  3°*  May  14 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  18 

Read  3°'  May  31 
(.  Rof  al  Aaient  Jvae  S  [37  Viet.  0,  14] 

SG 
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MET       MET 


Meteopous 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bow  Street  Police  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Russell 
Gumey ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
August  3,  [221]  1161 

Chelsea  Bridge  and  Batter  sea  Park,  Question, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  July  16,  [221]  120 

Co-operative  Supply  Associations  and  the  Civil 
Service,  Question,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers  July  24, 
[221]  679  ;  Observations,  Sir  Thomas  Cham- 
bers ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  short  debate  thereon  July  28,  859 

Dwellings  for  the  London  Poor,  Withdrawal 
of  Motioe,  Lord  Napier  and  Ettrick 
May  11,  [219]  1 

High  Tides  on  the  Thames,  Question,  Sir 
Charles  Russell ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil  July  2,  [220]  871 

Labourers*  Dwellings,  Somers  Town,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Sydney  Waterlow  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  April  20,  [218]  814 

Metropolitan  Improvements —  The  New  Oovem- 
inent  Offices  —  Knightsbridge  Barracks, 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Redesdale,  Earl 
Fortescue  ;  Replies,  The  Earl  of  Pembroke, 
Earl  Beauchamp  August  6,  [221]  1402 

National  Gallery 

New  Purcliates —  The  Pietro  Delia  Francescfi, 
Question,  Mr.  IJankey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  15,  [219]  1584 

The  Central  Octagon  Hall,  Question  Mr.  Wait ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  April  16,  [218] 
629 

The  New  Buildings,  Question,  Mr.  Cowper- 
Temple ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
April  14,  [218]  541;  Question,  Mr.  Wait; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  30,  1409  ;  Ques- 
tion, Major  Beaumont ;  Answer,  Lord  Henrys 
Lennox  ifay  8,  1928 

National  Portrait  Gallery — Landsecr's  Por- 
trait of  Sir  Waiter  Scott,  Observations,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  16,  [219] 
312  17th  Report     .     .     .     P.P.  101 

New  Law  Courts,  Question,  Mr.  Freshfield  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  9,  [220] 
1349;— TAg  Contract,  Question,  Mr.  Gre- 
gory ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Mar  27, 
[218]  345;  Question,  Mr.  Wait;  Answer, 
Lord  Henry  Lennox  April  16,  628 

New  Palace  of  Westminster 
Frescoes  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Question,  Mr. 

Hankey  ;      Answer,    Lord    Henry    Lennox 

June  29,  [220]  605 
The  Abbey  and  Palace  at  Westminster,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.    W.    M.  Torrens ;  Answer,  Lord 

Henry  Lennox  J/ay  4,  [218]  1591 
The  Clock  Tower,  Question,  Mr.  W.  M.  Tor- 

rr ns  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  June  26, 

[220]  418 
The    Water-Glass    Pictures,    Question,    Mr. 

Errington  ;  Answer,   Lord    Henry    Lennox 

Augxut  7,  [221]  1423 

Playgrounds  for  Children^  Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Perkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  May  14,  [219]  268 

\c(ml. 


Mbtbopolu —  com, 

Plumstead  Common,  Qnestion,  Sir  Chariet  W. 
Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 
August  S,  [221]  1144 

RaphaeVs  Cartoons — Opening  of  Public  Mu- 
seums on  Sundays,  Question,  Sir  Oharisi 
W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Visoount  Sandon  May  14, 
[219]  266 

Regent* s  Canal,QM9Bt\on,  Mr.Fonyth;  Answer, 
Mr.  Solater-Booth  Augusts,  [221]  1146 

South  Kensington  and  BMnal  Cheen  museuwm. 
Question.  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  April  14,  [218]  542  ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
J.  Holms  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Jume  8, 
[219]  1162 

South  Kensington — Science  and  Art  Depart' 
ment,  Question,  Mr.  Mundella  ;  Aoawar, 
Viscount  Sandon  June  15,  [219]  1686 

Street  Traffic  Arrangements 

Grosvenor  Place,  Question,  Mr.  Adstm  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Henry  Lennox  June  8,  [219]  1154 

Hamilton  Place  and  Hyde  Park  Cirner,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox ;  Observations,  Mr.  Adam  ;  Reply, 
Colonel  Hogg  Max  27,  [218]  347  ;  Qnettioo, 
Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
July  6,  [2201  1081  :  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Gordon,  Sir  James  Hogg :  Answers,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  Aumut  3.  [211]  1147 

The  Knightsbridge  barracks.  Question,  Lord 
Ernest  Bruce ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
August  7,  [221]  1422 

The  Colonnade  0/ Burlington  House,  Question, 
Mr.  Beresford  Hope ;  Answer,  Lord   Henry 

Lennox  August  5,  [221]  1333 

The  New  Public  Offices 

Parliament  Street,  Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid  ; 
Answer,  Lord  llenry  Lennox  Mar  27,  [218] 
344 ;  Question,  Observations,  Lord  Redes- 
dale ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  May  22, 
[219]  681 

Purchase  of  Sites,  Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  June  26,  [220]  610  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Goldsmid ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  July  6,  1080 

War  OffiAie,  Question,  Mr.  Coope ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  June  26,  [220]  507 

The  Parks 
Hampton  Court  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  April  24,  [218] 

1097 
Hyde  Park  and  Kensington  Gardens,  Question, 

Mr.  Thompson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 

ilpn7  20,  [218I8I8 
Hyde  Park,  Shelter  for  Riders  in.  Question, 

Mr.  Adam ;   Answer,    Lord    Henry    Lennox 

June  8,  [219] 1155 
Victoria  Park — Bathing  Accommodation,  Q,ne9- 

tion,   Mr.   Ritchie ;    Answer,    Lord    Henry 

Lennox  July  6,  [220]  1080  ;— /So/*?  of  Build- 

ing  Land,  Question,  Mr.  Samuda  ;  Answer, 

Mr.   W.  H.    Smith   April   14,   [218]   641  ; 

April  21,  928 

The  Vacant  Land  in  Abingdon  Street,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Charles  Russell  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  April  20,  [218]  814 

Wormwood  Scrubs,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  2Z, 
[218]  230  ;  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke; 
Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  April  16,  629 
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Metropolis    Local    Management    Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

(Jtfr.  Board,  Mr.  MilU,  Mr,  Coope,  Mr.  Oordony 

e.  Orderod ;  read  !<>•  May  21  [BiU  123] 

SR.  dropped 

Metropolis  Water  Supply  and  Fire  Pre- 

Yention  Bill  {Colonel  Beresford,  Sir 

CharU*  Russell,  Mr.  Forsyth,  Mr.  Ritchie) 

c,  Orderwl ;  read  1**  Mar  31  [Bill  64] 

SUnding  Orders  not  complied  with 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 

BamiUoH  Place  and  Hyde^Park  Cornier,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Goldsmid  ,*  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox ;  ObserTations,  Mr.  Adam ;  Replj, 
Colonel  Hogg  Mar  27,  [218]  327 

New  Street  between  Graeeehurcfi  Street  and 
Fenehureh  Street,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Peek  ; 
Answer,  Sir  James  Hogg  July  9,  [220]  1349 

Sewers  at  the  West  End,  Question,  Lord  Claud 
John  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg 
Mar  30,  [218]  407;  Question,  Sir  Charles 
Russell ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  May  7,  1839 

Thames  Embankment,  Question,  Mr.  Forsyth  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  April  16,  [218] 
631 ; — Access  from  tfie  Strand,  Question,  Sir 
George  Jenkinson  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg 
^prt/16,[2i8]632 

Pari.  Papers — 
Report  and  Accounts  .    .    .     153,  172 

Wormwodi  Scrubs,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Oilke  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  April  16, 
[218]  629 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  Bill  {hy 
Order) 

e.  MoTed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^ " 
{Colonel  Hogg)  Mar  30,  [218]  399 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
"  now,"  and  add  *'  upon  this  day  six  months  " 
{Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens) ;  after  further  short 
debate.  Question,  '*  That  '  now,'  ibc,"  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  main  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2<* 

Metropolitan  Buildings   and   Manage- 
ment Bill 

{Colonel  Hogg,  Mr.  Grantham,  Sir  Henry  Wolff) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  20  [Bill  3] 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate,  and  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  April  29,  [218]  1314 

And,  OB  May  7,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:—Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald  (Chairman) 
fadded  by  the  Committee  of  Selection) ;  Mr. 
Cawley,  Mr.  Grantham,  Sir  James  Hogg,  Sir 
James  Lawrence,  Mr.  Locke,  and  Mr. 
Samuda ;  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane,  Mr.  Gold- 
smid, Lord  Richard  GrosTenor,  and  Mr. 
Walter  added  by  the  Committee  of  Selection 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  14 

{Pari.  P.  No.  285) 

Billreported*/ttZ2^14 

Metropolitan  Police — Fx- Constable  Good- 
ehild 
Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
AaifaAtoo  Cross  April  16,  [218]  626 


Metropolitan    Police    Magistrates,    Sala^ 

ries  of 
Questions,  Mr.    Coope,  Mr.    Forsyth  ;    An- 
swers, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  15,  [219] 
310 

Mexico,  Diplomatic  Relations  with 

Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
ifay  7,  [218]  1888 

Middlesex  Sessions  [Salaries,  ftcj  Bill 

( Mr.  Raikes,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee*  Mar  21 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  !»•  Mar  23        [Bill  29] 

Read  2»  Mar  26,  [218]  340 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Considered  *  Mar  30 

Read  3o*  Mir  31 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Steward)  April  14 

Read  2»  April  16,  622  (No.  22) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  23 

Read3**i4/>n7  24 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [37  Vict.  0.  7] 

MiDLETOX,  Viscount 
Army — Militia  Recruiting,  Address  for  Returns, 

[218]  224 
In&nts    Contracts,  2R.  [219]   1225;    Comm. 

1668 
Railway  Accidents,  Motion  for  Papers,  [218] 
.261 


Militia  Law  Amendment  Bill 

( J/r.  Secretary  Hardy,  77m;  Judge  Advocate, 
Mr.  StaiUey) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  2  [Bill  130] 

Read  2"**  Junes 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 1 

Read3»*  June  12 
L  Read  l^*  {The  Earl  of  Pembroke  and  Mont- 
gomery) June  15  (No.  110) 

Road  2*  *  June  25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26 

Read3**  Jufi«29 

Royal  Aueut  June  30  [37  <b  33  Vict.  c.  29] 

Mills,  Sir  C  H.,  JSTent,   W. 
India,  Finance  of^Borrowing  Powers,   [218] 
985 


Mn^Ls,  lyir.  A.,  Exeter 

Army   Organization  Act  —  DepOt    Centre  at 

Exeter,  [220]  424 
Gold  Coast,  Crown  Colony  on  the,  [220]  996 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  el.  26,  [219]  1711 
Municipal  Corporations  Borough   I*unds    Act 

(1872),  [219]  174 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  21 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  8,  [221] 

259 ;  cl.  9,  877 
Tramways    Provisional    Orders  Confirmation, 

Comm.  Schedule  1,  [221]  703 
Ways   and    Means  —  Income    Tax  —  Appeals 

against  Surcharges,  [218]  989 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  Motion  for  Ad- 

joamm«nt,[2i8]  1225, 1593 
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Mines — Reports  of  the  Inspectors  (1873) 

Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross  April  27,  [218]  1177;  Question, 
Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin* 
Ibbetsou  July  16,  [221]  127 

Mint,  The  Royal 

Coinage  of  Half-Crowns  and  Florins^  Question, 
Mr.  Heygate;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  24,  [218]  268 
New  Silver  CoiwigCy  Question,  Sir  Charles 
Russell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer June  19,  [220]  169 

Fourth  Report    ....    [1016] 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions 
Postponement  of  Motion,  Mr.  Newdegate 
May  22,  [219]  698; — Return  from  Foreign 
Countries t  Question,  Sir  George  Bowyer  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Newdegate  June  1,  752 ; 
Motion  for  a  Return,  Mr.  Newdegate  June  9, 
1298  [House  counted  out] 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  12, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  it  is 
expedient  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
introduce  a  Bill  appointing  Commissioners 
to  inquire  as  to  Monastic  and  Conventual 
Institutions  in  Great  Britain  "  {Mr,  Newde- 
gate) v.t  1498  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
the  words,  &c, ; "  after  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  237,  N.  94  ;  M.  143 
Question,  Sjr  John  Kennaway ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  July  20,  [221]  298 

Monastic  and  Co7iventual  Listitutions 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
Jnhj  27,  To  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before 
this  House,  Copies  and  Translations  of  any 
Laws,  Ordinances,  or  Regulations  relating  to 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions  con- 
nected with  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  to  the 
inmates  or  members  thereof,  especially  to  the 
regular  Orders  of  the  Church  of  Rome, 
which  may  be  enforced  by  the  authority  of 
the  State,  and  are  at  present  operative  in 
France,  in  the  German  Empire,  in  the 
Austro-IIungarian  Empire,  in  the  Russian 
Kmpire,  in  Italy,  in  Sweden  and  Norway,  in 
Belgium,  in  Spain,  in  Portugal,  and  in  Swit- 
zerland "  {Mr.  Ncwdtaatc)  v.,  [221]  830; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion ; "  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there 
added  " 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  proposed  to  the 
said  proposed  Amendt.,  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  "and  in  the  United  States  of 
America  and  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada " 
{Mr.  Errington)',  Question,  "That  those 
words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.  proposed,  after  the  word  *'  Canada," 
to  add  "and  in  the  Empire  of  Brazil  "  {Mr. 
Newdegate)',   Question,  "'I\\at  iVvoae  ^wotA^ 
be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  \.o ;  ni«J\ii 
Question,  as  amended,  put,  s^ud  9kg;ceed  \a 

\cont. 


Monastie  and  Conventual  ImtUuHonM^wmt, 

Resolved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  give  directions  that  there 
be  laid  before  this  House,  Copies  and  Trans- 
lations of  any  Laws,  Ordinances,  or  Regula- 
tions relating  to  Monastic  and  ConreDtual 
Institutions  connected  with  the  Chnreh  of 
Rome,  and  to  the  inmates  or  members 
thereof,  especially  to  the  regular  Orders  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  which  may  be  enforced 
by  the  authority  of  the  State,  and  are  at  pre- 
sent operative  in  France,  in  the  German 
Empire,  in  the  Austro-Hungarian  Empire,  in 
the  Russian  Empire,  in  Italy,  in  Sweden  and 
Norway,  in  Belgium,  in  Spain,  in  Portugal, 
in  Switzerland,  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  in 
the  .Empire  of  Brazil 

Monastic  and  ConYentnal  Institations 
BiU 

(Mr,  Newdegate,  Sir  ITianuu  Chambers,  Mr.  HcU) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !"*•  Mar  24  fBill  38] 

Question,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Newdegate 

April  2i,  [218]  1097 
Order  for  2R.  postponed  May  1,  1563 
Questions,    Mr.    Newdegate ;    Answers,    Mr. 
Bourke,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  May  7,  1842 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  9 

MoNCK,  Viscount 
Irish    Church    Temporalities    Commission  — 
Church  Funds,  [219]  602,  612 

MoNCKTON,  Hon.  G.  E.  M.,  Nottingham- 
shir  Cy  N. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  (1871)  Repeal, 

2R.  [220]  1324 
Public     Worship    Regulation     (Consolidated 

Fund,  d(C.),  Comm.  [221]  914 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt. 

[220]  649  ;  cl.  6,  Amendt.  668 

MoNCKTON,  Mr.  F.,  Staffordshire,  W. 
Army — Adjutants  of  Yeomanry,  [221]  488 

MoxcREiFF,  Lord 
Judicature  and  Appeal  (Scotland  and  Ireland), 

IR.  [218]  1826 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  2R.  [219]  1047  ;  Comm.  1375 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Archbishops   and    Bishops   (Appointment  and 

Consecration),  Leave,  [218]  478 
Board   of  Trade  Arbitrations,  Inquiries,    d;c. 

Comm.  add,  cl.  [2 19]  453 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1185 
Churchwardens,  2R.[2i8]  706,  707 
Clergy,  "  First  FruiU"  and  '*  Tenths  "  of  the, 

[220]  1500  :  [221]  1422 
Harbour  of  Colombo  (Loan),  Comm.c/.  3,  [219] 

302 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cl.  26,  [219]  1715 
Magistrates    (Ireland)  and   Commissioners  of 

\iwViV\tv  VoUce  Salaries,  Comm.  [219]  796 
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Mon,  Mr.  C.  J,^c<nU. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act  (1868>— Stroad 

Election  Petitions,  [220]  1224 
Post  OfBce^  Letters,  Registration  of,  [2 18]  233 
220]  Pabllo  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  1443 
221]  Gomm.  Amendt.  221  ;  el.  6,  Amondt.  233  ; 
.     ei,    7,    237 ;    Amendt.    240  ;    d.    8,    258 ; 
.     Amendt.  87G  ;  el,  13,  890  ;  cl.  15,  Amendt. 
.     891;   cl.   18,   Amendt.  ib.;   Consid.  el,  7, 
.     1056 :  el.  9, 1093 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  Res.  [221]  1380 
ReTcnue  Officers  Disabilities,  2R.  [218]  958, 

962,  1262  ;  Comm.  cL  1,  [219]  800 
Supply— British  Embassy  Ilouses,  [218]  1144 
Charity  Commission,  [218]  770 
House  of  Commons  OfBces,  [218]  764 
House  of  Lords,  Offices  of  the.  [218]  762 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  [2 18J  1144 
RcTenue  Departments,  [218]  194 
Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
[219]  344 
Superannuation  Allowances,  [219]  794 


Montagu,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.,  West- 
metUh 
Income  Tax,  Res.  [218]  247 
Ireland — ''Coeroiye  Legislation,"  [218]  543, 

544 
Irish  Railways,    Acquisition   and   Control  of, 

Res.  [218]  1310 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  137 

Monteagle  of  Brandon,  Lord 
Education — ££fect  of  School  Life  on  the  Sight, 
[220]  868,  869 

Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G.,  Peellesshire 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1138, 

1581 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 

1308 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  d,  12,  [221]  171 

MooRE,  Mr.  A.  J.,   Clonmel 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Licensing  Act  (1872),  [219]  751 
Magistracy  —  County  of  Tipperary,  [220] 

421 
Salaries  of  Resident  Magistrates,  [219]  482 
Union  Boundaries  in,  [220]  76 
UniTcrsity  Education,  [218]  1097 

Morgan,  Mr.  G.  Osborne,  BmhigJishire 
Endowed  Schools  Acts   Amendment,   Comm. 

cl,  1,  [221]  586 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  [219]  131  ;  Comm. 

d.  2,  1066;  add.cL  1199 
Juries,  Comm.  cl,  5,  [219]  286 ;  cl.  77,  805 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1245 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  Amendt.  [218]  274,  285 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  7»  [221] 

237 
SbnwBbur/    Scbool^ExceBure    Ponithment, 
[221]  1037 
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MoBOAir,  Mr.  G.  Osborne— «oii<. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  141 ;  el.  2, 158  ; 
d.  9, 165 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sus- 
pension, 2R.  [221]  1041 

Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  524 

MoRLEY,  Earl  of 

Betting,  2R.  [218]  1807 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el,   3,   Amendt. 

[^220]  1202,  1206 
Railways,  Ireland  —  Guarantees  from  County 

Rates.  [218]  1400 
Wild  Birds  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  288 

MoELEY,  Mr.  S.,  Bristol 

Endowed  Schools    Acts    Amendment,  Comm. 

ci.  4,  [221]  601 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [218]  607,  614 

Morris,  Mr.  G.,  Oaltvay 

Army — Galway  New  Barracks,  [218J  267 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1515 
Pariiament— Galway  New  Writ,  [220]  168, 169 

Mowbray,  Bight  Hon,   J.  B.,   Oxford 
University 
Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [219]  720 
Churchwardens,  2R.  [218]  707 
llertford  College  (Oxford),  [219]  481  ;  Comm. 

[220]  1053 
Parliament — Order  of  Business,  [221]  10 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouae  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [218]  283 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  U06, 

1410;  Comm.  [221]  227;  el.  7,  342,249; 

el,  19,  897 ;  Consid.  d.  7,  1060 


MuuiOLLAND,  Mr.  J.,  Downpatriok 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  dK!.),    Comm. 
[220]  311  ;  c2.  4,  319 

MuNDELLA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

Adulteration  Act,  [218]  345,  627 

Board  of  Trade  Arbitrations,  Inquiries,  Ac, 
Comm.  add.  cl.  [219]  454 

Charity  Commissioners,  The  New,  [221]  761 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  (1871)  Repeal, 
Leave,  [218]  286  ;  2R.  [220]  1323,  1325 

Elementary  Education  (Compulsory  Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  810,811 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
[221]  357 ;  cl.  1,  536,  537,  588  ;  3R.  979 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment — Commis- 
sioners* Names,  [221]  393 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Comm.  [221]  1007 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  <bc.),  2R.  [219] 
1463 ;  Comm.  [220]  311  ;  cl.  3,  316 ;  cl.  4, 
323,  325,  326  ;  cl,  14,  330  ;  d.  15,  335 

Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [218]  1740, 
1802 

Fiji  Islands — Annexation,  Res.  [221]  1299 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d,  2,  Q2iql  1100 

lH)rl  oi,  \ii%^^^^ 
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MuvDELLA,  Mr.  A.  J. — cont. 

Parliament — Basiness  of  the  House  (Opposed 
Business),  Res.  [218]  282 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 
303 

Patent  Museum,  [221]  296 

Post  Office— ^Salaries,  [221]  759 

Science  and  Art  Department — South  Kensing- 
ton, [219]  1586 

Supply  —  Local  Assessments  —  Relief  of  the 
Poor,  [220]  478 
Post  Office  SerTices,  [219]  1655 

Wenlook  Elementary  Education,  2R.  [320]  286 


{GENERAL    INDEX}      MUN       MUN 
218 — 219^220—221. 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Butt,  Sir  John  Gray,  Mr.  Bryan^ 

Mr,  P,  J.  Smyth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  Mar  23  [Bill  34] 

MoTed,   "That    the    BiU  he    now  read  2«" 

April  17,  [218]  777 
Amendt.  to  leaye  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  (Mr,  Vance)  ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  "That  'now,' 
Ac. ;  "  A.  88,  N.  125  ;  M.  37 
Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  for  six  months 


Municipal  Boronghs  (Auditors  and  As- 
sessors) Bill 

{Mr.  DoddSt  Mr.  Pease,  Mr,  Richardton) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Mar  27  [BUI  54] 

MoTed,  "That    the    Bill   be  now    read    2*'" 

May  20,  [219]  502 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ^*  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months "  {Mr.  Pell) ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  &e, ;  **  after  short 
debate,  Debate  adjourned 
Adj.  Debate  on  2R.  [Dropped] 


Municipal  Corporations  {Borough  Funds) 
Act,  1872 — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  A.  Mills  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Gross  May  12,  [219]  174 ;  June  22,  [220] 
229 


Municipal  Corporations  (Disposition  of 

Penalties)  Bill— ^^^^rmer^y 
Fines,  Fees,  and  Penalties  Bill 

{Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  Melly,  Mr.  Charley, 

Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr.  Metier,  Mr.  Gourley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  30  [Bill  59] 

Read  2°,  after  short  debate  May  21,  [219]  669 
Committee  •  ;  Report,  with  new  Short  Title — 
Municipal  Corporations  (Disposition  of  Penal- 
ties) Bill] /tmtf  1,801 
Considered  *  June  2 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  18 


Municipal  Elections  Bill 

{Mr,  Oourley,  Mr.  JFhitwell,  Sir  Henry  Havelock, 

Mr,  Richardson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  April  27  [Bill  84] 

Read  2°*,  and   referred  to  the  Select   Com- 
mittee on  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Assessors) 
June  8 
Bill  reported  *  ;  re-committed  July  8  [Bill  198] 
Re-committed  [Dropped] 


Municipal  Elections  (Cumulative  Vote) 

Bill        i^^'   Eeygate,  Mr.   Morley,    Mr. 
Fawcett,  Mr.  Wheelhotue) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  15  \Bv\\  U^-\ 

BiiJ  withdrawn  •  July  9 


Municipal   Franchise  (Ireland)  (No  2) 

Bill  (Mr.  BuU,  Mr,  (T Shaughnessy, 

Mr.  Richard  Power) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  June  5  [BiU  135] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  16 


Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Butt,  Sir  John  Oray,  Mr,  Bryan, 
Mr,  P.  J,  Smylfi) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Mar  23  [BiU  33] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  26»  [218] 
341 

Read  2»,  after  debate  April  21,  945 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  MoTod,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair" 
April  28,  1342 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee" {Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  v.  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  ie, ;" 
after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  pot, 
and  agreed  to ;  Bill  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee 

And,  on  May  5,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Butt, 
Mr.  Goldney,  Mr.  Gregory,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington,  Mr.  Leeman,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis, 
Sir  Colman  O'Logblen,  Mr.  D.  Plunket,  and 
Mr.  Power 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  19 

{Pari,  P,  No.  178) 

Report*  ;  Re-comm.— R.r.  May  19    [Bill  119] 

Re-comm.  • — b.p.  May  22 

Re-comm.* — b.p.  June  1 

Committee  {on  re-comm.)  June  18,  [220]  128 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave    to    sit    again "    {Mr. 
Vemer) ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  75,  N.  47  ;  M.  28  ;  Committee— a J». 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  19 

Read  3*  *  June  22 
/.  Ke2i^\**{LordO'Hagan)June2^  (No.  132) 

Moved,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
July  16,  [221]  89 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now,")  and  insert 
("this  day  three  months")  {The  Earl  of 
Bdm^rc) ;  after  short  debate,  on  Question, 
That  ("  now,")  Ac.  ;  Cont.  46,  Not-Cont.  56  ; 
M.  10  ;  resolved  in  the  negative  ;and  Bill  to 
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MuNTZj^  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 
Army — Sword  Bajonet,  [220]  608 
Cftiuida,  DominioD  of— CoastiDg  Trade  with  the 

United  SUtes,  [220]  1350 
Chili— Arrest  of  a  British  Subject,  [219]  311 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

d.  4,  [221]  605 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1388 
Intoxicating  Liquors,   Consid.    cL    26,  [219] 

1718 :  Amendt.  1727 
Nary  Estimates — Wages,  &o.  for  Seamen  and 

Marines,  [218]  857 
Parliament — Order  of  Public  Business,  [221]  4 
Post    Office — East  India,  China,  and  Japan 

Mail  Contract,  Res.  [221]  1324 
Public     Worship     Regulation    (Consolidated 

Fund,  Ac.),  Comm.  [221]  914 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  Consid. 

[22 ij  835 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.   el,   4,  [220] 

666  ;  add,  cL  672 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Ret  .3, 

[218]  696 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1640 

Mure,  Colonel  W.,  Renfrew 

"AUbama,"  The  —  Compensation  for  British 

Property,  Res.  [219]  862 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1583  ; 

Conmi.  cl,  3,  [221]  693,  700  ;  cl.  5,  840 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  kc.),  2R.  [219] 

1452  ;  Comm.  add.  cl.  [220]  337 
Protection  of  Women    and    Children,    [219] 

1588 
Supreme    Court   of  Judicature    Act   (1878) 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  12,  [221]  172 

Mutiny  Bill        (-Mr.  Raikre,    Mr.  Secretary 
Hardy,  The  Judge  Advocate) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Mar  31 

Read2»»  April  \S 

Committee  ;  Report  April  16,  [218]  700 

Considered  *  April  17 

Read  3»  •  il/yri/ 20 
/.  Read  1*  •   {The  Earl  cf  Pembroke  and  MotU- 
gamer y\  April  20 

Resd  2*  *  ;  Committee  Mgatiyed  April  21 

Read  3*«  April  23 

Royal  Assent  Apnl  24  [37  Vict.  c.  4] 

Naghtex,  Mr.  A.  K.,    Wincheeter 
Army— AdjntaoU  of  MUitia,  [218]  9\6 
Army  Rank,  [220]  1351 
Cunningfaaffl    Training    Gear    for    Large 

Guns,  ^i\^'  1402 
MiUiiaFiBee,'[2i8^349 
Army  Estimates— Militia  Pay  and  Allovaoees, 

[218]  528 
Intoxicating  Uqoon,  Comm.  cl.  8,   Amtndt. 

[219]  1109 
Poet  OiBoe— Sorting  Offleet,  [219]  H97 

Napieb  Axi}  Ettbick,  Lcird 

Afghanistan,  [218*  lfM>6 

Amy— Boxer-ShrajiMl  bbell,  lU,[utt\  UUn, 

1494. 1495 
Choreh  Patronage  (Hc<iUaA4/,  ^iKAtup]  4MI«  ; 

Coma.  cL  3, 1256;  ktmUi,  \2fkf 
iDaia^BcDgai    Vtmutf$,  A44rm9  Uf  I'ftfn, 

[its:  ^066 
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Napiib  and  Ettrick,  Lord — cofU, 

India  Councils,  Comm.  [219]  1263  ;  e/.  1, 1264 

Metropolis  —  Dwellings  for  the  Poor,  With- 
drawal of  Notice,  [219]  1 

Metropolis,  Poor  in  the,  Motion  for  Papers, 
[218]  983 

Railways,  Ireland— Guarantees  from  County 
Rates,  [218]  1405 

Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.  [220]  983 

Natal — The  Recent  Outbreak  of  Native 

Trihee 
Question,  Mr.  Edward  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  Lowther  Mar  24,  [218]  266  ;  Question, 
Mr.    Knatchbull  -  ilugessen  ;    Answer,    Mr. 
J.  Lowther  July  31,  [221]  1033 

Papers  relating  to    .    .    .    [1025] 

National  Debt,  State  of  the 

Question,  Mr.  Cubitt ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  27,  [218]  1176 

National  Mtueum — Report  of  the  Science 
Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Walpole ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mnndella 
Mar  24,  [218]  269 

Navy 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

Admiralty  AdministratiOH,  Obeerrations,  Mr. 
Bentinck  ;  short  debate  thereon  May  18, 
[219]  426 

Admiralty  Surgeons^ Medical  Ogioer^  lAtt, 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  K' Arthur  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Hunt  May  4,  [218]  1586 

Adnutsion  of  Cadet*,  Question,  Obserratioos, 
The  Earl  of  Camperdown  ;  Reply,  The  Earl 
of  Malmesbury ;  short  debate  thereon  June  12, 
[219]  1472;  Question,  Mr.  Agg-Gardnar; 
Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  June  16,  1676 

[See  title  Navy — Naval  Cad/:tM] 

Case  of  Admiral  H'ilmot,  Obsenratioas,  Vis. 
count  Sidmonth  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury  July  10,  [220I  1470  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Wballey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  July  14, 
1624  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hardeastle  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  July  30,  [221]  972 

IIM.8.  *'Aloukirr  Question,  Mr.  Ernest 
Noel ;  Answer,  Mr,  Hunt  Jun€  18,  [220]  72 

U.M.H.  **  Dev^itVUimi"  Qnestioo,  Mr.  Samuel- 
son  :  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  April  28,  [218] 
1261 

Jl.M.8  **  Loiid^m,  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ; 
Answer,  Kr.  Algernon  Egerton  Mar  30, 
[2i81  410 

n.MJf.  **  Narciteus  "  and  "  ICndymion,"  Qoee- 
tion,  Mr.  K.  J.  Reed;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
July  10,  [220]  1475 

JIM.H  "  iPU^igh;*  QneatUw,  Captain  Bedford 
Pir/i ;  Answer,  Mr.  iiuui  Jtdy  3J,  [221]  1031 

S'lvol  li/etrv*,  Obeerratioiis,  Mr.  T.  BnMtef  ; 
R#pl;,  Mr,  iiuot ;  debate  tberwD  AprU  17, 

NaviyaUny  Oficert— Admiralty  CireuUur,  1873, 
ilenteiwu,  Mr,  1  iaiibary-Tni«y ;  Aaawer,  Mr. 
HttHtyWyV,  [220]  1346 

t'lirli/imeni^try   fCU^Jions  —  The   Dockyards, 

\5«aU 
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NiTi — eent. 
Bear  Admiral  Battdolph,    ftueilion,   Captain 
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Bedford  Piin  ;  A 
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',  Mr.   Ilni 


July  S 


^lerve  Squadron,  Qucltion,  Lord  Ealingtoa  : 
Aniwer,  Mr.  Uunt/unc  U,[zi9]  U04 

Sbite  of  the  Navy,  ObserTMiona,  Tbe  Earl  or 
Lsuderdnle  :  Repl.r,  Tbe  Earl  of  Molmes- 
bnrj ;  thort  debate  thereon  Mar  US,  [n8] 
310 

The  Dotkyardi,  Obgeriatious,  Admiral  Elliot ; 
KeplT,  Mr.  Uunt :  debalc  tbereOD  April  20, 
[918]  S19 

The  Indian  Slalioit,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Smith  :  Answer.  Lord  George  Hamilton 
Jpn'IlS,  [ti8]63l> 

Trial  of  Aneluri.  Queition,  Mr.  G.  Bentinek  ; 
Ansirsr.  Mr.  Hunt  tfar  31,  [iiS]  <S1 

Whitivorih  OrdTianee  Triaii,  Question,  Admi- 
ral Egertoa;  Answer,  Mr.  HddC  June  18, 
[lit,]  70 

IForkl  at  Baalboailiiie,  Obsertations,  Mr. 
Rona^na ;  KepiT,  Sir  Massej  Lopes;  short 
debate  thereon  June  25,  [tio]  111 


Navy — Com  of  Commander  Cheynt 

Ameadt.  on  Committee  of  Sapply  Juty^l,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  this  Hooee 
will,  npon  Monday  next,  resoWe  Itself  into  a 
Coiamitlee  to  consider  oF  an  humble  Address 
to  Her  Majesty,  prajing  Her  Mnjestf  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  direot  that 
the  Pension  of  £200  a-year  awarded  to  John 
Powles  Cbejno,  Commander,  R.N.,  be  paid 
to  him.  in  addition  [0  bis  retired  pay,  without 
deduction,  for  the  term  of  hii  natural  life  ; 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House 
will  make  good  the  same  "  {Sir  John  Hay) 
v„  [121]  T61 :  Question  propoKd,  "  That  the 
words,  Ac.  ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

JVory — Construelioii  o/Iron-clad» 

Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  Answer,  Hr. 
HuntJfay  li,[ji9]370 

Araendt.  on  Committee  o(  Supply  Mai/  18,  To 
li?aTe  out  from  "  That."  and  add  "  the  mode 
of  CDuatruotioa  (assumed  to  have  been  intro- 
duced by  the  late  Chief  Constructor  of  the 
Navy)  adopted  in  the  '  Captain '  and  other 
ironclads,  lit.  deep  empty  spaces  in  the 
sliipi  bottoms,  and  high  centres  of  grarily, 
demands  reconsideration  on  the  part  of  the 
Admiralty  "  (SiV  Edward  Wattia)  v.,  399  ; 
Question  proposed,  "That  tbe  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Nari/ — Nai;al  Cadets 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  upon  the  consideration 
of  the  Rflturns  which  have  been  laid  upon 
the  Tabic  of  this  House  of  "  tbo  regulations 
in  force  on  hoard  Her  Majesty's  ship  Britan- 

roatine  and  the  course  of  study  prescribed 
for  naval  cadeti,"  also  of  "  the  eiamination 
p.ipers  issued  for  the  eiamination  of  candi- 

aval   cadet^hips,  and  rA 
end  of  tlieir  lirat,  seconJ, 

a  for  th«  ]re»  1813, 


L    INDEX} 
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Navr/ — iVotwI  CiideU—eoat. 

opinion  of  tbe  Hoase  that  an  inqniry  ought 
to  bA  instilated  as  to  the  eoursg  of  study 
prescribed  for  Daval  eadflti,  and  as  to  the 
character  of  the  poll-terminal  axaminationa, 
Hith  the  liew  of  asesrtainiDg  wbether  the 
system  has  been  found  by  eiperienes  to  wot^ 
satisfactorily  in  training  ap  joang  oSoen  (a 
fit  tbem  ia  every  respect  for  oar  naval  ser- 
vice {The  Lord  CheUtford)  July  t,  [no] 
lOflS ;  aflsr  abort  dabal«.  Motion  mgrtpi  ut 
Navat  CadeUhipe— Ketum,  I.  P.P.  ST 

^avy —  Vharmowtd  and  Iron-elad  Ship* 
Postponement   of    Motion,    Sir    John     Hay 

J;»^30,[ji8]ei3 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  T,  T« 
leave  out  Tram  "That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  andeairsble  to  in- 
cur eipensa  to  build  Unannoored  Ship*  of  a 
speed  of  less  than  ten  knots,  and  tbat  it  ii 
expedient  that  Iho  money  apprapriatad  to 

their  oonstruetioa  be  applied  to  tbe  1 liiij 

repairs  of  the  Ironclad  Ship*  of  tbe  Nivy" 
(Sir  John  Bay)  v.,  1846  ;  Queition  proposed, 
"  That  tbe  words,  Ac.  ;"  aft«r  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


NELaoN,  Earl 

Courts(Strait 
Consid.  [J2 


ts  Settlements),  Common!  Amend  t*. 
--■■178 


Intoxicating  j  Liquors,  < 

[250]  1209 

:i8]  Publio  Worship  Regulation,  IR,  S03,  1 
ng]  2R.  35  ;  Comm.  047  i  Re-comm.  el.  8. 
1123  ;  Amendt.  1121,  1126;  Amendt. 
.      cr,  9,  1144.  1364 

:2o]HBport,  el.  7,  Amendt.  142:  el.  S,  Ai 
.  U3:  Amendt.  14C:  d.  11,  Amendt. 
.     cl.  12,  Amendt.  ib. ;  3R.  397 


NzviLLE-GRENTiiiE,    Mr.  R.,  Somertti- 
shire,  Mid 

Endowed  SobooU  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [120) 
1885;  Comm,  d.  1,  [221]  fi02,  S07;  clA, 
60fi;  Preamble,  USl 

Househoh 

Metro  poll 

[21  8]    lUBU 

Municipal  PrivllegOB  (Ireland),  2R.  [118]  95(1 
Nuisances  Prevention  Act— Inspwlois  of  N'ui- 

sances— Tbe  Police,  [ji8]  1108 
Public  Worship  Kegulation,  Comm.  el.  6,  [in] 

233  i  el.  7,  230 
Supply— Cbarity  Commission,  [118]  770 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  [218]  1133 

Newdeoate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Waricichkire,  N. 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Stt.  [iio] 
1956  :  Comm.  fill]  328  ;  ei  1.  600 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance.  Comm.  Schedule, 
ri2i]  1023,  1034  :  Schedule  2,  1026 

'  lid  Ftaocbiao  (Counties ),3R. (119]  2S3 

"  \Vl\ 


'  W  i»  ttwi^  el.  Yi, 


NEW         NOL 


(SESSION    1874) 
218 — 219 — 220 — 221. 


NOL        NOE 


Nbwdboats,  Mr.  C.  N. — eorU. 

Ireland — "  Coercive  Legislation,"  [218]  544 
Ireland — National  Education  Gommissionera — 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  918 
Monastic   and   Conventual   Institntions,  [218] 

1097,    1842,  1843;    [219]    698,  752,   1053, 

1298;  Res.   1498,  1508,   1519;    Motion  for 

an  Address,  [221]  830,  833  ;  Amendt.  834 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeoh,  [218]  125 
Business  of  the  Uouse,  [218]  109, 1497 
Count  out,  The  late,  [219]  1299,  1301 
Public  Business,  [219]  702  ;  [221]  632 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  [218J  1411 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1409 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse  (Opposed 

Business),  Res.  [218]  277,  279 
Parliament— Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the 

Officers  of  the  Two  Houses  of.  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [219]  188 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [230]  1441, 

1476;  Comm.   [221]  215  ;  el.  7,  245  ;  cl  8, 

259  :  el.  9,  876,  879  ;  cl.  19,  899  ;  add.  el. 

905  ;  Consid.  el.  6,  1052  ;  cl.  7, 1057  ;  el.  9, 

1094;   3R.  1167;    Lords   Reasons   Consid. 

1366 
Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 

836 

Newfoundland 
Fithenes,  Postponement  of  Notice,  Sir  John 

Hay  June  4,  [219]  965 
Telegraph  Monopoly^  Question,    Mr.  E.  Jen- 
kins ;   Answer,  Mr.   J.   Lowther  May  21, 
[219]  622 

New  Mint  Bnilding  Site  Bill 

( Lwd  Henry  Lennox,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°*  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  June  19 

[Bill  162] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
Jidy  7,  [220]  1270 

Afler  short  debate.  Moved,  '^  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Anderson) ;  Ques- 
tion put;  A.  17,  N.  41;  M.  24 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2°,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee 

Newport,  Viscount,  Shropshire,  N. 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [218]  1198 

NoKL,  Mr.  E.,  Dumfries,  Sfc. 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1183  ; 

Comm.  el.  3,  [221]  693, 699 
Household  Franchise  (Counties),  2R.  [219]  235 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

cl.  11,  [220]  342 
Navy-.H.M.S.  "  Aboukir."  [220]  72 
Valuation  of  Property — Rating  of  Mines,  [219] 

Nolan,  Captain  J.  P.,  Oalway  Co. 

Army— Muzzle- Loading  Field  Guns,  [221]  298 
Sergeants.  Pay  and  Position  of,  [220]  539 
Suff  OfflcePi—Qaeen'f  Regulations,  [218] 


Nolan,  Captain  J.  P. — eont. 

Army    Estimates — Chelsea    and    Kilmainham 
Hospitals,  Amendt.  [218]  536 
Land  Forces,  [218]  476 
Customs—Out-door  Officers,  Memorial  of,  [221] 

391 
Elementary     Education  —   (Emoluments     of 

Teachers),  Address  for  Returns,  [218]  785 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  [220]  1521  ;  2R. 
Amendt   [221]    721  ;    Comm.  995  ;    cl.   2, 
1018 :  Schedule,  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 1019,  1023  ;  Schedule  2,  1026 
Hoasehold  Franchise  (Counties),  2R.  [219]  239 
India — Bengal  Famine,  Res.  [218]  938 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Leave,  '218]  1254 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 
c2.10,[22o]214  ;c/.16,  Amendt.  1003  ;add.cl. 
1052 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  [218]  411 
Poor  Law — Amalgamation  of  Unions,  [218] 

1177 
Suck  and  Shannon,  Drainage  of,  [220]  300 
Teachers,  Return  of  Emoluments  of,  [220] 

1225 
Valuation  Acts,  [219]  1406 
Ireland — Controverted  Elections — Mr.  Justice 

Lawson,  Res.  [218J  1901 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers,  Res.  [219] 

1298 
Ireland  —  Railways— Local  Guarantees,    Res. 

[219]  318 
Lough  Corrib  Navigation,  2R.  [221]  610 
Navy— Haulbowline,  Works  at,  [220]  444 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  146 
Controverted  Elections — English  and  Irish 
Judgments,  [220]  422 
Parliamentary  Relations  (Great   Britain   and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  928, 963 
Post  Office— Mayo,  PosUl  Facilitiesin,  [2 18]  1 1 31 
Ways  and  Means— Gun  Licence  Act,  [218]  1062 

NoKTH,  Lieut-Colonel  J.  S.,  Oxfordshire 
Army — Militia — Fines  for  Drunkenness,  [221] 
302 
Officers  on  Foreign  Service,  [220]  871 
Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [219]  721,  722 
Army  Reserves,  Res.  [218]  503,  504,  505 
Army  Estimates — Divine  Service,  [218]  526 
Medical  Establishments,  Ac.  [218]  527 
Military  Law,  Administration  of,  [218]  526 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [218]  534 
Ashantee  War — Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces, 
[218]  430 

Nx)ETHC0TE,   Ri^ht    Hon.    Sir    S.     H. 
{see  Chancefior  of  the  Exchequer) 

Norwood,    Mr.  Cl  M.,   Etngston-upon" 

Hull 
Board  of  Trade(Marine  Department),  [218]  1698 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  [219]  1002 ;  el.  2, 

1022,  1029,  1093,  1094 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220J  372,  373 
Merchant  Ships  (Measurement  of  Tonnage), 

2R.  [219]  1223 


NOE       OCO 


{QENEBAL    INDEX) 
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OCO       OGO 


Norwood,  Mr.  C.  M. — cont. 

Municipal  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Assessors)* 

2R.  [219]  696 
Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [218]  746 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities,  2R.  [218]  963 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [218]  768 

Nuisances  Prevention  Act — Inspectors  of 
Nuisances — The  Police 
Question,  Mr.  Neville-Grenville  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  April  30,  [218]  U08 

O'Brien,  Sir  P.,  King*s  Co. 

Customs — Promotion  of  Officers,  [220]  166 
East  India  Finance,  Comm.  [218]  1490 
Excise^Whiskey,  Adulteration  of,  [220]  699 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  3R.  [231]  733; 

Comm.  Schedule,  1021 
Gold  Coast,  Slavery  on  the,  Res.  [220]  633 
India — Indian  (Hindus  and  Mahomedans)  Ap- 
pointments, [219]  1686 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

el.  11,  [220]  342 
Maclean,  Late  Governor — Despatches  of,  [219] 

1162 

Parliamentary    Relations  (Great   Britain  and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion   for   a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  966 
Peace   Preservation  (Ireland)  Act — "  Flag  of 

Ireland"  Newspaper,  [218]  1663,  1664 
Peace   Preservation    (Ireland)    Act — Case    of 
Patrick  Casey,  Motion  for  Papers,  [219]  198 
States  of  the  Plate^Argentine  Republic  and 
Brazil,  [220]  166 

O'Callaghan,  Hon.  W.  F.  0.,  Tipper ary 

Co. 
Ireland — Denominational  Education,  [218]  923 

O'Clery,  Mr.  K.,  Wexford  Co, 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  738; 
Comm.  1006  ;  Schedule,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1021 
Ireland — Oyster  Beds  off  Wexford  and  Wick- 
low,  [221]  1149 
Irish  Fisheries  Report  (1873),  [219]  862 
Parliamentary  Relations   (Great    Britain   and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Comm.  Res.  [220]  763 
Rome — Alleged  Disturbances,  [221]  297 
Spain — Civil  War — Recognition  of  Belligerent 
Rights,  [218]  494 
The  German  Squadron,  [221]  863 

0' Conor  Don,  The,  Roscommon  Co. 

Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1269 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  1,  [218]  1338 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

a^dc/.  [220]  1010,  1014 
Ireland— Dublin  University,  Res.  [221]  1327 
Ireland — Intoxicating  Liquors  in,  Sale  of,  on  a 

Sunday,  Res.  [218]  2007,  2008 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  884 
Ireland  —  Railways — Local   Guarantees,   Res. 

[219]  316,328 
Parliamentary    Relations   (Great  Britain  and 

Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a    Com- 
mittee, [220]  918 
Valuation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendmowl, 2B..\iio\ 

2S2 


0' Conor,  Mr.  D.  M.,  Sligo  Co, 

Ballot  Act,  [218]  374 

Contagious    Diseases    (Animals) — Report    of 

Committee  (1873),  [220]  698 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [218]  616; 

Comm.  cL  1, 1338 


O'DoNNELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Gdlway 

India— Bengal  Famine,  [218]  483,  711 ;   Res. 
933,  941 
Telegraphic  Correspondence,  [218]  028 
Municipal  Franchise  (IreUnd),  2R.[ai8]  784 
Suez  Canal — International  Commission,  [218] 
1408 


O'DoNOGHUE,  The,  Tralee 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Comm.  [231]  993 
Ireland — ^Magistracy,  [221]  1412 

Trinity  GoUegQ,  Dublin— Queen's  Letter, 
The,  [221]  872 
Ireland— Dublin  University,  [221]  761  ;    Res. 
1326 


Irish  Und  Act  (1872)— Legislation,  [219]  620 

to  the 
[218]  170 


Parliament — Address  in  Answer 


Speech, 


Parliamentary  Relations  (Great  Britain  and 
Ireland)— Home  Rule,  Comm.  Res.  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  [220]  791  :  Motion  for  a 
Committee,  926,  928,  939,  940 


Offences  against  the  Person  Bill 

{Mr.  Charley,  Mr.  JFhitweU,  Mr.  Edward 

Davenport) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  T  ♦  Mar  20  [Bill  13] 

Read  2«,  after  debate  April  IS,  [218]  638 
Order  for    Committee  read,  and   discharged  ; 

Bill    committed     to    a    Select    Committee 

April  27 
And,  on  April  29,  Committee  nominated  ai 

follows: — Mr.  Stansfeld    (Chairman),    Mr. 

Attorney  General  (Sir  R.  Baggallay),  Mr. 

Charley,  Mr.  H.  T.  Cole,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr. 

Alfred  Marten,  Sir  Charles  Mills,  Mr.  Mun* 

della,    Mr.    Watney,   Mr.    Wheelhouse,   Mr. 

Whitwell 
Bill  reported  •  May  11  [  BUI  97] 


O'Gorman,  Major  P.,    Waterford 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1186 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [221] 
1016,  1026  ;  Schedule  2,  Motion  for  repor^ 
ing  Progress,  1026 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cl.  27,  [220]  128 
Ireland — Constabulary,  The,  [219]  71 

Derry  Celebrations — Costs  of  Colonel  Uillier, 
[219]  392  ;  [220]  156 
Ireland — Intoxicating  Liquors  in.  Sale  of,  on  a 

Sunday,  Res.  [218]  2020 
Irish   Railways,    Acquisition   and   Control  of, 

Res.  [218]  1331 
Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions,  Res. 
[219]  1624;  Motion  for  an  Address,  [221] 
834 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police,  Comm.  cl.  2,  Motion  for  re- 
Yot\Mv%  '^t^^gc^'ft*,  \>'i.\\  *^<i<&^  QOt ;    cl.  4, 


OHA       OPE 


{SESSION    1874) 
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OPE        OSH 


O'Haoan,  Lord 

CiTil  BiU  Coarts  (Ireland),  3R.  [220]  1340 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  461 
Infanticide,  Comm.  [221]  849 
Irish  National  Education — Schoolmasters  and 

Schoolmistresses,  Motion  for  a  Return,  [220] 

981 
Judicature  and  Appeal  (Scotland  and  Ireland), 

IR.  [218]  1829 
\jm6  Titles  and    Transfer,   2R.    [218]  982  ; 

Comm.  1670 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [221]  90 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  2R.  [219]  1046;  Comm.  1378 

O'Leary,  Dr.  W,  H.,  Ihrogheda 
Fermissife  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  6b 

O'LooHLEN,   Right    Hon.   Sir   C.    M., 

Clare  Co. 
ControTerted  Elections  (Ireland)~Mr.  Justice 

Uwson,  [218]  1581,  1582  ;  Res.  1884 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1268 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

d.  12,  r22o]998 
Judicature  (Ireland).  [218]  1495 
Monastic  and   Conventual  Institutions,  [218] 

1843 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  r2i9j 

1410 
Parliamentary  Relations  (Great   Britain   and 

Ireland) — Ilome   Rule,   Comm.    Res.  [220] 

791,  944 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  129 
Supply — Government  Prisons,  Ac.  (Ireland), 
[219]  364 
Lc^  Expenses,  Ireland,  [219]  366 

O'Neill,  Hon.  E.,  Antrim 

Chancery  Courts  ( Ireland) — Accountant  Gene- 
ral's Office,  [220]  75 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  GuiUfwrd 

Castoms  and  Inland  Revenae,  3R.  [219]  657 
India— Bengal  Famine,  [218]  109 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  U.  2,  [219]  1026, 

1070 
Ordnance  Survey — Salaries  of  Civil  Servants, 

[219]  394,  1269 

Opening  of  Mu»eum$,  Libraries,   ^r.,   on 

Sunday 

RapkaeVt  CotUmm,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke ;  Answer,  Vtscoant  Saodon  i£iy  14, 
[219]  266 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  desirable  to  give  greater  fiieilities  for  re. 
creation  of  a  moral  and  intelleetiial  character 
by  permitting  the  opening  of  Moseoma, 
libraries,  and  similar  institations  on  Sua- 
day  "  {ifr.  P.  A,  Tayhr)  May  19,  482 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ^^fhst,"  and  add 
^tbts  House,  while  of  opnion  thai  all  pos- 
sible fiieiltties  should  be  afforded  for  tbo  moral 
and  intellectnal  rcerealion  fA  the  people  by 
opening  Musevms,  Labvariet,  and  similar  io- 
scitiitiomi  00  weef^-dsyt,  and  where  safe  and 
practicable^  on  week<^y  ev  e^ings,  coMideTi  it 
Badmnbl0  tkm$  M/  0hM»g$  tboiikl  b«  Bade 

[COMl. 


Opening  of  Muteumt,  Librarieit  fre.,  on  Sunday 
— cont. 

in  the  existing  arrangements  for  closing  them 
on  Sundays  "  {Mr.  AUen)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  That  the  words.  <bc. ;  "  after  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  68,  N.  271;  M.  203; 
words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis  Bill 

{Mr.  Whalhy,  Sir  O forge  Bowyer) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  July  24  [Bill  230] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»'* 
{Sir  IFUliam  Frater)  August  5,  [221]  1372 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  month  **  {Mr.  Secretary  Crott)  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  *  now,'  Ac. ; " 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived 
Words  added  ;  main  Question,  ss  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  o£f  for  one  month 

Oranmore  and  Beowxe,  Lord 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [219]  951  ; 

Re-comm.rA  8.  1126,  1127,  1128 
Railways,  Ireland  —  Guarantees  from  County 

Rates,  [218]  1404 

Ordnance  Survey 

Jffertfordshire,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Smith ;  An- 
swer, I^rd  Henry  Lennox  May  8,  [218]  1926 

Merioneth^  Question,  Mr.  Holland ;  Answer, 
Lord  Henry  I^ennox  May  4,  [218]  1587 ; 
July  20,  [221]  299 

North  Wales,  Question,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox /u»i«  2,(219] 
852 

Salaries  of  Employ  is  of  the  Ordnanee  Survey, 
Question,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  May  18.  [219]  394 

The  25-inch  Scale,  Question,  Mr.  Ryder;  An- 
swer, Lord  Henry  Lennox  April  20,  [218] 
816 

Report,  1873 [952] 

O'Ketlly,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co. 
Army — Militia  and  the  Line,  [219]  964 
Army  Reserves,  Res.  [218]  508 
India — U.M.  Roman  Catholic  Servants,  [219] 

69 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2 R.  [219]  149 
IreUnd — Convict  Prisons,  [219'  1564 

Irish  Magistracy — Mr.  )ackson,  J.  P.,  [219] 

1497 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  [219]  1056 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers,  Res.  [210] 

1296 
Irp^land  —  Railways — Local   Guarantees,   Res. 

[219]  323 
Irish  Railways,    Acquisition  and    Control   of. 
Res.  [218]  1332,  1333 

(ySjLkZGmrESSY,  Mr.  B.,  Limeriek 

Expiring  Laws  Cotttiaoaoce,  Comm.  [221]  998 
Irelaad^Legal  Proceedings,  Expenses  oC,>  19] 
700 
Pbcenix  Park  Riots,  [219]  1118 
Ireland— Intermediate   Education,  Rca.  [iii\ 
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O'Shavohhisbt,  Mr.  R. — eont. 

Parliament— Gal  way  Writ,  [219]  1068 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2a.  [219]  531,  541 
Revenue  OflSccrs  Disabilities,  2R.  [218]  964 
Shannon  Navigation — Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [220] 
674 

0' Sullivan,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limerieh  Co, 

Excise — Whiskey,  Adulteration  of,  [220]  598 
Inland   Revenue   (Ireland)  —  Mixing    Spirits, 

[219]  1268, 1269 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Gomm. 

cl.    12,    Amendt.    [220]   997,    1000,    1001  ; 

cl.  20,  Amendt.  1005 
Monastic   and    Conventual   Institutions,   Res. 

[219]  1512 
Towns  Improvement  Act  (1854),  [219]  478 
Ways  and  Means — Pauper  Lunatics,  [2 19]  272 

Outlawries  Bill 

e.  Read  l^^ifar  19 
Oxford,  Bishop  of 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cZ.  7>  [219] 
958;  cl,  8,  1143;  Report,  add,  d,  [220] 
149  ;  Commons  Amendts.  Consid.  [221] 
1249;  el.ic),  1255 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Orders  Con- 
firmation Bill  [n-L] 

(The  Lord  Dunmorc) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1*  ♦  April  27  (No.  36) 

Read  2**  May  11 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  19 

Read  S***  May  2\ 
c.  Read  1°  ♦/«//<?  2  [Bill  129] 

Read  2°  •  June  4 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  15 

Read  3"*  June  16 
I.  Royal  Assent  June  30   [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  xviii] 

Paget,  Mr.  R.  H.,  Somersetshire,  Mid, 
Army — Militia  Storehouses,  [219]  07 
Criminal    Lunatics — Broadmoor    and    County 

Asylums,  [219]  67 
Intoxicating   Liquors,    Consid.   cl,    26,    [219] 

1738  ;  cl.  13,  [220]  109  ;  cl.  27,  175,  179 
Supply — Post  OflBce  Telegraph   Service,  [219] 

1662 

Palk,  Sir  L.,  Devonshire^  E. 

Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  646 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  [218]  1190 

Palmer,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Durham,  N. 
Navy — Naval  Reserve,  [218]  751 
Navy     Estimates  —  Steam     Machinery,    <bc. 

Amendt.  [219]  443 
Singapore  Emigration  Act,  [218]  484 

parliament 

LORDS— 
2i8]Mkstino  op  the  Pabuambkt  Mar  6t  1 

The  Parliament  opened  by  Commission 
Certificate  of  the  Election  of  Sixteen   Repre- 
sentative Peers  for  Scot\ai\d  deVWcted  a^u^ 
read  Mar  b,  3 

\c(yi\t. 
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218]  Roll  ot  thi  Lords— (barter  King  of  Arms 
attending,  delivered  at  th«  Table  (in  theatoal 
Manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  the 
First  Session  of  the  Twenty-first  Parliament 
of  the  United  Kingdom  Mar  5,  4 

Roll  of  the  Lords — The  Lord  Chancellor  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Olerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid  it  on  the 
Table :  The  same  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
Mar  23  (No.  5) 

.  The  Royal  Commission — Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  presented  and  approved  Mar  6, 
15  ;— Issue  of  Writs  Mar  8,  18 

J^er  |Haje0t5'0  |Ho0t  ffiractous  Spccrfi 

218]  delivered  by  The  Lord  Chancxllob  Mar  19, 
.     22 

.  An  Addrbss  to  Hxr  Majsstt  thereon  moved 
by  The  Marquess  of  Lothiah  (the  Motion 
being  seconded  by  The  Earl  Cadooar),  and, 
after  debate,  agreed  to,  Nemine  DissenUcfUe 
Mar  19,  26 

.Her  Mairstt*s  Answer  to  the  Address 
reported  Mar  20,  92 

Chairman  of  Committees — The  Lord  Redesdale 
appointed!,  Nemine  Dissentiente,  to  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House  for 
this  Session  Mar  19 

Moved  that  the  Viscount  Eversley  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  the  Chair  in  the  Committees 
of  the  Whole  House  in  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Redesdale  from  illness,  unless  where  it 
shall  have  been  otherwise  directed  by  the 
House  ;  agreed  to  April  23 
Committee  for  Privileges — appointed  Mar  19 
Sub-Committee  for  the    Journals — appointed 

Mar  19 
Appeal  Committee — appointed  Mar  19 
Receivers  and  Tryers  of  Petitions — appointed 
Mar  19 

Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Ogiee 
of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Blojck  Rod — 
Select  Committee  on,  appointed  Mar  23 ; 
The  Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Committee  : — Ld.  Chancellor,  Ld.  President, 
Ld.  Privy  Seal,  1).  Saint  Albans,  Ld.  Cham- 
berlain, .M.  Lansdowno,  M.  Salisbury,  M. 
Bath,  L.  Steward,  E.  Devon,  E.  Tanker- 
ville,  E.  Stanhopf,  E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Ciran- 
ville,  E.  Kimberley,  E.  Sydney,  V.  Hawarden, 
V.  Eversley,  L.  Colville  of  Culross,  L.  Pon- 
sonby,  L.  Redesdale,  L.  Colchester,  L.  Skel- 
mersdale,  and  L.  Aveland        Report  No.  HI 

Opposed  Private  Dills — The  Lords  following, 
viz. : — M.  Lansdowne,  L.  Colville  of  Culross, 
L.  Ponsonby,  and  L.  Skclmcrsdale  were 
appointed,  with  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to  the 
House  the  names  ot  the  five  Lords  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill  Mar  23 

Standing  Order  Committee  on,  appointed 
Mar  23 ;  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of 
the  Committee  : — D.  Somerset,  Ld.  Chamber- 
lain, M.  Winchester,  M.  Lansdowne,  M. 
\\^\Xv,  ^.  NlA^^Wx^,  ¥^.  tkvQo,   E.  Airlie, 
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E.  Romnev,  E.  Chiebester,  E.  Powis, 
E.  VeruUm,  £.  Morley,  £.  Stradbroke, 
E.  Amheraty  E.  Sydoey,  V.  Hawarden, 
V,  HardiDgOf  V.  ETereley,  V.  Halifax, 
L.  Camoys,  L.  Saye  and  Sele,  L.  Golville 
of  Cnlron,  L.  Pontonby,  L.  Sondes,  L.  Digby, 
L.  Sheffield,  L.  Colchester,  L.  Silchester, 
L.  De  Tabley,  L.  Skelmendale,  L.  Portman, 
L.  Belper,  L.  Ebnry,  L.  Egerton,  L.  Hylton, 
and  L.  Penrbyn 

Private  BUI  Legislation 

218]  Orders  in  relation  to  Petitions  Mar  19,  61 ; 
Mar  23,  226  ;  Mar  24,  255 
.Ordered,  That  no  PriTate  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Thursday  the  18th  day  of  June 
next     [And  other  Orders]  May  1,  1491 

Moved  that  Standing  Order  No.  179.  sect.  1.  be 
suspended  ;  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Private 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  at  Whitsun- 
tide, be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which 
the  House  shall  sit  after  the  Recess  May  21  ; 
agreed  to 

Easter  Recess — House  adjourned  on  Monday, 
30th  March,  to  Tuesday,  14th  April 

Whitsuntide  Recess  —  House  adjourned  on 
Friday,  22nd  May,  to  Monday,  1st  June 

pROBOOATIOlf   OF  TBI    PARUllClirT  AugUSt  7 

HxR  Majxbtt's  Spsxoh  delivered  to  both 
Houses  by  The  Lord  Chancxllor 

The-  Parliament  prorogued  to  Friday,  the  23rd 
day  of  October  next 

COMMONS— 

MxiTxiro  OF  THx  Parltaitvnt  Mar  o 
A  Book  containing  a  List  of  the  Names  of  the 
Members  returned  to  serve  in  Parliament 
delivered  to  Sir  Thomas  Erskine  May  by 
Charles  Bomilly,  Esquire,  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  in  Great  Britain 

*    Message  from  The  Lords  Commissioners  Mar  5 

The  House  went  up  to  the  House  of  Peers  ; 
and  being  returned — The  House  proceeded 
to  the— 
318]  Election  of  a  Speaker — The  Right  Honourable 
Henry  Brand  unanimously  called  to  the 
Chair  Mar  5,  5 

.  Mr.  Speaker  reported  Her  Majesty's  Approval, 
and  took  and  subscribed  the  Oath — with 
other  Members  Mar  6, 17 

.  Committee  for  Privileges — appointed  Mar  9, 20 

Chairman  of  Committees — On  Motion  of  Mr. 

Disraeli,  Mr.  Cecil  Raikes  takes  the  Chair 

of  the  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  21 

The  Royal  Commission— Iwwe  of  Writs  Mar  9 

.  Adjournment  of  the  House  Mar  9, 19 

.The  Quxxh's  Spxxch  reported;  An  bumble 
Address  thereon  moved  by  Sir  William 
Stiruno  -  Maxwell  (the  Motion  being  se- 
conded by  Mr.  Callxmdxr)  Mar  19,  55 

.  Amendt.  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  sixth 
paragraph,  to  add,  *'  And  that,  conscious  of 
the  obligation  of  Parliament  to  take  especial 
CMre  of  the  condition  of  India,  we  desire  to 

[cant. 
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assure  Tour  Majesty  of  the  interest  and 
anxiety  with  which  we  shall  be  ready  to 
consider  any  measure  that  may  be  brought 
before  us  tending  to  mitigate  the  distress 
which  now  prevails  in  that  portion  of  the 
Empire,  and  to  avert  such  calamity  in 
future  "  J*^'**  Torrens),  68  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  those  wonds  be  there  added  ; " 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  and  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  draw  up  the  said  Ad- 
dress 
Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — Sir  William 
Stirling-Maxwell  (Chairman),  Sir  Charles 
Adderley,  Mr.  Attorney  General  (Sir  John 
Karslake),  Mr.  Callender,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Mr. 
Disraeli,  Mr.  Dyke,  Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Mr.  Secretary  Hardy,  Mr.  Ward  Hunt, 
Viscount  Sandon,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
(Sir  Richard  Baggallay) 
218]  Report  of  Address  brought  upand  readifor20, 
110 
.  Address  read  a  second  time ;  Amendt.  pro- 
posed, at  the  end  of  the  eighth  paragraph, 
to  add  "  We  also  think  it  right  humbly  to 
represent  to  Your  Majesty  that  dissatis£sction 
prevails  very  extensively  in  Ireland  with  the 
existing  system  of  Government  in  that  Coun- 
try, and  that  complaints  are  made  that  under 
that  system  the  Irish  people  do  not  enjoy 
the  full  benefits  of  the  Constitution  or  of  the 
free  principles  of  the  Law  ;  and  we  humbly 
assure  Tour  Majesty  that  we  shall  regard  it 
as  the  duty  of  Parliament,  on  the  earliest 
opportunity,  to  consider  the  origin  of  this 
dissatisfaction,  with  a  view  to  the  removal  of 
all  just  causes  of  discontent"  (Mr.  Butt); 
Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added  ;  "  after  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  50,  N.  314  ;  M.  264 
Address  agreed  to ;  to  be  presented  by  Privy 
Councillors 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  171 

.  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Mar  23,  228 

Public  Accounts  —  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  Mar  20,  as  follows  : — Mr.  Dodson 
(Chairman),  Colonel  Barttelot,  Lord  F. 
Cavendish,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Lord  Eslington,  Mr. 
Goldney,  Mr.  Thomson  Ilankey,  Mr.  O'Reilly, 
Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Seely,  and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 

.  Reports  of  the  Auditor  Oeneral,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillwyn ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  23,  9S7 

Printing — Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  Mar  20,  as  follows  : — Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr. 
Henley,  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  Mr.  Massey,  The 
O'Conor  Don,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Mr. 
Spencer  Walpole,  and  Mr.  Whitbread 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  {Bouse  of 
Commons) — Standing  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Mar  20,  as  follows :  —  Mr. 
Adam  (Chairman),  Mr.  Dick,  Mr.  Dyke, 
Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Goldney,  Captain  Hayter, 
Lord  Kensington,  Mr.  Muntz,  Mr,  StacQOole^ 

and  Sir  U«iin  ^^"^^ 
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PubUe  Petitions — Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Mar  24,  as  follows : — Sir 
Charles  Forster  (Chairman),  Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck,  Viscount  Crichton,  Mr.  William 
Ormsby  Gore,  Earl  De  Grey,  Mr.  Kay- 
Shuttlewortb,  Mr.  Kinnaird,  Mr.  M'Lagan, 
Mr.  0*Conor,  The  O'Donoghue,  Lord  Arthur 
Russell,  Sir  Charles  Russell,  Mr.  Sandford, 
Mr.  Simonds,  and  Mr.  Reginald  Torke 

Railway  and  Canal  Billt,  General  Committee 
on — A  Sessional  Committee ;  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  follows : — 
Sir  Francis  Goldsmid  (Chairman),  Mr,  W. 
W.  Beach,  Mr.  Evans,  Mr.  Floyer,  Mr. 
Leveson  Gower,  Mr.  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir 
John  Kennaway,  Earl  of  March,  Mr.  Arthur 
Mills,  Mr.  O'Reilly,  Mr.  Ridley,  Mr.  J,  G. 
Talbot,  and  Mr.  Woodd 

Selection — Committee  of,  nominated  as  fol- 
lows: — Right  Hon.  J.  R.  Mowbray  (Chair- 
roan),  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey,  Sir  Graham 
Montgomery,  The  O' Conor  Don,  Mr.  Scour- 
field,  and  Mr.  Whitbread 

Standing  Orders — Select  Committee  nominated 
as  follows  : — Mr.  Mowbray  (Chairman),  Sir 
T.  E.  Colebrooke,  Viscount  Crichton,  Mr. 
Cubitt,  Mr.  Thomson  Uankey,  Mr.  Henley, 
Mr.  Howard,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  The 
O'Conor  Don,  Mr.  Scourfield,  and  Mr.  Whit- 
bread 

Privilege 
Breach  of  Privilege — The  "Morning  Post" 
Question,  Observations,  Mr.  Herbert ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Speaker  May  18,  [219]  394 
Explosive  Substances  Committee,  Leave  given 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Explosive  Sub- 
stances to  make  a  Special  Report  {Sir  John 
Bay)  May  22,  [219]  698;  Special  Report 
brought  up,  and  read 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  R.  S.  France  do  attend  this 
House  upon  Monday  the  Ist  day  of  June 
next,  at  half  an  hour  after  Four  of  the  clock 

Order  read  for  Attendance  of  Mr.  R.  S.  France 
June  1,  752 

Moved,  •*  That  Mr.  R.  S.  France  be  called  in  " 
{Sir  John  Bay) ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to;  after  further  short  de- 
bate, Mr.  R.  S.  France  directed  to  withdraw 

Ordered,  "  That  Mr.  R.  S.  France  be  called 
to  the  Bar  of  this  House,  <tc.,"  755  ;  and 
Mr.  France  having  been  accordingly  called 
in,  was  admonished  by  Mr.  Speaker 

Moved,  "  That  these  proceedings  be  entered 
on  our  Journals "  {Mr.  Disraeli)  ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

Ordered,  Nomine  Contradicente,  That  what 
has  been  now  said  by  Mr.  Speaker,  in  ad- 
monishing R.  S.  France,  be  entered  in  the 
Journals  of  this  House 

Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Whalley  for  Contempt  of 
Court,  Observations,  Mr.  Whalley  May  11, 
[219]  150  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee 
{Mr.  Whalley)  May  12,  201  [House  counted 
out]  [See  title — Parliament — Privilege'] 

Petition  of  Mr.  Righy  Wason — Offensive  Irt^ 
putations.  Moved,  "That  the  Order  [2nd 
June]  that  the  Petition  should  lie  on  the 
Table  be  discharged  "  {Sir  Charles  Forster) 
June  8,  [219]  1153;  Order  read,  sctid  dis- 
charged; IViiiiou  vrit\\drawu 

\^conl. 
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Butiness  of  the  Bouse 
Questions,  Mr.  Newdegmte,  Mr.  Beraiford 
Hope  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disrmeli  Mar  20,  [218] 
109  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Gosoben,  Mr.  Honman  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  24,  1098;  Question,  Mr. 
Newdegate;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  I. 
1497 
The  Resolutions  of  1872,  Question,  Mr.  Whit- 
well;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  Mar  26,  [218] 
339 

Easter  Recess^  House  adjourned  on  Toesday, 
31st  March,  to  Monday,  13th  April 

Whitsuntide  Recess^  Question,  Mr.  New- 
degate ;  Auswer,  Mr.  Disrmeli  April  30, 
[218]  1411  ;  House  adjourned  on  Friday, 
22nd   May,  to  Monday,  Ist  June 

Derby  Day  —  Adjoummeta  of  the  Bouse, 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  at  the  riaingof 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Thursday 
next"  {Mr,  Disraeli)  June  2,  [219]  854; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  243, 
N.  69  ;  M.  174 

Morning  Sittings,  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  June  19,  [220]  159 

Saturday  Sittings,  Question,  Mr.  SnlliTan  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  July  25,  [221]  704 

Public  Business 

Public  Business  after  the  Whitsun  Vacation, 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Mr.  Cogan  ; 
Answers,    Mr.     Disraeli,     Mr.     Newdegate 

May  22,  [219]  701 

Order — Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions 
Bill,  Observations,  Mr.  Newdegate  ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Speaker  June  5,  [219]  1053  ; — The  late 
Count-Out,  Observations,  Mr.  Newdegate 
Jxoie  10,  1299;  Moved,  "That  this  House 
do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr.  Oreene) ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Observations,  Colonel  Barttelot  June  5,  [219] 
1062 

Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  Question, 
Colonel  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
Junes,  [219]  1164 
Moved,  "That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  subsequent 
to  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  Bill  be  postponed 
till  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  of  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  relating  to  Friendly 
Societies  "  {Mr.  Disraeli)  June  8,  [219]  1 164 ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Public  Business,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster. 
Sir  Wilfrid  I^wson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  22,  [220]  228 

Commencement  of  Public  Bttsiness,  Question, 
Sir  Charles  Russell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  June  25,  [220]  425 

State  and  Progress  of  Public  Business — Public 
Worship  Regulation  Bill,  Ministerial  State- 
ment, Mr.  Disraeli  July  13,  [220]  1523; 
July  24,  [221]  625;  Moved.  "That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn  **  {Mr.  Olidstonc) : 
after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Observations,  Mr.  Sullivan  ;  debate  thereon 
July  25,  [221]  713 

Postponement  of  Orders  of  the  Day,  Moved, 
"  'VVv\jX  \,\v«i  Ovders  of  the  Day,  this  day,  be 
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joaraed  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
PabUe  Worship  Regulation  Bill "  {Mr,  DU- 
ra€li)July  15,  [331]  3;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
MoTed, "  That  the  Standing  Orders  respecting 
the  sittings  of  the  House  on  Wednesdays  be 
suspended,  this  day,  till  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  the  Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill  shall 
haTc  been  disposed  of"  {Mr.  DutmH); 
after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Private  Bill  Legislation — New  Standing  Orders 

Drainage  and  Inclosure  Acts — Standing  Orders 
175  and  176  read  in  order  to  their  Amend- 
ment July  30,  [33 1 ]  965 ;  after  debate. 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  July  31, 1029  ;  after  further 
debate,  Standing  Orders  amended 

Bouses  of  the  Labouring  Classes — New  Stand- 
ing Orders  moved  (^Mr.  Assheton  Cross) 
July  30,  [321]  963  ;  after  short  debate.  New 
Standing  Orders  agreed  to 

Railway  BiUs — Standing  Order  25  read,  and 
amended  August  3,  [33i]  1141 

Palace  of  Westminster 
Admission  of  Visitors,  Question,  Observations, 

Colonel   Beresford ;    Reply,    Mr.  Assheton 

Gross  July   16,    [231]  129  ;  Question,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke;    Answer,  Mr.   Assheton 

Cross  July  28,  [331]  853 
Frescoes  in  the  Bouse  of  Lords,  Question,  Mr. 

Hankey ;     Answer,    Lord     Henry     Lennox 

June  29,  [330]  605 
Subway  to  the  Bouse  of  Commons,  Question, 

Mr.  Grieve  ;   Answer,   Lord  Henry  Lennox 

Ji»i7  20,[3i8]  817 
Sale  of  Acts  of  Parliament^   Question,    Mr. 

Hayter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  July  28, 

[331]  852 
The  Abbey  and  Palace  at  Westminster,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.   W.   M.   Torreiis ;  Answer,   Lord 

Henry  Lennox  May  4,  [318]  1591 
The  Clock   Tower,  Question.  Mr.  W.  M.  Tor- 

rens  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  June  25, 

[330]  418 
The  Light  in  the  Clock  Tower,  Question,  Mr. 

James ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  iiprt'/  21, 

[si8]  926 
The    Water -Olass    Pictures,    Question,    Mr. 

Errington ;    Answer,   Lord   Henry   Lennox 

August  7,  [331]  1423 

Pbobooation  of  thb  Pabuamsrt  August  7 

iMeMage  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners' 
'[3Si]  1476:~The   House   went:  Hsb  Ma 
jxstt'b  Spxxch  delivered  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  by  The  Lord  Chanoillob,  pur- 
suant to  Her  Majesty's  Command 

After  which.  Parliament  prorogued  to  Friday, 
October  23 

Parliament — Ascension  Day — Committees 
Moved,  "  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  upon 
Thursday,  being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two 
o'clock,  and  shall  have  leave  to  sit  until  Six 
o'clock,  notwithstanding  the  sitting  of  the 
House"  {Mr.  Oathome  Bardy)  May  12, 
[319]  175  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

VOL.  CCXXI.  [third  8EBIES.] 


Parliament — Business  of  the  ITouse 

Moved,  '*That  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  upon 
every  succeeding  Tuesday  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session,  Orders  of  the  Day 
have  precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions,  Go- 
vernment Orders  of  the  Day  having  the 
priority  "  (Mr.  GcUhorne  Bardy)  June  I  \, 
[319]  1407;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  to-morrow,  and  on  every  suc- 
ceeding Wednesday  of  the  Session,  Govern- 
ment Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  " 
{Mr.  Disraeli)  July  21  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House 

Moved,  *'  That,  whenever  the  House  shall  meet 
at  Two  of  the  clock,  the  sitting  of  the  House 
shall  be  held  subject  to  the  Resolutions  of 
the  House  of  the  30th  day  of  April  1869  " 
{Mr.  Disraeli)  July  2,  [330]  873  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Op- 
posed  Business) 

Moved,  "  That,  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  no 
Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be 
taken  after  half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock  at 
night,  with  respect  to  which  Order  or  Notice 
of  Motion  a  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amend- 
ment shall  have  been  printed  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  or  if  such  Notice  of  Motion  shall 
only  have  been  given  the  next  previous  day 
of  sitting,  and  objection  shall  be  taken  when 
such  Notice  is  called  "  (Mr,  Beygate)  Mar  24, 
[318]  270 

Amcndt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  time 
allotted  by  the  Rules  of  the  House  to  the 
consideration  of  Bills  introduced  by  private 
Members  is  already  insufScient  for  the  due 
discussion  of  the  same  and  ought  not  to  be 
further  restricted  "  {Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  v. ; 
after  debate.  Question,  ''  That  the  words, 
die,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  proposed  ;  Amcndt.  to  add,  at 
the  end  thereof,  '*  Provided,  that  this  Rule 
shall  not  apply  to  any  Bill  which  has  passed 
through  Committee  of  the  House"  {Mr. 
Dillwyn)  ;  after  further  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added  ;" 
A.  275,  N.  113;  M.  162 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

Parliament  —  Controverted    Elections  — 

Judges^  Reports 
318]  Borough  of  Taunton  Mar  19,  54   (P.  P.  74) 
.  County  of  Renfrew  April  13,  493 
.  Kidderminster,  Backney  April  16,  624 
.  Ayr  Burghs,  Isle  of  Wight  April  17,  710 
.  Stockport  April  20,  811 
.New  Windsor  {P.  P.  152),  Wakefield,  At  hUme 
.      April  27,1173  ;  (P.  P.  144) 
.  County  of  Leitrim  April  30, 1406 
.  Borough  of  Barnstaple  May  1, 1493 
.  Stroud,  Dudley  May  4,  1580 
.  Cotinty  of  Mayo  May  7,  1834      (P.  P.  165) 
219]  Borough  of  Poole  May  13,  205 
,  Kerry  May  12,  205 
.  Borough  of  Pembroke  May  14, 304 
•  Galway  tiorov^K  June  1, 1  Vi      V.P .  P .  *2AVS 
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Parliament  —  Controverted  EUetiont  —  Judgeit 
Report* — cont. 

219]  Durham,  Bolton,  Oalway,  WigUm  District  of 

Burghs  June  I,  750 
.  Wigtown  Burghs  Writ  June  2,  847  ;  August  7, 

[221]  1421 
.  Eaverfordwest,  Durham  County  {Northern  Divi- 
sion) June  2,  847 
.  Boston  Borough  June  8.  1 152        (P.P.  375) 
.  Borough  of  Drogheda  June  15,  1583 
220]  County    of    Durham  (Southern  Division) 

June  17, 1 
;  Launceston,  (P.  P.  250) ;  Fetersfield,  Boston 

June  23,  297 
.  Borough  of  Stroud  July  13,  1517 
.  English  and  Irish  Judgments,  Question,  Cap> 

tain  Nolan ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

June  25,  422 
221]  Kidderminster  July  20,  293 

Parliament — New  Writs 

Moved,  "  That,  where  any  Election  has  been  de> 
Glared  Toid,  under  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act  of  1868,  and  the  Judge  has  re- 
ported that  any  person  has  been  guilty  of 
bribery  and  corrupt  practices,  no  Motion  for 
the  issuing  of  a  new  Writ  shall  be  made 
without  two  days*  previous  notice  being  given 
in  the  Votes"  (jfr.  Anderson)  April  30, 
[218]  1488  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Observations,  Question,  Mr.  Roebuck  ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Speaker ;  short  debate  thereon  May  7, 
1843 

Motion  for  New  Writs,  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  April  28,  1262 

Ordered,  That  every  Motion  for  a  New  Writ, 
of  which  Notice  has  been  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Resolution  of  the  30th  day  of  April  last, 
bo  appointed  for  considerntion  before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  May  11 

Parliamentary  EUctions  Act,  1868,  Return  of 
all  Petitions  tried  up  to  30th  January  1874 

P.P.  219 

Parliament —  Controverted  Elections —  Gal- 
way  Election  Petition — Mr,  Justice 
Lawson 

Question,  Sir  Colman  O'Louhlen  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  May  4,  [218]  1581 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  7,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That."  and  add  •'  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  a  Judge  of  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law, 
who  may  accept  and  hold  an  oflBco  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown,  should  not,  while 
holding  such  office,  act  as  an  Election  Judge 
under  *  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868'"  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  v.,  1884; 
Question  proposed,  '•  That  the  words,  <fcc. ;" 
after  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament  —  Controverted     Elections  — 
Stroud  Writ 
Orders  of   the  Day  postponed  (Mr.  Disraeli) 

3fay8,  [218]  1928 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out 
a  new  Writ  for  the  eleclmg  ot  "MeTO\>eTa  \.o 
serse  in  this  present  VarViauveul   ^ot  l\ift 

\cont 


Parliament  —  Controverted  EUm&m  —  Sirwd 
Writ—eoni. 

Borough  of  Stroud,  in  the  room  of  Sebastian 
Stewart  Dickinson,  eiqaire,  and  Walter  John 
Stanton,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been 
determined  to  be»void"  (Lord  Kensington) 
May  8,  1928 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
*'  no  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  Members 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  fiv  the 
Borough  of  Stroud  be  issued  until  after  the 
shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the  Eyidence  and 
Judgment  have  been  laid  before  this  Uouse  " 
(Mr.  Charles  Leujis)  v. ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  4o.  ;  "  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Stroud  Election  Petitions,  Question,  Mr. 
Monk  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
July  7,  [220]  1224 

Parliament — Galway  New  Writ 

Questions,  Mr.  ConoUy  ;  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  IreUnd,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy 
Ju%xe  5,  [219]  1062 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  in  Ireland 
to  make  out  a  New  Writ  for  the  electing  of 
a  Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliameot 
for  the  Borough  of  Galway,  in  the  room  of 
Francis  Hugh  O'Donnell,  esquire,  whose 
Election  has  b^n  determined  to  be  Toid" 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) 

Certificate  and  Reports  from  the  Judge  selected 
for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions  pursuant 
to  the  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868, 
relating  to  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of 
Galway  read  {Mr.  ConoUy)  June  19,  [220] 
160 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  having  regard  to  the  decisions  of  the  Judges 
appointed  by  this  House  to  try  the  Election 
Petitions  ot  the  Town  of  Galway  Election 
1874  and  County  of  Galway  1872,  having 
regard  also  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Town  of  Galway 
Election  Petition  1857,  having  regard  to  the 
Joint  Address  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
which  represented  to  Her  Majesty  in  1857 
that  corrupt  practices  have  extensively  pre- 
vailed at  the  last  Election  and  at  previous 
Elections  for  the  said  County  of  the  Town  of 
Galway,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
said  Town  of  Galway  be  henceforth  disfran- 
chised "  (Mr.  ConoUy)  v.  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  "  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  main 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

New  Writ  for  Galway  Borough,  v.  Francis 
Hugh  O'Donnell,  esquire,  void  Election 


Parliament — Launceston  New  Writ 

Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  ('lerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out 
^  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
borough  of  I^aunoeston  in  the  room  of  James 
Henry  Deakin  whose  election  has  been  de- 
termined to  be  void  "  {Mr,  Dyke)  June  26, 
^i2o\   511  ;    after    short    debate,    Motion 
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ParUammt — ParUammtary  Eleetiam  Aet, 
1868 — Boston  Election 

The  Clerk  of  the  Grown  attending  aooording 
to  Order,  amended  the  Return  for  the  Boroigh 
of  Boston  June  24 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  the  Shorthand  Writer's 
Notes  of  the  Eyidence  taken  at  the  Trial 
of  the  Boston  Election  Petition  and  of  the 
Special  Case  and  also  of  the  Judgment  of 
each  of  the  three  Judges,  Tix.  Lord  Cole- 
ridge,  Mr.  Justice  Brett,  and  Mr.  Justice 
GroTC.  in  the  matter  of  the  said  Petition  " 
{Sir  Edward  Waikin)  July  1 

Question,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis  ;  Answer,  The 
Attomej  General  July  10,  [320]  1472; 
Question,  Sir  Edwsrd  Watkin  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  July  16,  [2ai]  121 

FaUnrk  District  of  Burghe^  Letter  from  John 
Ramsay,  esquire,  read  Mar  19,  [218]  54 


Parliament  —  Privilege — Committal  of  a 
Member  hy  the  Court  of  Queen^B  Bench 
for  Contempt 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House,  that  he  had 
receiTcd  a  Letter  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  England,  which  Mr.  Speaker  read  to 
the  House  Mar  19,  [218]  52 

A  Select  Committee  appointed  thereon  Mar  20, 
101  ;  the  Select  Committee  to  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members  ( Mr.  Disraeli)  Mar  26, 
341  ;  after  short  debate.  Members  added ; 
Committee  nominated  as  follows :  —  Mr. 
Spencer  Walpole  (Chairman),  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  R.  Baggallay),  Mr. 
Stephen  Caye,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke, 
Viscount  Criohton,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Sir  Seymour 
Fitzgerald,  Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Gosohen, 
Viscount  Holmesdale,  Sir  Henry  James,  Mr. 
Knatcbbull  -  Hugessen,  Mr.  Massey,  Sir 
Graham  Montgomery,  Mr.  Roebuck,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  (Mr.  Uolker),  and  Mr. 
Whitbread 
'  Report  of  Select  Comm.  Mar  31,  480  [No.  77] 

Obseryations,  Mr.  Whalley  May  11,  [219]  150; 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  {Mr,  WhaJUey) 
May  12,  201   [House  counted  out] 


Parliament — Creation  of  Irish  Peerages 

Moyed  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty's  consent 
to  a  Bill  being  introduced  limiting  the  pre- 
rogatiye  of  the  Crown  in  so  far  as  it  relates 
to  the  creation  of  Irish  Peerages,  as  provided 
by  the  Act  of  Union  ( The  Lord  Inchiquin) 
June  12,  [219]  1476  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 


Parliament — Representative  Peers  of  Scot- 
land  and  Ireland 
Moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  present  method  of  elect- 
ing the  Representative  Peers  for  Scotland 
and   Ireland,  and   to    report    whether   any 
changes  are  desirable  therein  ( The  Earl  of 
Basebery)  June  12,  [219]  1489;  after  short 
debate,  further  debate  adjourned 
DebMte  resumed  June  19,  C220J  136 

[coiK. 


ParHamgnt — Representative   Peers  of  Seotiand 
and  Ireland^  cont. 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  *'That  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the 
state  of  the  Representative  Peerage  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  and  the  laws  relating 
thereto  "  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond) ;  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  original  Motion  withdrawn ;  and 
a  Select  Committee  appointed 

And,  on  June  25,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee : — Ld.  Privy  Seal, 
£.  Doncaster,  E.  Haddington,  £.  Airlie,  E. 
Lucan,  E.  Belmore,  V.  de  Vesci,  V.  Halifax, 
L.  Saltoun,  L.  Elphinstone,  L.  Ponsonby,  L. 
Inchiquin,  L.  Rosebery,  L.  Oxenford,  L. 
Monck,  L.  O'Hagan,  and  L.  Carlingford 
Report  and  Evidence      .    .    .    P.P.  1 40 

Parliament — Office  of  the    Clerk   of   the 
Parliaments  and  Office  of  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  Rod 
Ordered,  That  all  matters  relating  to  the  Library 
of  the  House,  and  to  the  papers  and  docu- 
ments delivered  for  the  use  of  the  Peers, 
shall  be  considered  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman  Usher  of  the  BUck  Rod  {The 
Chairman  of  Committees)  June  19 

First  Report    .     .    .    P.P.  Ill 

Parliament — Salaries  and  Emoluments  of 
the  Officers  of  the  Two  Houses  of 
Parliament 

Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the  OfDcers  of 
the  Two  Houses  of  Parliament,  with  the 
view,  as  vacancies  occur,  of  fixing  them  upon 
an  equitable  basis"  {Mr,  Dillwyn)  May  12, 
[219]  183 

Amendt.  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  '*  Officers 
of  the,"  and  add  •*  House  of  Commons  "  (Sir 
Henry  Wolff)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  dec. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn  ;  main  Question  put ;  A.  59, 
N.  226 ;  M.  167 


Parliament — Statute  of  Anne — Office  of 
Attorney  or  Solicitor  General 
Moved,  "That,  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
service,  it  is  expedient  that  Members  of  this 
House  who  after  their  election  may  have 
accepted  the  office  of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney 
General  or  Solicitor  General,  should  be  for 
the  future  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
the  Law  under  which  all  Members  who  may 
accept  offices  of  profit  under  the  Crown  are 
compelled  to  vacate  their  seats  "  {Mr.  Yorke) 
May  12,  [219]  175  ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  negatived 


Parliament — The  Dissolution  and  General 
Election 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leave  out  from  "  Thai,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opmioii  o(  lYi\%  Wou%e,  >iXi<^  uI^Vvqa  ^^«^  \x^ 
tbe  Crown  \>^  "^w  l^«:^«sXi*%\^\fc  \K\\!:>sNk«% 
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ParUament^The  Dissolution  and  Oeneral  Elee- 
tion — cont. 

to  digmisa  the  last  Parliament  upoD  the  26th 
January  last,  in  an  abrupt  manner  and  with- 
out any  previous  warning,  at  a  time  when 
both  Houses  had  been  summoned  to  meet  for 
the  despatch  of  public  business,  and  when  no 
emergency  had  arisen  for  such  a  step,  is  cen- 
surable ;  and  further,  that  the  precipitate 
appeal  to  the  Oonstituencies  consequent  on 
such  Dissolution  is  opposed  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Constitution"  {Mr.  Smollett)  v.,  [218] 
1101;  after  debate,  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
&c.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Oeneral  Election  —  Returns ^  Question,  Mr. 
Dodds ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  22, 
[219]  700;  July  31,  L221]  1030;  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Havelock  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  August  7,  1421 


Parliament — House  of  Lords 

Twenty-first    Parliament  of   the    United 

Kingdom 

Lords — 

New  Peers 

Mar  6— The  Right  Hon.  Sir  Thomas  Fre- 
mantle,  baronet,  created  Baron 
Cottesloe 

Mar  10— The  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Somerset 
Pakington, baronet,  G.C.B.,  created 
Baron  Hampton  of  Hampton  Lovett 
and  of  Westwood  in  the  county  of 
Worcester 

The  Right  Hon.  Edward  Cardwell, 
created  Viscount  Cardwell  of  Eller- 
beck  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Lan- 
caster 

The  Right  Hon.  Henry  Austin  Bruce, 
created  Baron  Aberdare  of  Duflfryn, 
county  Glamorgan 

The  Right  Hon.  Chichester  Samuel 
Parkinson  Fortescuc,  created  Baron 
Carlingford  of  Carlingford,  county 
Louth 

George  Henry  Charles  Byng,  esquire, 
(commonly  called  Viscount  En6eld,) 
summoned  by  Writ  to  the  House  of 
Lords  in  his  Father's  Barony  of 
Straflford  of  Harmondsworth,  county 
Middlesex 

Mar  19 — The  Earl  of  Breadalbane,  created 
Baron  Breadalbane  of  Kenmore, 
county  Perth 
The  Right  Hon.  William  Monsell, 
created  Baron  Emly  of  Jervoe, 
county  Limerick 
The  Right  Hon.  John  Wilson  Patten, 
created  Baron  Winmarleigh  of  Win- 
marleigh,  County  Palatine  of  Lan- 
caster 

Mar  20— John  Robert  Viscount  Sydney,  G.C.B.. 
created  Earl  Sydney  of  Scadbury, 
county  Kent 

Jfar  26 — The  Marquess  of  WealmmalcT,"^.^., 
created  Duke  of  Yfeslmviiftlet 

\conl 


Parliamxht — LosDB-^New  Peen^-'Ccni, 

April  20'-The  Right  Hon.  Sir  JamM  Mod- 
creiff,  baronet,  created  Baron  Moo- 
creiff  of  Tulliebole,  county  Kinross 

April2S—The  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Dukt 
Coleridge,  knight,  Chief  Justice  of 
Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  created  Baron  Coleridge  of 
Ottery  St.  Mary,  oounty  DeTon 

April  30 — Henry  Thomas  Baron  Ra^ensworth, 
created  Earl  of  Rayensworth  of 
Ravensworth  Castle  in  the  County 
Palatine  of  Durham 

May  7 — The  Hon.  Edward  Granyille  George 
Howard,  esquire.  Admiral  on  the 
Reserved  Half- Pay  List  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Fleet,  created  Baron  Laner- 
ton  of  Lanerton,  county  Cumber- 
land 

June  2 — The  Right  Honourable  Edmund  Ham- 
mond, created  Baron  Hammond  of 
Kirkella  in  the  town  and  county  of 
the  town  of  Kingston-upon-Hull 

June  8 — His  Royal  Highness  Prlnoe  Arthur 
William  Patrick  Albert,  created 
Earl  of  Sussex  and  Duke  of  Con- 
naught  and  of  Stratheam 


Sat  First 

Mar  5 — The  Earl  of  Pembroke  and  Mont- 
gomery, after  the  death  of  his 
Uncle 

The  Lord  Annaly,  after  the  death  of 
his  Father 

The  Earl  Cadogan,  after  the  death  of 
his  Father 

Mar   9 — The  Lord  Wolverton,  after  the  death 
of  his  Father 
The  Earl  of  Onslow,  after  the  death 
of  his  Great  Uncle 

Mar  10 — The  Lord  De  Ros,  after  the  death  of 
his  Father 

Mar  19— The  Lord  De  Clifford,  after  the  death 
of  his  Great  Uncle 
The   Earl    of    llardwicke,   after  the 
death  of  his  Father 

Mar  26 — The  Lord  Lyveden,  afler  the  death  of 

his  Father 
April28 — The  Lord  Rayleigh,  after  the  death 

of  his  Father 

May  15 — The  Lord  Thurlow,  after  the  death  of 
his  Brother 

June  8 — The   Lord   Zouche  of  Haryngworth, 
after  the  death  of  his  Father 

July  28 — The  Lord  St.  John  of  BleUo,  after  the 
death  of  his  Father 


Bepresentative  Peer  for  Ireland 

(Writ  and  Return) 
May  11 — Ix)rd   Castlemaine,  v.  Lord  Blayney, 


\ 


deceased 
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Pabliament — HoxrsE  of  Commons 

Twentieth    Parliament     of    the     United 
Kingdom 

Writs  Istued  in  Pursuanee  of  the  Speaker's 
Warrant  during  the  Recess,  and  the  Names 
of  the  Persons  Returned  in  Complianee 
therewith 

1873 

Aug  IS-^For  Yorkshire  (Weit  Riding,  North- 
em  Division),  v.  Lord  Frederick 
Charles  Cavendish,  Lord  of  the 
Treasury 

Aug  21 — For  Shaftesbury,  v.  George  Grenfell 
Glyn,  now  Lord  Wolverton 

Sept  1— For  Renfrew,  v.  Right  Hon.  Henry 
Austin  Bruce,  created  Baron  Aber- 
dare 

Sept  15 — For  Dover,  v.  Right  Hon.  Sir  Georffe 
Jessel,  knight.  Master  of  the  Rous 

Oct  2 — For  Bath,  v,  Donald  Dairy mple,  esquire, 
deceased 

Oct  6 — For  Taunton,  v.  Henry  James,  esquire, 
Attorney  General 

Oct  13 — For  Birmingham,  v.  Right  Hon.  John 
Bright,  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster 
For  Kingston-on-Hull,  t/.  James  Clay, 
esquire,  deceased 

Nov  13 — For  Haverfordwest,  v.  Lord  Kensing- 
ton, Comptroller  of  the  Household 

Nov  27 — For  Edinburgh  University,  v.  Lyon 
Playfair,  esquire,  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral 

Dee  I— For  Oxford  City,  v.  William  George 
Granville  Venables  Vernon  Har- 
court,  esquire.  Solicitor  General 
For  Exeter.  V.  SirJohn  Duke  Coleridge, 
knight.  Chief  Justice  of  the  Com- 
mon Pleas 

2)ee  11 — For  Huntingdon,  v.  Thonrns  Baring, 
esquire,  deceased 

Dec  22— For  Cambridge,  v.  Charles  Philip 
Yorke,  Viscount  Royston 

Dee  29 — For  Stroud,  v.  Henry  Selfe  Page 
Winterbotham,  esquire,  deceased 

1874 

Jan  1— jPor  Somersetshire  (Western  Division) 

V,  Henry   Powell    Gore   Laogton 

esquire,  deceased 
Jan  6— For  Newcastle,  v.  Sir  Joseph  Co  wen, 

deceased 

Members  Returned 

1873 

Aug  27 — Lord  Frederick  Cliarles  Cavendish, 
Yorkshire  (West  Riding,  Northern 
Division) 

Aug  30— Vere  Fane  Benett-Stanford,  esquire, 
Shaftesbury 

Sept  13— Archibald  Campbell  Campbell,  es- 
quire, Renfrew 

Sept  23 — Edward  William  Barnett,  esquire, 
Dover 

Oct  9— Arthur  Divett  Hayter  esquire,  Bath 

Oct  1 4 — Henry  James,  esquire,  Taunton 

Oct  20— Right  Hon.  John  Bright,  Birminaham 

Oct  24— Joseph  Walter  Pease,  esquire.  Kings- 
ton-on-HuLl 

Nov  28— William  Lord  Kensington,  Haver- 
fordtuett 

leont. 


PASuimNT  —  CoiocoNi  —  Members  Returned-^ 
cont. 

Dee  4 — Lyon  Playfair,  esquire,  Edinburgh 
University 

Dee  6— William  George  Granville  Venables 
Vernon  Haroourt,  esquire,  Oxford 
City 

Dec  11 — Arthur  Mills,  esquire.  Exeter 

Dec  20 — Sir  John  Burgess  Karslake,  knight, 
Huntingdon 
1874 

Jan  3 — Hon.  Eliot  Constantino  Yorke,  Cam- 
bridge 

Jan  8— John  Edward  Dorington,  esquire, 
Stroud 

Jan  12 — Vaughan  Hanning  Lee,  esquire,  Somer- 
setshire (Western  Division) 

Jan  17 — Joseph  Cowen,  esquire,  Newcastle 

The  Parliament  having  been  dissolved  on  the 
2(Uh  of  January,  1874,  none  of  the  Persons 
returned  in  complianee  with  these  Writs  took 
their  Seats 


Twenty-first   Parliament   of   the    United 
Kingdom 

New  Writs  Issued 

Mar  9 — For  Devon  (Northern  Division),  vi 
Right  Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Henry 
Northoote,  baronet.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer 

JFV>r  Northampton  (Northern  Division), 
V.  Right  Hon.  George  Ward  Hunt, 
First  Commissioner  of  the  Admi- 
ralty 

For  Oxford  Unhrersity,  v.  Right  Hon. 
Gathome  Hardy,  Secretary  of  State 

For  Gloucester  (Eastern  Division), 
V.  Right  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward 
Hicks-Beach,  baronet.  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Iiord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland 

For  Stafford  (Northern  Division),  v. 
Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Bowyer 
Adderley,  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade 

For  Chichester,  v.  Lord  Henry  Len- 
nox, First  Commissioner  of  Works 
and  Buildings 

JPor Southampton  (Northern  Division), 
v.  Right  Hon.  George  Sclater- 
Booth,  President  of  the  Local  Go« 
vernment  Board 

For  Liverpool,  t;.  Viscount  Sandon, 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Education 

For  Dublin  County,  t/.  Right  Hon. 
Thomas  Edward  Taylor,  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 

For  Shoreham,  v.  Right  Hon.  Stephen 
Cave,  Judge  Advocate  General 

For  Huntingdon,  v.  Sir  John  Bur- 
gess Karslake,  knight.  Attorney 
General 

For  Surrey  (Middle  Division),  v.  Sir 
Richard  Bi^gallay,  knight,  Solicitor 
General 

For  Trinity  College  (Dublin),  v.  Right 


\ 
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cent. 

Bfar  9 — For  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Uniyer- 
sitics^v.  Edward  Strathearn Gordon, 
esquire,  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland 

For  Devon  (Southern  Division), 
V.  Sir  Massey  Lopes,  baronet,  Com- 
missioner of  the  Admiralty 

For  Portsmouth,  v.  Sir  James 
Dalrymple  Horn  Elphinstone,  ba- 
ronet. Commissioner  of  the  Trea- 
sury 

For  Lincoln  (Northern  Division),  v. 
Rowland  Winn,  esquire.  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Treasury 

For  Eye,  v.  Viscount  Barrington, 
Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  House- 
hold 


For  Northumberland  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Earl  Percy,  Treasurer  of 
the  Household 

For  Inverness-shire,  v.  Donald  Came- 
ron, esquire,  of  Lochiel,  Groom  in 
Waiting 

For  Monmouth  County,  v.  Lord  Henry 
Somerset,  Comptroller  of  the  House- 
hold 

For  Oxford  City,  v.  Right  Hon.  Ed- 
ward Cardwell,  now  Viscount  Card- 
well 
Mar  12 — For  Buckinghamshire,  v.  Right 
Hon.  Benjamin  Disraeli,  First 
Commissioner  of  the  Treasury 

For  Lancaster  (South  Western  Divi- 
sion), V.  Right  Hon.  Richard  Asshe- 
ton  Cross,  Secretary  of  Stato 

For  Leicester  (Northern  Division), 
V.  Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners, 
Postmaster  General 

For  Suffolk  (Eastern  Division),  v. 
Viscount  Mahon,  Commissioner  of 
the  Treasury 

JPcwGalway,  v.  Viscount  St.  Lawrence, 
now  Earl  of  Uowth 
Mar  19 — For  Lancaster  (Northern  Division), 
V.  Right  Hon.  John  Wilson  Patten, 
called  to  the  If  ouse  of  Peers 

For  Falkirk  Burghs,  v.  John  Ramsay, 
esquire,  void  Election 
Mar  23— For  Louth  County,  v.  Philip  Callan, 

esquire,  elected  to  sit  for  Dundalk 
April    16 — For    Hackney,    v.    John    Holms, 
esquire,    and    Sir    Charles    Reed, 
knight,  void  Election 
April  17 — For  Preston,  v.  John  Holker,  es- 
quire. Solicitor  General 
April  27 — For  Wakefield,  v.   Edward  Green, 
esquire,  void  Election 

Mafj  7 — For  Mayo  County,  v.  Thomas  Tighe, 
esquire,  and  George  Ekins  Browne, 
esquire,  void  Election 
For  Dudley,  v.  Henry  Brinsley  Sheri- 
dan, esquire,  void  Election 

May  8 — For  Stroud,  v.  Sebastian  Stewart 
Dickinson,  esquire,  and  Walter 
John  Stanton,  esquire,  void  Elec- 
tion 

May  IS  — For  Poole,  v,  Charles  Waring, 
esquire,  void  Election 

Jtttie  2— For  Wigton  Buvg\\8,  v.  ^\gU  Hoxi. 
George  Young,  Judge  oi  Coun  o^ 
Session 

\cont 
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cont. 

June  i — For  Durham  City,  t;.  John  Henderson, 
esquire,      and     Thomas      Charles 
Thompson,  esquire,  Toid  Election 
For  Haverfordwest,  t;.  Lord  Kensing- 
ton, void  Election 

June  8-^ For  Durham  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Isaac  Lothian  Bell,  esquire, 
and  Charles  Mark  Palmer,  esquire, 
void  Election 

June  19 — For  Galway  Borough,  v.  Francis 
Hugh  0*Donnell,  esquire,  void  Bleo- 
tion 

June  26 — For  Launceston,  v.  James  Henry 
Deakin,  esquire,  void  Election 

Judy  17 — For  Stroud,  v.  John  Edward  Doring- 
ton,  esquire,  void  Election 

July  24 — For  Kidderminster,  v.  Albert  Grant, 
esquire,  void  Election 


New  Members  Sworn 
Mar  19 — Right  Hon.  Gsthome  Hardy,  Oxford 
University 

Right  Hon.  Sir  Stofford  Henry  North- 
cote,  baronet,  Devon  (Northern 
Division) 

Right  Hon.  Richard  Assheton  Cross, 
Lanco^t^  (South  Western  Division) 

Right  Hon.  George  Ward  Hunt, 
Northampton  (Northern  Division) 

Right  Hon.  Viscount  Sandon,  Liver' 
pool 

Right  Hon.  Stephen  Cave,  New  Short' 
fiam 

Right  Hon.  George  Sclater-Booth, 
Southampton  (Northern  Division) 

Right  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward 
Hicks  -  Beach,  baronet,  Oloucester 
(Eastern  Division) 

Donald  Cameron,  esquire,  of  Lochiel, 
Jnvemess-shire 

Sir  James  Dalrymple  Horn  Elphin- 
stone, baronet,  Portsmouth 

Sir  John  Burgess  Karslake,  knight, 
Huntingdon 

Sir  Richard  Baggallay,  knight,  Stnrey 
(Middle  Division) 

Rowland  Winn,  esquire,  Lincoln 
(Northern  Division) 

Right  Hon.  John  Thomas  Ball,  Dublin 
University 

Sir  Massey  Lopes,  baronet,  Devon 
(Southern  Division) 

Earl  Percy,  Northurnberland  (North- 
ern Division) 

Viscount  Barrington,  Eye 

Jjord  Henry  Someraet,  Monmouthshire 

Right  Hon.  Edward  Stratheam  Gor- 
don, Glasaow  University 

Alexander  William  Hall,  esquire,  Ox- 
ford City 

Right  Hon.  Benjamin  Disraeli,  Buck- 
inghamshire 
J/ar  21— Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners, 
Leicester  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion) 
Mar  23 — Viscount  Mahon,  Suffolk  (Eastern 
Division) 

Right  Hon.  Sif  Charles  Bowyer  Ad- 
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oont. 

Mar  23— Right  Hon.  Thomas  Edward  Tajlor, 

DvbHn  County 
Lord  Henry  Lennox,  Chichester 
Mar  26 — Thomas  Henry  CliAon,  esquire,  Lan- 
caster (Northern  Division) 
Francis    Hagh    O'Donnell,    esquire, 

Oalway 
Mar  27 — John     Ramsay,     esquire,     Falkirk 

Burghs 
April27 — John  Holker,  esquire,  Preston 

John    Holms,    esquire,    and     Henry 

Fawcett,  esquire.  Hackney 
May  1 — Qeorge  Harley  Kirk,  esquire,  Lotdh 
May  7 — Thomas    Kemp    Sanderson,    esquire, 

Wakefield 
May   18 — John    £dward    Dorington,    esquire, 

Stroud 
May  19 — Alfred  John  Stanton,  esquire,  Stroud 
May  21  —  Henry  Brinsley   Sheridan,  esquire, 

Dudley 
June  1  —  Hon.    Antony    Evelyn    Melbourne 

Ashley,  Poole 
June  2 — George  Ekius  Browne,  esquire,  and 

John    O'Connor    Power,    esquire, 

Mayo 
June  15— Baron  Kensington,  Haverfordwest 

Farrer  Herschell,   esquire,  and    Sir 

Arthur   Edvrard    Monck,  baronet, 

Durham  City 
June  19 — Mark  John  Stewart,  esquire,  Wiyton 

Burghs 
June  23 — Charles  Mark  Palmer,  esquire,  Dur- 
ham County  (Northern  Division) 
June  25 — Sir  George  Elliot,  baronet,  Durham 

County  (Northern  Division) 
John    Wingfield    Malcolm,    esquire, 

Boston 
July  2~Michael  Francis  Ward,  esquire,  Oal- 
way Borough 
July  9 — James  Henry  Deakin,  esquire,  Laun- 

ceston 
July  28 — Henry  Robert  Brand,  esquire,  Stroud 
Aug  3 — Sir  William  Augustus  Fraser,  baronet, 

Kidderminster 

Parliamentary  and  Munietpal  FranehiseSy 

Register  of 
Question,  Mr.  Kathbone :  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  ^pn7  16,  [2 18]  624 


Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1 868 

Question,    Sir    Charles    W.   Dilke ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  May  7,  [218]  1836 

Parliamentary  ElectionB  (Polling)  Bill 

{Sir  Charles  W,  Dilkc,  Mr,  Anderson^  Mr,  Burt, 

Mr,  Macdonaid,  Mr,  Norwood) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  Mar  20  [BiU  21] 

Moved*  *'That   the    Bill  be    now    read  2«" 

ifar25,[2i8]290 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  {Mr,  CMdney) ;    after 

debate,  Question  put,  *'  That  *  now/  Ao. ; " 

A.  126,  N.  20 1;  M.  75 
Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amanded,  put, 

MDd Mgreed  to;  BUI  put  ott  fyr  nx  bmnd^ 


Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Offi- 
cers) Bill 

{Sir  Henry  James,  Sir  William  Har court) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  •  April  16  [Bill  68] 

Read   2**,  after  short  debate,  and  committed 
to    a    Select  Committee  April    28,  [218] 
1339 
And,  on  May  5,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.   Spencer   Walpole  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Wentworth  Beaumont,  Mr.  Donald  Came- 
ron,  Sir   Edward   Colebrooke,   Mr.    Coope, 
Viscount  Crichton,  Mr.  DlUwyn,  Mr.  Down- 
ing,  Sir  William    Harcourt,   Mr.    Staveley 
Hill,  Mr.  Huddlestone,  Sir   Henry   James, 
Mr.  Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr.  Macart- 
ney, Sir  Charles   Mills,   Mr.  Norwood,  Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen,  Sir  Charles  Russell 
Minutes  of  Proceedings  July  13 

{ParL  P,  No.  280) 
Report*  ;  Re-oomm.  July  13  [Bill  204] 

Question,  Mr.  Macartney;  Answer,  Sir  Henry 

James  July  16,  [221]  132 
Bill  withdrawn  July  16 

Parliamentary  Relatione  {Great  Britain 
and  Ireland) — Home  Rule 

Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  June  30 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  immediately 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  present  Parliamentary  relations  between 
Great  BriUin  and  Ireland  "  (Mr,  Butt) 
June  30,  [220]  700 

After  long  debate.  Moved,  '*  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned"  ( The  O'Donoghue) ;  Mo- 
tion agreed  to  ;  debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  July  2,  874  :  after  long  de- 
bate.  Question   put  ;   A.   61,  N.   458  ;    M. 
397 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  966 

Parliamentary  Voters  Registration  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

{Mr,  Mcldon,  Sir  John  Gray,  Mr.  Sullivan, 

Mr,  Synan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  April  17  [Bill  72] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  June  5 

Parochial  Records  (Ireland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Bclmore) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  May  15  (No.  68) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  June  11,  [219] 
1398 

Patent  Laws — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Cawley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross /u/y  21,  [221]  391 

Patent  Office  Museum 

Question,  Major  Beaumont ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  April  17,  [218]  715  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  July  20, 
[221]  296  ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  J.  Reed  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Henry  Lennox,  301 

Payment  of  Revising  Barristers  Bill^ 

See  title 
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Peace  of  Europe 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  any  corre- 
spondence relating  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Peace  of  Europe  with  the  Governments 
of  the  Emperor  of  Germany,  the  Emperor  of 
Austria,  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  and  the 
French  Republic  which  can  be  communi- 
cated without  injury  to  the  public  service 
( The  Earl  Russell)  May  4,  [2 18]  1564  ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  S, 

Customs  Writers— Salaries.  [218]  1585 
Education   Department  —  Revised  Code,  Res. 
[218]  1717 
218]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Leave,  1247 
219]  2R.  89 :   Comm.  995 ;  cl.  2,  1003,  1006, 
.      1024,   1031  ;    d.   19,    1180  ;   cl.  28,   1184, 
.     1187  ;  add.cl.  1195  ;  Consid.  cl.  26,  Amendt. 
1704,  1708 ;  Amendt.  1714 ;  Amendt.  1722 
220]  81 ;  cl.  4.  97  ;  cl.  27,  117,  172 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  50,  [219]  300 
Local  Authorities  Receipts  and  Expenditure, 

1872— School  Boards,  [219]  479 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1409 
Parliament — Public  Business — Orders  of  the 

Day,  Res.  [219]  1168 
Supply  —  Report  —  Greenwich    Hospital   and 

School,  [220]  1488 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  186, 

643,651,654,665 
Ways  and  Means — Report,  [218]  1194, 1195 

Peek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Surrey,  Mid. 

Adulteration  of  Food  Act,  [221]  560 
Convict  Prisons,  GflBcers  of,  [219]  616 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [219]  289 
Metropolis— New  Street  between  Graoechurch 
Street  and  Fenchurch  Street,  [220]  1349 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,   Warwick  Bo. 

Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R,  [220]  355 
Poor  Law — Emigration  of  Children  to  Canada, 
[219]  1067 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire ,  S. 

Agricultural   Tenants,   Security   for   Improve- 
ments by.  Res.  [220]  202 
Education  Department — Agricultural  Children 

Act,  [221]  200 
Factories    (Health  of  Women,   <kc.),    Comm. 

cl  14,  [220]  333 
Game  Laws  (Scotland),  2R.  [218]  1387 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  42,  [219]  294 
Local  Taxation — Lunatics — Police,  [220]  873 
Municipal  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Assessors), 

2R.  Amendt.  [219]  593 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  91 
Public  Works  Loans,  [218]  1674 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1439  ; 

Comm.  cl.  8,  [221]  255 
Rabbits,  2R.  [220]  61 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [219] 

283 
Sanitary   Laws   Amendment,  Comm.  ould.  cl. 

[220]  1499 
Suppl/— Public  Education,  1219^  \WV 

\cont« 


Pbll,  Mr.  A. — eorU. 

Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  d.  3,  [220]  648, 
651  ;  cl.  4,  666  ;  Amendt.  667 ;  d.  6,  668, 
669 ;  Amendt.  ib. ;  Amendt.  670 ;  add.  el  673 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  [218]  1059  ;  Report,  1182 

Pemberton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  £hit,  E. 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [220]  1440, 1441 


Pembroke,  Earl  of 

Army— Boxer-Shrapnel  Shell,  The,  [219]  1494 
Crimea,  British  Cemeteries  in  tho,[22i]  1397 
Militia  Returns,  [221]  286 

Army  and  Militia,  Address  for  Returns,  [219] 
735 

Army — Militia  Recruiting,  Address  for  Ratnnis, 
[218]  225 

Army — Royal  Warrant,  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1391, 1393, 
1395 

Metropolitan  Improvements — The  New  <jo- 
vernment  Offices — Knightsbridge  Bameks, 
[221]  1403 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Commons  Amendti. 
Consid.  cl.  13,  [221]  1255 

Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps  Compen- 
sation, 2R.  [221]  962 


Pender,  Mr.  J.,   Wick,  8rc, 
Post  Office— Mails  to  the  North  of  Scotland, 
[221]  1335 

Penrhyn,  Lord 

Army — Royal  Warrant,  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1392 
Rating,  Comm.  cl,  6,  [221]  544 

Penzance,  Lord 

Army — Royal  Warrant,  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1392 

Infanticide,  2R.  [221]  542  ;  Comm.  849 

Judicature  and  Appeal  (Scotland  and  Ireland), 
IR.  [218]  1830 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  7,^219] 
968 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [219]  1037,  1038  ;  Comm.  1363  ; 
cl.  10,  Amendt.  1669,  1671  ;  Amendt.  1672 


Perkins,  Sir  F.,  Southampton 

Metropolis — Playgrounds   for  Children,   [219] 

268 
Post  Office— West  India  Mails,  [219]  1587 

Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor  Bill 

{Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Sir  Thonas  Baxley,  Mr. 

Downing,  Mr.   Richard^  Mr.   Dalway,  Mr. 

Charles  Cameron,  Mr.  William  Johnston) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  !*»• 
Mar  1Q  [Bill  9) 
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Permittive  Prohibitory  Liquor  Bill — cont. 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  **  upon 
thU  daj  three  months  **  {Mr.  Wlieelhoute); 
Question  proposed,  "  That '  now/  &o,;*'  after 
long  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  75,  N.  301  ; 
M.  226 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  for  three 
months 

Division  List,  A.  and  N.,  58 


Personation  Bill 

(Jfi*.  George  Clive,  Sir  Charles  Fortter) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  June  10  [BiU  146] 

Read  2"*  *  June  17 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  24 

Read  3°  •  June  26 
L  Read  !••  {Lord  Aberdare)  June  26    (No.  188) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  9,  [220]  1340 

Committee*;  Report  JWy  14 

Read  3»  •  July  16 

Royal  Assent  July  30     [37  ^  38  Vict.  c.  36] 


Peru — The  Guano  Deposits 

Question,  Mr.  M'Lagan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
April  27,  [218]  1179  ;  Question.  Mr.  Wheel- 
house  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  14,  [210] 
274  ;  Question,  Mr.  M' Lagan  ;  Answer,  lAt. 
A.  F.  Egerton  May  22,  699 

Reports [947]  [988]  [1049] 


Peterborough,  Bishop  of 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cL  3,  [220]  1200 
*  Patronage  in  the  Church  of  England,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [218]  900 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [219]  22,  24  ; 

Comm.  946, 960 ;  Re-comm.  cl.  8, 1122, 1125, 

1127;   el.  9,  1144,   1147;   cl.  22,   Amendt. 

1569 


Petty  Sessions  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  OSiUlivan,  Mr.  French,  Mr,  Ronayne, 

Captain  Nolan,  Mr.  Power) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  *  May  4  [BiU  87} 

Bill  withdrawn  *  Jtdy  1 


Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

Bill[H.L.]        {The  Lord  Dunmare) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  April  27  (No.  87) 

Read  2**  May  11 

Committee  *  June  15 

Report*  June  16 

Read  3»  •  June  22 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  209) 

e.  Read  1«  •  June  25  [Bill  169] 

Read2''*^ii7u;  29 

Connnittee  discharged  *  July  8 

Report  *  ;  Re-comm.  July  24         [Bill  229] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  27 

Considered*  July  28 

Read  3*  •  July  29 
I,  Bo/Al  Ataeat  Au^tsst  7  [37  A  38  VieU  0.  clxxxf] 


It 


1 


PiM,  Captain  B.,  Oravesend 

Mauritius,  The — Magistracy,  [220]  699 
Merchant  Shipping  Act — Loss  of  the  **  Thistle 

Steamer,  [221]  623 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Raleigh/*  [221]  1031 
Randolph,  Rear- Admiral,  [221]  296 


Playfair,  Eight  Hon.  1^.  Lyon,  Hdin- 

hurgh  and  SL  Andrew^ s  Universities 

Births  and  Deaths,  Registration  of — Legisla- 
tion, [218]  712 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1151  ; 
Comm.  [221]  678  ;  el.  3,  689,  691,  695,  698, 
701  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  703  ; 
cl.  5,  839  ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  842 ;  cL  9,  Amendt. 
t6. ;  Consid.  0^  3,  1098 

Education  Department — Revised  Code,  Res. 
[218]  1713 

Education — Science  and  Art — Minister  of  Edu- 
cation, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219]  1589, 
1623 

Elementary  Education  (Compulsory  Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  843 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 
168C  ;  Comm.  el.  1.  [221]  580  ;  el.  4,  604 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  &o.),  2R.  [219] 
1470 

Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 
Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  895 

Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1516 

Judges  of  the  Supreme  Courts  (Scotland) — 
Salaries,  [221]  120 

Post  OfSce — East  India,  China,  and  Japan 
Mails  Contract,  Res.  [221]  1318 

Post  Office^West  India  Mail  Contract,  Res. 
[221]  1306 

Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [219] 
278 ;  Comm.  cl.  38,  Amendt.  [221]  610 

Rivers  Pollution  Commission,  [221]  1145 

Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  576 

Supply— Post    Office    Seryices,    [219]    1656; 
[221]  828 
Sub-Wealden  Exploration,  [221]  824 

University  Female  Education,  [219]  1540 

Vaccination  Act,  187 1»  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 
837 

Plimsoll,  Mx.  S.,  Derby  Do. 

Merchant  Shipping  Act — Unseaworthy  Ships, 

[220]  1221 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  344,  381 

Plunket,  Hon.  D.  R.,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity 

Controverted  Elections  (Ireland)— Mr.  Justice 
I^awson,  Res.  [218]  1900 

Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [220]  1269 

Foyle  College,  Comm.  [221]  381 

Ireland — Dublin  University,  Res.  [221]  1375 

Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  Coram.  [220] 
129 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  [220]  129 

Plunkett,  Hon.  R.  E.,  Gloucester,  JF. 
Dean  Forest,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [218]  931 
Household  Franchise  (Counties),  2R.  [219]  233 
Irish  Judicial  Bench—Appointment  of  Judges, 
Motion  for  an  Address,  (iiq\4S& 
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Police  Force  [Expenses]  Bill 

{Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Secretary  CrosSf  Mr,  WiUiam 

Henry  Smith) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  July  13 
Bill  ordered*  July  H 

Read  lo  • /w/y  16  [BUI  211] 

Rend  2'' ^  July  17 
Order  for   Committee   read ;    Moved,  "  That 

Mr.    Speaker    do  now    leave    the    Chair" 

(Mr.  W.  B.  Smith)  July  21,  [221]  487 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  Thit/'  and  add 

"  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  resolve  itself 

into  the  said  Committee  "  {Mr.  Fawcett)  v. ; 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  &,o, ; " 

Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  &^."  put, 

and  agreed  to  ;  Committee ;  Report 
Reads'**  JttZy23 
l.  Read  !•  •  ( 7%«  Lord  Prttident)  July  24 
Read  2«  •  July  28  (No.  199) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  30 
tlead  3»*  JM/y31 
Royal.Assent  August  7      [37  ^  38  Viet.  0.  58] 

Police  Superannuation 

Question,  Mr.  Bruce ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  July  9,  [220]  1354 
Metropolitan  Police — Ex-Constable   Goodchild, 
Question,   Sir   Charles  W.   Dilke;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  16,  [218]  625 

Poor  in  London — Dwellings  of 

Address  for  "  Copy  of  memorial  on  the  Im- 
provement of  the  Dwellings  of  the  Poor  in 
London  from  the  Royal  College  of  Physi- 
cians to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  : 

"  Copies  of  memorials  on  the  Improvement  of 
the  Dwellings  of  the  Poor  in  London  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment from  the  Council  of  the  Charity  Or- 
ganization Society,  and  from  a  Committee  of 
memhcrs  of  hoth  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
of  representatives  of  societies,  trustees,  and 
others  interested  in  improving  such  dwell- 
ings "(Lord  Napier  and  Ettrick)  April  23 y 
[218]  083;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to  ^ 

Withdrawal  of  Notice  {Lord  Napier  and 
Ettrick)  May  11,  [219]  1 

Poor  Law 

Case  of  the  Woman  Day,  Questions,  Dr.  Lush, 
Mr.  Dixon  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
3%  7,  [218]  1834 

Dewsbury  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  23, 
[221]  555 

Emigration  of  Children  to  Canada,  Question,- 
Mr.  A.  Peel  ;  Answer,  Mr,  Sclater-Booth 
Ju>ie5,  [219]  1057 

Pauper  aiid  Industrial  School  Districts,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  August  5,  [221]  1336 

Poor  Law  {Scotland) 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Question,  Mr.  Grieve ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  30,  [221]  969 

Poor  Law — Catholic  Inmates  of  Workhouses, 
Question ;  Mr.  Owen  LeVia ;  Knwet,  "tYi^ 
Lord  Advocate  Juna  26,  \.22o"\  \*ii 


Poor  Law — Pauper  Children 
Moved,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  the  HoaM» 
Return  of  the  number  of  orphan  and  dewrted 
pauper  children  boarded-out  on  lit  of  Jaly 
1874  in  diflferent  Unions  in  England  and 
Wales,  distinguishing  those  boarded-oat  ander 
the  regulations  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  from  those  placed  out  within  the  Union 
but  not  under  those  regulations;  alio  the 
number  on  the  same  day  of  pauper  children 
in  each  of  the  district  schools  at  Anerley  and 
Hanweil,  showing  in  both  cases  the  average 
cost  per  week  of  each  child  to  the  ratepayers ; 
and  also  a  statement  showing  the  average 
cost  per  week  of  a  pauper  maintained  in  a 
workhouse  in  the  Metropolis  and  also  in  the 
other  Unions  in  England  and  Wales  "  (Ths 
Earl  De  La  Warr)  June  23,  [iso]  S89; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 


Poor  Law — St.  Pancras  Unum—Mor- 
tality  of  Young  Children 

Question,  Observations,  Earl  De  La  Warr; 
Reply,  Lord  Walsingbam  June  15,  [219] 
1673 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
Report  of  the  Inspector  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  on  the  subject  of  the  high 
rate  of  mortality  among  infants  in  the  work- 
house of  the  Parish  of  St.  Panoras  during 
the  past  year"  (The  Earl  De  La  Warr); 
Motion  agreed  to  (Return— P.P.  119) 


Poor  Law  Amendment  (Bemoval)  Bill 

( Tlie  Lord  Hartismere) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  I"*  July  10  (No.  168) 

Bill   withdrawn,  after  short  debate  July    27, 
[221]  764 


Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  O'Loghkn,  The  0' Conor  Don, 

Mr.  Callan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  May  7  [Bill  96] 

Moved,   "That   the   Bill    be    now   read    2°' 

June  18,  [220]  129 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoamed  ' 

{Mr.  Plunket) ;  Question  put ;  A.  67,  N.  39 

M.  28  ;  debate  adjourned 
Bill  withdrawn  *  Jmy  3 


Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  0' Shaughnessy,   Mr.   Butt,   Mr.  Downing, 
Mr.  Redmond,  Mr.  Browne) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  30  [Bill  67] 

Moved,   ''That  the    Bill  be  now    read    2^" 

ifay  19,  [219]  631 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*  upon 

this    day   six   months "   {Mr,    Kaucmagk) ; 

after  short  debate,  Question,  '*  That  '  now,' 

<&c.,"  put,  and  negatived 
Words  added ;   main  Question,   as   amended, 

^\\\.^  ^w\  «.%t««^  V'C)*^  1^.  t^ut  off  for  six 
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PoRTMAN,  Viscount 

Ck>ntagtou8  Diseases  (Animals)  —  Regulations 
for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [220]  133 

Craeltj  to  Animals  Law  Amendment,  2R. 
Aroeudt.  [220]  858 

Glebe  Lands  Sale,  2R.  Amendt.[22o]  1076 

Wild  Birds  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  [220]  505 


Post  Office 
Miscellaneous  Questions 

Dclgelly  Postal  District,  Question,  Mr.  Ilolr 

land ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  July  17, 

[221]  204 
Halfpenny  Book  Post,  Question,  Mr.  Welbj ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  June  25,  [220] 

419 

Mail  Contracts 
East  India,  China,  and  Australian  Mails — 
Contract  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Steam  Navigation  Comvany,  [219]  1587: 
Question,  Mr.  David  JenKins  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  July  21,  [221]  393  ;  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Holms  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
July  24, 624  (See  title  post) 

West  India  Mails — Royal  Mail  Steam  Packet 
Company* s  Contract,  Question,  Mr.  Torr; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Jfay  11,  [219] 
73 ;  Question,  Mr.  Bates  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  June  5,  1058  ;  Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Perkins  ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners /ufi€  15, 1587  ;  Question,  Mr.  David 
Jenkins :  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners /uit« 30, 
[220]  698  (See  title /H>«0 

Mail  Service  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  ToUemache  Sinclair ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  July  3,  [220]  995  :  Question, 
Observations,  The  Duke  of  Sutherland  ;  Re- 
ply, The  Earl  of  Bradford  July  23,  [221] 
547 ;  Question,  Mr.  Pender ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  II.  Smith  August  5,  1335 

Mr,  Herring's  Invention,  Question,  Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
July  21,  [221]  394 

Money  Order  Offices,  Question,  Mr.  G.  Browne  ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Mar  30,  [218] 
406 

Postage  to  the  United  Stales — Penny  Postal 
Cards,  Question,  Mr.  Seely ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  May  1,  [218]  1494  ;  May  12, 
[219]  174;  Jfayl4,  273 

Postal  Facilities  in  Mayo,  Observations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Tighe ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners ;  short  debate  thereon  April  24,  [218] 
1129 

Post  Office  Servants — Salaries,  Question,  Mr. 
Roebuck ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  4,  [218]  1582  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Forsyth  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
May  21,  [219]  618;  Question,  Mr.  Mun- 
delia ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  July  27» 
[221]  760 

Rates  of  Postage  between  England  and  Italy , 
Question,  Dr.  Lush ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  July  28,  [221]  851 

Registration  of  IjCtters,  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Mcar  23,  [218] 


Post  Onrioi — cont. 

Savings  Bank  Department,  Question,  Mr. 
Coope  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  3far  31, 
[218]  482  :  Question,  Colonel  Egcrton 
Leigh  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  June  19, 
[220]  155 

Sorting  Offices,  Question,  Mr.  Naghten  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  John  Manners  June  12,  [219] 
1497 

Telegraphic  Department 

Capital  and  Expenditure,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  24.  [221]  622 

Charges  for  Telegraphic  Messages,  Question, 
Mr.  Charles  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  26,  [218]  339 

Telegraphic  Communication  with  the  Channel 
Islands,  Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  Mar  23,  [218]  231 

Telegraphic  Communication  with  Ireland,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Arthur  Guinness ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  July  21,  [221]  390 


Post  Office — East  India,  China,  and  Japan 
Mails  Contract 

Moved,  **That  the  Contract  entered  into  be- 
tween the  Postmaster  General  and  the  Pen- 
insular and  Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
pany for  the  conveyance  of  the  East  India, 
China,  and  Japan  Mails  be  approved  "  {Mr, 
iniliam  Henry  Smith)  August  4,  [221] 
1807 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "approved,"  and  add 
^  not  approved  this  Session  "  (Mr.  Rathbotw) 
V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word, 
&o, ; "  after  short  debate.  Question  put  ; 
A.  145,  N.  23;  M.  122 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

The  Contract     .    .    Pari,  P.  301,  351 


Post  Office — West  India  Mail  Contract 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Contract  entered  into  with 
the  Royal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Company  for 
the  conveyance  of  Mails  to  and  from  the 
West  Indies  be  approved  "  ( Mr.  William 
Henry  SnUth)  August  4,  [221]  1301 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  *'  That  the  further  Contract  between 
the  Postmaster  General  and  the  Royal  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Company,  under  which  it  is 
provided  that  the  Vessels  of  the  Royal  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Company  shall  call  at  Ply- 
mouth on  their  homeward  voyage  to  land  the 
Mails,  be  approved"  (Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith)  August  ^,  1302 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  so  much  of  the  West  India  Mail  Contract 
as  authorises  the  sum  of  £2,000  per  annum 
for  calling  at  Plymouth  with  the  homeward 
Mails  be  not  sanctioned  "  {Mr,  David 
Jenliins)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  Ao. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn  ;  main  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
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PubUc  Health  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr,  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  27  [Bill  53) 

Read  2*»,  after  debate  May  21,  [219]  667 
Committee  •  ;  Report  June  19        [Bill  161] 
Re-comm. ;  Report  July  13,  [220]  1604 
Committee*  ;  Report  July  16       [3111  210] 
Considered  •  July  21 
Read  3°  •  July  22 

L  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  President)  July  23 
Read2*»/Mty27  (No.  195) 

Committee  •  July  30 
Report*  JuZy  31 
Read  3"  *  August  3 
Royal  Aisent  August  7     [37  d(  38  Vid,  o.  93] 

Public    Bealth  {Scotland)  Act — County 

Constables 
Question,  Sir  Wyndbam  Anstrutber  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Mar  27,  [218]   346  ; 
April  23,  990 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Supplemental 

Bill         {The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  May  14  [Bill  106] 

Read  2*'  •  May  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 

Read  3°  •  June  1 1 
I,  Read  I**  {Lord  Steward)  June  11  (No.  106) 

Read  2^*  Jum  19 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3»  •  June  23 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  <k  38  Vict,  c.  xx] 

Public  Meetings  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  P.  J.  Smyth,  Mr.  Ronayne,  Mr.  McCarthy 

Downing) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Mar  20 
Moved,    "That    the    Bill    be 

May  20,  [219]  685 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now," 

this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral 

for  Ireland) ;     Question    proposed,    •*  That 

'  now,'  &c.  ; "   after  short  debate,  Question 

put;  A.  84,  N.  216;  M.  132 
Words  added  ;    main    Question,   as   amended, 

put,    and    agreed    to ;    Bill  put  off   for  six 

months 


Public  Office  Libraries — Duplicate  Books, 

Sfc. 
Question,   Mr.  Wheelhouse  ;  Answer,  Mr.   W. 
H.  Smith  June  12,  [219]  1498 

Public  Salaries^  Pensions,  Grants,  ^'c. 
Moved,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Returns  of  all  Persons  in  England,  Scotland, 
Ireland,  the  Channel  Islands,  Colonies,  and 
British  Possessions  abroad,  receiving  Sala- 
ries, Pensions,  Pay,  Profits,  Fees,  Emolu- 
ments, Allowances,  or  Grants  of  Public 
Money  in  the  year  ending  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1874,  to  the  amount  of  £160  and 
upwards  :  and,  of  the  tota\  nuin\>CT  ol  "Per- 
sons ia  each  Dupartinenl  Vu  tecevpl  o?  \<i%^ 


[Bill  23] 
now    read  2<»" 

and  add  "  upon 


\coiU, 


Public  Salaries,  Pensiem,  Oramti,  ^.— oont 

than  £160,  with  the  afl^gregate  amount  paid 
to  them,  the  form  and  partioulart  to  be  ia 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  100, 
of  Session  1862,  with  the  additions  specified 
as  to  the  number  of  persons  in  receipt  of  leas 
than  £160  per  annum"  {Mr,  Mellor)  July 27, 
[221]  844;  Question  pat;  A.  14,  N.  68; 
M.  64 

Public  Works  Loan  Commissionen  [Loans 

to  School  Boards]  Bill  (Mr.  Raikes. 
Viscount  Sandon,  Mr.  WiUiam  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  24 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  I''  *  M^r  26         [Bill  46] 

Read  20  •  ifar  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  31 

Read  30  • -4;>n7  13 
/.  Read  !••  ( 7%«  Lord  President)  April  14 

Read  2*  ♦  May  4  (No.  23) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  5 

Read3»»ifay  7 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [37  Vict.  0.  9] 

Public  Works  (Loans) — Returns 

Question,  Mr.  Whitwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  AprU  24,  [218]  1096 

PubUc  WorsMp  FaciUties  Bill 

{Mr,  SaU,  Mr.  Cowley) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolotion  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  I*'* 
Mar  20  [Bill  27] 

2R.  put  off,  after  short  debate  April  27,  [218] 

Invocation  of  Saints—  Altar  Cards,  Question. 

Earl  Nelson  ;   Answer,   The    Archbishop  of 

Canterbury  Map  8,  1921 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  16 


Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 

218]/.  Presented  ;  read  1*,  after  debate  April  20, 
786  (No.  30) 

219]  Read  2\  after  long  debate  May  11,  2 
Re-comm.  •  May  12  (No.  62) 

.  Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itaelf 
into  a  Committee  June  4,  920 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  (**that '')  and  insert 
("  Whereas  in  the  Royal  Declaration  prefixed 
to  the  *  Articles  of  Religion,'  it  is  set  forth, 
*'  That  if  any  difference  arise  about  the  ex- 
ternal policy  concerning  tho  injunctions, 
canons,  and  other  constitutions  whatsoever 
thereto  belonging,  the  clergy,  in  their  convo- 
cations, are  to  order  and  settle  them,  having 
first  obtained  leave  under  our  Broad  Seal  so 
to  do,  and  we  approving  their  said  ordinances 
and  constitutions,  providing  that  none  be 
made  contrary  to  the  laws  and  customs  of 
the  land : 
"  That  out  of  our  princely  care  that  the  church- 
men may  do  the  work  which  is  proper  onto 
them,  the  bishops  and  clergy  from  time  to 
time  in  convocation,  upon  their  humble  de- 
sire, shall  have  license  under  our  Broad  Seal 
\a  ^«\\V^\^\a  ^^  ^\!k!d.  Ka  do  all  such  things  as 
\^«vii^  \&aA!^  ^^u  v.^\  ^MKc^j^  ^Qs^A  V)  "QSk 


\ 
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PMit  Worthip  Stg^atUm  £iU— «ont, 

■halt  ooneam  the  aettlod  cantiDoaiiaa  of  the 
dootrina  and  diwipline  of  tfa«  Charab  of  Eng. 

land  now  eatabliihed,  froiD  which  wa  will  -' 
pDdare  mj  Tarring  "^  dcparliag  in  the  li 

"And whernutacb  diflbmiou b»e ariaen 
ban  uot  Jet  bean  to  ordered  and  aattted  : 

"Thii  HoDae.  while  admitting  ths  prment 
ntialaotorr  itate  of  the  Uwa  tcoleaiattioa 
afopiaion  that  eioeptional  Isgitlation  ia 
now  deairabis,  but  rather  oalcutattd  to  pro- 
mots   Texaliou*  litigation  "   (  Tkt   Earl  of 
Limeriek) ;  after  long  debate,  Motion  with- 


PMU  WarAif  Regalatiim  SiU—noai. 
tii]Ob>erTationi,  Mr.  Gladatone  ;  Qaeitian.  Mr. 

Horaman  ;  Replj,  Mr.  Diaraeli/ufy  Ifl,  118 
for  Committe«read/u(ylT,  208 


drawl 

AmendLmoTed  to  Isave  ont  From  ("  (hat  ')t.ni 
inaert  ("Thia  Honaa  while  recogniaing  tbc' 
importance  of  a  railaioa  of  tbe  law  for  the 
reatraint  of  eocleaiaatioal  nfliinaaa  coDiidera  it 
ineipedisnt  to  proceed  with  the  i 
at  preaent")  [The  Dukt  of  lifarllivrough): 
on  Queatian,  That  ("  now,")  4o. ;  Cont.  137, 
Not-cont.  SB  1  M.  IDS;  reaoWad  in 
anrmatiie 
119]  Dirliion  Liat,  Cont.  and  Not-«ODt.M2 

Committee  ;  Moved,  TbU  ths  Uouae  be  i«- 
aumed :  objected  to  ;  and  Motion  withdrawn 
.  Committee  (on  re-comm.)  June  8,  1 130 
.  Committee  (on  r«>Ri>nm.)  JhmS,  1204  {No. 96] 
.  Committee  (on  re-eomm)  Jime  IS,  ISflS 

110]  Report  /una  10,  Ul  (No.  133) 

.  Read  S;  after  debate  Jwie  35.  390 
*.  Read  1"*  (ifr.  Ruiiell  Oiimey)  June  36 

[Bill  17B] 
HoTed.    "  That    the    Bill    be    now    read    2° ' 
.      Juty  a,  13SJI 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"it  ia  ineipedient  to  prooeed  farther  with 
meanire  tor  amending  the  adminiatration  of 
tbe  Law  in  regard  to  oflencea  aigainit  the 
Rnbrica  of  tbs   Book  of  ComiooD  Prajer 
while  that  I^w  la  in  an  nncertain  oondillon  " 
(Mr,  Bolt]  v.;  Queation  proposed,   "Tbat 
the   worda,    Aa. : "     after  'debate,    Mored. 
"  Tbat  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr. 
Childtri);  after  further   abort  debate,  Q,ueB- 
tionpul;  A.  1U,N.  379  :  M.  161 
Original    Qaeation   again    propoaed ;    Moved, 
"  That  thia  Ilouaa  do  now  adioum  "   (Jfr. 
.      Pemberton),  U40  :  after  abort  debate.  Ques- 
tion pot :   A.  61,  N.  304  ;  M.  313 
Original    Qaeatioa    again    propoaed :    MoTed. 
"  That    the    Debale    be    now    adjourned " 
{Cokmel  iftulint)  ;  after  abort  debate,  Q,uek 
tion  put :  A.  1 13,  N.  188  ;  M.  76 
Original    Queation    again    propoaed ;    Mored, 
"  That  the  Dsbste  be  now  adjourned  "  (Jfr. 
Can^eyi ;    Motion    agreed    to  ;    Debate   ad- 
journed 
Qaealion,  Mr.  Newdegate  ;  Anawer,  The  Chan- 
.     cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jul\f  10,  14TS 
State  attd  Fngreit  of  Pvilic  Biuineu,   Minia- 
.     terial  Statement,  Mr.  Diaraeli  July  13,  IfiSS 
Ordera  of  the  day  poatponed  July  15,  [lit]  3  : 
Standing  Ordera  reapecting  Sitlinga   of  the 
Honaa  on  Wedneadaja  anapended  till  debate 
on  tbe  Bill  diapoaed  of 

■11]  Adjourned  Debate  resumed    Jtdy   16,  13'  ! 


Mocsd,  "  That  it  be  an  Inatmotion  to  the  Com- 
mittee, tbat  the;  bare  power  to  make  prori- 
aion  for  extending  the  aud  Bill  to  all  ofiencea 
b;  Clerka  in  Uolj  Ordera  againit  the  Law 
Eocleaiaaticai,  and  to  repeal  the  Act  3  and  i 
Victoria,  cap.  8,  for  better  enforoing  Church 
Diaoiplino  "  (,lfr.  Lome)  ;  after  abort  debate, 

Moved,  '■  Thai  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  teava  tho 
Chair"  (Ur.  liutiell  Ourneji),220 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Home,  it  ia  deairable 
that  ao  aoon  a<  a  vaoanaj  ahull  from  time  to 
time  ooour  in  tbe  oSlee  of  Vicar  General  and 
OSleial  Principal  of  eaah  of  the  Provincial 
and  of  the  Diooeaan  Courta  in  England  and 
Walea,  tho  judge  to  be  appointed  under  thia 
Aot  ahatl  beeome  ai  ofBcio  such  Vicar  Gene- 
ral and  Official  Principal,  and  that  the  aalarr 
of  auoh  judge  ahall  be  paid  out  of  the  feea 
now  parable  to  the  aatd  Vicara  General  and 
Offlciala  Principal  "  (Jfr.  Moni).  V.  :  Quea- 
tion propoaed,  "  That  tbe  worda.  ^. ;"  after 
further  abort  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Queslion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  *«„"  put, 
and  agreed  to  r  Committee — n.p. 

Committee— B.F.  July  17,  247 


.Commiltao;   Report;-''uij/28,  873     [Bill  336] 
.  Conaidered  Jul;/  31,  1043,  1080 
.Read  3°,  after  debate  Augiui  3,  11S3 

r.  .Commons  Amendla.  conaidered  Aujpul  4.  1336 
~ome  of  the  Amendta.  agreed  to  ;  some  agreed 
to,  wllh  Amendta. :  aomediaagreed  (0  ;  and  a 
Committee  appointed  to  prepare  Reasona  to 
be  offered  to  the  Commnna  for  the  Lorda 
dia.igreBing  to  aomo  of  the  aaid  Amendta. 
The  Committee  to  meet  forthwith.  Report 
from  the  Committee  of   the  Reasona,  read. 


d  agree. 


return  the  aaid  Bill  with  the 
Amendta.  and  Reaaona 
.  Lorda  Ueaaona  for  diaagreeing  tooertain  of  tbe 
Commona    Amendta.    oontidered  Aaaiut    3, 


Movfd,  ■■  That 


ia  Eloua 


Jothn 


It  long  d< 


m  put,  and  agraed  to ;  Bill  read  2° 
leant. 


oth  agree  to  the  Lorda  Amendta. 
ma  Amendls.  to  the  Bill  "  (3fr, 
iti-idl  GurMy);    after  long  debate,  Qaea- 
tion  put,  and  agreed  to 
Returned  from  the  Commonawith  the  Amendta- 
to    which    the    Lorda    hare    diaagreed    not 
insisted  on,  and  the  Amendls.  made  bf  the 
Lorda  to  tbe  Amendta  made  br  tbe  Common! 
agreed  to  Augutt  5 
.  Personal  Explanation,  Tba  Marquees  of  Satis- 
hurj :  abort  debate  thereon  .^u^iul  0, 1397 
Lorda  Reaaona  (No.  310) 

Rojal  Assent  Aug>al  1  ^31  &  33  ruil.t..«6 
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Public  Worship  Regulation  [^ConsoUdafed 
Fund,  ^e,'] 

Order  for  Committee  thereapon  read ;  MoTed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair" 
{Mr,  W,  H.  Smith)  July  29,  [221]  908 

Moved,  "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  '* 
{Mr.  Dillwyn)  ;  afler  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  negatived 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Matter 
considered  in  Committee 

Moved,  '*  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  of  the  Salary  of  any 
Judge,  and,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
any  OfScers,  appointed  under  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  for  the  Regulation  of  Public 
Worship  "  {Mr.  WiUiam  Benry  Smith) ;  afler 
short  debate.  Moved,  **That  the  Chairman 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  " 
{Mr.  Dillwyn);  after  further  short  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  34,  N.  72  ;  M.  38 

Original  Question  put ;  A.  74,  N.  42  ;  M.  82 

Order  for  receiving  Report  thereupon  read 
JulySl,  1042 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Order  for  receiving  the  said 
Report  be  discharged  '*  {Mr.  Disraeli) ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
Order  discharged 


Publick  Petitioiis  (Preparation  and  Pre- 
sentment) Act  (1661)  Repeal  Bill 

{Sir  George  Botvyer,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  June  8  [Bill  141] 

2R.  [Dropped] 


Queen  Anne^s  Bounty 

Moved,  •♦  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  payment 
of  First  Fruits  to  the  Governors  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  should  be  abolished,  and  that 
there  should  be  a  revaluation  of  all  dignities 
and  benefices  in  England  and  Wales,  with  a 
view  to  an  equitable  readjustment  of  Tenths 
on  a  moderate  and  graduated  scale  "  {Mr. 
Monk)  August  6,  [221]  1380 

Tllouse  counted  out] 

"  First  Fruits  "  and  '*  Tenths  "  oj  the  Clergy, 
Observations,  Mr.  Monk  July  10,  [220] 
1600  [House  counted  out]  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  August  7, 
[221]  1422 


Rabbits  Bill 

{Mr.  Pell,  Sir  WyncUiam  Anstruther,  Mr.  Walsh, 

Mr.  Montgomerie) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  May  11  [Bill  100] 

Moved,  *'  That    the   Bill   be   now    read   2"*  " 

June  17,  [220]  61 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day   three  months"   {Mr.  M^Combie)  ; 

Question    proposed,    *•  That   *  now,'    <kc.  ;  " 

after  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
^ili  withdiawn  *  June  IS 


Baikes,  Mr.  H.  C.  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees   of    Ways    and    Means), 

Chester 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),   Comm.  el.  3, 

[221]  687  ;  el.  7,  841,  842  :  cl.  9,  84S 
Endowed   Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 

el.  l.[22i]  507,  614,  537  ;  Preamble,  649 
Expiring    Laws   Continuance,    Comm.   [221] 
1010,  1011 ;  el.  2,  1013,  1018,  1019 ;  Sche- 
dule, ib.  1022 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1,  [318]  1838 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Camaiio  Railway 

Companies  (No.  2),  3R.  [219]  1496 
Intoxicating)  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1078, 

1089  ;  add.  el.  1187 
Juries,  Comm.  cl.  42,  [219]  294  ;  cl.  53,  679 
MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works,  2  a.  [218]  405 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  Ac.  at  Home  and 

Abroad,  [219]  431 
Public    Worship    ReguUtion,  2R.  [22 1I   75: 
cl.  6,  234 ;    cl.    8,    267  :    Conaid.   el.   13, 
Amendt.  1095 
SUnding  Order  175,  Amendt.  [221]  965 
Supply — Charitable  Donations    and  Bequests 
Office,  Ireland,  [219]  349 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  Ireland,  [219] 

359 
Government  Prisons,  dec.  Ireland,  [2 19]  363 
National  Gallery,  [221]  818 
Rating  on  Government  Property,  Ac.  [221] 

805 
Salaries  of  Colonial  Governors,  [220]  474 
Supreme    Court    of   Judicature    Act     (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  4,  [221]  162 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [220]  186, 
641 

Railway  Accidents 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Ilouse 
Copy  of  Board  of  Trade  Circular  to  EUilway 
Companies,  dated  February  1874,  and  the 
correspondence  which  followed  thereon  : 
Also  for,  Copy  of  correspondence  between 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  Railway  Company  with  reference 
to  legal  proceedings  in  consequence  of  de- 
fault of  return  of  accidents  (  The  Earl  De  La 
Warr)  Mar  24,  [218]  259  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

{Pari.  P.  27) 


Railway  Companies  Bills  —  Compulsory 
Powers 
Moved  to  resolve.  That  whereas  applications 
are  now  frequently  made  to  Parliament  by 
Railway  Companies  for  power  to  construct 
short  lines  for  the  development  or  improve^ 
ment  of  lands,  mines,  or  manufactories,  the 
immediate  object  and  direct  effect  of  such 
lines  being  to  enhance  the  value  of  particular 
private  properties,  and  as  it  has  not  been 
the  practice  of  Parliament  to  give  compul- 
sory powers  to  one  person  to  take  the  lands 
of  another  for  his  private  advantage,  it  is 
unjust  and  inexpedient  that  powers  which 
would  be  refused  to  individuals  on  their  own 
application  should  be  obtained  by  them  in- 
directly through  the  intervention  of  Railway 
Companies  ( The  Chairman  of  Cotmnittefs) 
May  8,   [218]    1903  ;   after   short    debate. 


\ 
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BAM 


EAT 


Raihoay  Departmmt,  Board  of  IVado — 
Captain  Tyhr 
QnestioD,  Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles 
Adderley  May  7,  [218]  1842  ;  Qaettion, 
Obsenrationt,  Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  ^Reply,  Sir 
Charles  Adderley  ;  short  debate  thereon 
ifay  15,  [2 19]  329 


Railway  Servants 

MoTed  for.  Returns  on  the  1st  May  of  the 
Domber  of  persons  employed  on  each  of  the 
Railways  of  the  United  Kingdom  (classified 
according  to  the  nature  of  the  work  per- 
formed by  them)  {The  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
Mar  24,  [218]  264;  Motion  amended,  and 
agreed  to 
Accidents  to  Railway  Sertfants^  Question,  Mr. 
Bass :  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  April  17, 
[218]  714 

Railways 

Lamps  in  Railway  Carriages,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Agg-Gardner;  Ans'wer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 
May  1,  [218]  1494 

Leaislation,  Question,  Mr.  Bentinek ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  April  17,  [218]  710 

Railway  Aecitients,  Questions,  Lord  Cottesloe, 
The  Duke  of  Somerset;  Answers,  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  May  22,  [219]  696; — Reports  of 
injpectorf.  Question,  Mr.  Horsman  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  ifar  24,  [218]  269 


Railways — Address  for  a  Commission 
Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  ller  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing and  general  management  of  Railways ; 
to  report  upon  the  causes  and  the  best  means 
to  be  adopted  for  the  prevention  of  Accidents ; 
and  whether  further  legislation  is  required 
{The  Earl  DeLaWdrr)April27, l2iS]ll50; 
after  debate.  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 
Ordered,  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  ller  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inqaire  into  the  Causes 
of  Accidents  on  Railways,  and  into  the  pos- 
sibility of  removins^  any  such  causes  by  fur- 
ther legislation  ( The  Earl  De  La  Warr) 
The  Queen's  Answer  reported  April  30,  1392 
Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Answer,  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  June  8,  [219]  1119 


Ra/Uways — H^e  Royal  Commission 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  7,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  '*  any  in- 
quiry into  the  causes  of  Accidents  on  Rail- 
ways should  include  an  investigation  into 
the  existence  or  otherwise  of  suflBcient  Rail- 
way accommodation  in  various  districts  for 
conveying  the  growing  traffic  of  the  Country 
with  safety  and  economy,  and  into  the  means 
most  advantageous  to  the  public  of  supplying 
any  deficiencies  which  may  appear  to  exist " 
{Mr,  Samuelson)  v.,  [218]  1877;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  &o,  ;*'  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

VOL.  CCXXI,    [thisd  series.  1 


I  Bamsay,  Mr.  J.y  Falkirkf  Sfc, 

Church  Patronage   (Scotland),   Oomm.   [221] 

677  ;  el.  3,  689,  699  ;  cL  4,  838  ;  cl  7,  841 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  [220] 

1802 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  d(c.),  Comm.  el,  13, 

Amendt.  [220]  329  ;  cl,  14,  832 
Public  Worship  Regulation  (Consolidated  Fund, 

Ac.),  Comm.  [221]  914 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  3R.  [221]  132 
Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  577 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
[219]  357 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  [219] 

358 
Local  Government  Board,  [221]  811,  818, 

814 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  (England 

and  Wales),  [221]  816 
Elating  of  Government  Property,  dtc.  [221] 
804 
Supreme    Court    of  Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  12,  [221]  172 
Ways  and  Means — Pauper  Lunatics  (Scotland), 
[221]  873 


RA.THBONE,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 

Board  of   Trade   Arbitrations,  Inquiries,   Ac. 

Comm.  add.  cl.  [219]  453 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  [218] 

1689 
Civil  Service  Expenditure,  Committee  on,  1878 

[218]  628 
Elementary  Schools,  Extra  Subjects  in.  Ret. 
[218]  1540 
218]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Leave,  1246 
219]  2R.  117 ;  Amendt.  149  ;  Comm.  d,  2,  1026, 
.      1076;    cl.   9,  1113;   cl.  12,   1172;   d.   28. 
.     Amendt.  1183 ;  Consid.  d.  26,  1708 
Judicature  Act — Circuits,    Alteration  of  the, 

[221]  556 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  2R.  [220]  1260 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Franchises,  Re- 
gister of,  [218]  624 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

297 
Post   Office — East   India,  China,  and   Japan 
Mails  Contract,  Res.  Amendt.  [221]  1310 


Rating 
Exemption  of  Tin  and  Copper  Mines,  Question, 

Sir  John  St.  Aubyn  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 

Booth  ifar  27,  [2 18]  345 
Rating   of   Oovemment    Property,   Question, 

Major    Dickson  ;      Answer,    Mr.    Disraeli 

ifar  30,  [218]  406 


Rating  BUI— Formerly 

Valuation  of  Property  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Booth,  Mr,  Clare  Read) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  11  [Bill  98] 

Read  2<',  after  short  debate  May  21,  [219]  658 
Rating  of  Mines,  Question,  Mr.    Knowles  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  June  8,  1156 
Committee*  June  19,  [220]  180 
Moved,  ^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress"   (Mr.   Henley);    Question  put,  and 
agreed  lo~ComiD\\.\Aft  ^y. 

a  1  \5«^* 
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Rating  BUI — oont. 

Committee ;  Report  Juittf  29,  641  [Bill  180] 
Considered  *  July  3 
Read  S®  •  July  6 
I  Re&d  I*  •{The  Lord  President)  July  7  (JifoABS) 
Read  2*.  after  short  debate  July  20,  [221]  269 
Committee  ;  Report  July  23,  643 
Readd**/ti/y24 
Royal  Assent  August  1  [37  A  38  Viet,  0.  54] 

Ravenswoeth,  Earl  of 

Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  389  ; 
Comm.  add.  cl.  863,  866 


Read,  Mr.  Clare  S.,  N<yrfolk^  S, 

Education    Department — The    Revised    Code, 

Res.  [2 18]  1729 
Public  Health  Act — Tottenham  Local  Board — 

The  River  Lea,  [221]  864 
Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [219]  666  ;  Comm. 

cl.  3,  [220]  666,  664 


Keal  Property  Limitation  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lwd  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented  ;  after  short  debate,  read  1*  Mar  26, 
[218]  318  (No.  16) 

Read  2*  •  Apiil  23 

Committee*;  Report;  Re-comm.  ilprt7  27 

Committee*  (on  re-eomm.)  May  6 

Report  •  May  16  (No.  39) 

Read  3*  •June  1 
c.  Read  l"*  {Mr.  Attorney  General)  June  5 

Read  20  •  July  7  [Bill  138] 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  27 

Read  3»  •  July  80 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  7     [37  &  38  Viet  c.  67] 

Real  Property  Vendors  and  Pnrchasers 

Bill — Formerly 

Vendors  and  Pnrchasers  of  Land  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.   Prosented  ;  after  short  debate,  read  1»  Mar  26, 
[218]  330  (No.  18) 

Read  2*  •  Ajml  23 

Committee  •  ;  Report :  Re-comm.  April  27 
Coramittee  May  6,  1673  {No.  41) 

Report  •  Mav  15  ( No .  66 ) 

Read3**  Ju»uf  1  (No.  74) 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  215) 

e.  Read  l°*  {Mr.  Attorney  General)  June  6 
Read  2°  •  July  7  [Bill  137] 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jidy  27 
Committee*  {on  re-comm.);  Report  ;  read  3® 
July  30  [Bill  233] 

I.  Royal  Assent  August  7     [37  «fc  38  Vict.  c.  78] 


Redesdale,  Lord   (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 
Army— Royal  Warrant,  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1302 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  466 
Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 

for,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1676 
Infanticide,  2R.  [221]  642;  Comm.  Kxacxidt, 
847 

\cwvi. 


RiDiBDALBy  Lord— eOfi<» 

Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,  tad  NortlMni  Coontki 
Railway,  Motion  for  Re-comm.  [319]  307 

Irish  Peerage,  Address  to  Hw  Majesty,  [319] 
1488 

Jadioatore  and  A|>peal  (SootUod  And  Irelaiui), 
IR.  [318]  1831 

Leonard  Edmunds,  Esquire— -Petition,  [330] 
1611,  1612,  1614 

Metropolitan  Improvements  —  Koigfatabridgt 
Barracks,  [331]  UOl  ;— The  New  Pvblis 
Offices — Parliament  Street,  [219]  681 

Public  Instruction,  Minister  of.  Res.  [219]  683 

Railway  Companies,  Res.  [318]  1003.  1906 

Railways,  Ireland—Guarantees  from  County 
Rates,  [3x8]  1402 

Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  [33 1]  061 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [319]  1061 ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1369; 
Report,  [320]  217  ;  3R.  414,  416 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sus- 
pension, 3  R.  [221]  1386 

Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.  [330]  086  ;  3R. 
Amendt.  [331]  290 

Ekdmond,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Wexford 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R%  [asi]  741, 

742 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

o^.  cZ.  [320]  1008,  1012 
Ireland — Extra  Police  Force,  Wexford,  [331] 
967 
Irish  Fine  Funds,  [220]  1226  ;  [321]  1160 
Parliament — Address  m  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  169 

Reed,  Ikfr.  E.  J.,  Pemhrohe,  ^r. 

Elementary  Schools,  Extra  Subjects  in.  Res. 

[218]  1537 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  369.  373 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey — An  Unseaworthy 

Ship,  [220]  1081 
Navy—II.M.  Dockyards,  [218]  840.  842 

H.M.S.    ••  Narcissus "   and    "  Endymion," 
[220]  1476 
Navy — Iron-clads,  Construction  of.  Res.  [219] 

414.  417,  419 
Navy — Unarmoured  and  Iron-clad  Ships,  Res. 

[218] 1849 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  d:c.  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  [219]  434 
Naval  Stores,  [219]  442 
Steam  Machinery,  die.  [219]  448 
Wages,  4fcc.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  [218] 
871.  876,  892,  1484 
Patent  Museum.  [221]  301 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Consid.  cl.  9,  [3 21] 

1001 
Supply — Report  —  Greenwich    Hospital    and 
School,  [220]  1480 

Regimental  Exchanges  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Hardy,  Mr.  TFillicun  Henry 
SmitJi,  Mr.  Stanley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»•  July  22  [Bill  221] 

Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 

Hardy  July  28,  [221]  856 
Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  July  29, 
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Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths  Bill 

{Mr,  Sehter-BooUi,  Mr.  Clare  Read,  Mr. 
Secretary  Crott) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  *  Mar  20  [Bill  80] 

Question,  Mr.   Lyon   Playfair ;    Anawer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  April  17,  [218]  712 
Read  2\  after  short  debate  May  14,  [219]  274 
Committee;  Report  July  23,  [321]  609 
Considered  July  27,  836  [BiU  224] 

Read  3°  •  July  28 
L  Read  1**  ( The  Lord  Waltingham)  July  30 
Read  2*  Auaust  3, 1111  (No.  208) 

Committee  ^ ;  Report  August  4 
Read  3*  ^  August  5 
Royal  Assent  Augutt  7   [37  <k  38  Vict.  0.  88] 


Registration  of  Firms  Bill    (Mr,  Norwood, 

Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr,  Whitvoell) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  24  [Bill  42] 

Question,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  May  1 ,  [2 1 8]  1 496 
Bill  withdrawn*  July  22 


Rsm,  Mr.  E.,  Kirkcaldy ^  Sfc, 

China  —  Woosung  Bar,    Shanghai,    State    of, 

[218]  1096;  [220]  872 
Church   Patronage  (Scotland),  Comm.    cl,    3y 

[221]  701 ;  cl.  4,  Amendt.  838 


Beyenue  Officers  Disabilities  Bill 

(Mr,  Monk,  Mr,  Russell  Gumey) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1®*  Mar  20  [Bill  16] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  April  22,  [218]  968 

Committee';  Report  June  1,  [219]  797 

Considered  *  June  4 

Read3»*/ttn«8 
/.  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  President)  June  9 

Read  2*  •  June  18  (No.  94) 

Committee*^ ;  Report  June  19 

Read  3*  •  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  30    [37  A  38  Viet.  0.  22] 


Revising  Barristers  (Payment)  Bill 

Formerly — 

Payment  of  Revising  Barristers  Bill 

{Mr.   William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Chancellor  oj 

the  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  ♦  June  21  [Bill  127] 

Read  2^  •  July  2 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  9 

Considered  •  July  1 0 

Read  3' •/u/y  13 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  PresidetU)  July  1 4 

Read  2**  July  23  (No.  176) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  24 

Read3**  Jtiiy  27 

Uoyal  Assent  July  30    [37  <k  38  Vict.  c.  63] 

BiGHABD,  Mr.  n.y  Merthyr  Tydfil 

Elementary  Education  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

3R.  [219]  1304,  1344,1364 
Endowed  Schools  Acts    Amendment,  Comm. 
l22i]376,  417,  463 

[eont. 


RiCHABD,  Bir.  H.— 0on<. 

Parliament— Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech 

[218]  72 
Public  Worship  Regulation,   2R.  [221]  66  ; 

Consid.  cl.  6,  1048 
Spain — Claims  by  British  Subjects,  [221]  976 
Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  636 
West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1630 

Richmond,  Duke  of  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Agricultural     Tenants      Improvements,     2R. 

[221]  110.  114 
Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  el. 

[220]  866,  866 
Army  and  Militia,  Address  for  Retnrns,  [219] 

747 
Ashantec   War — Grant   to  the    Forces,  [218] 
1266 
Vote  of  Thanks,  [218]  380 
2x9]  Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  368,  383, 
.     389  ;   2R.  842,  843  ;   Comm.  1226  ;    el.  3, 
.      1263,  1266,  1266,  1267,  1269 ;  cl,  20,  1266  ; 

Report,  Amendt.  1668 
Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals — Regnlationt 

for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  [220]  134; 

[221]  198 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

869 
Education  Department,  [220]  602 
Education — Effect  of  School  Life  on  the  Sight, 

[220]  869,  870 
Elementary  Education  Act — Voluntary  System, 

[218]  1269 
Endowed  Schools — Combe's  School,  Crewkeme, 

Scheme  for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218] 

1678 
Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 

for.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1673 
Endowed  Schools — Gelligaer,   Address  to  the 

Queen,  [218]  1920 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 

1114 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  [218]  1492 
Factories    (Health    of  Women,    <jbc.)f  Comm, 

cl.  10,  [220]  1618 ;  cl.  12,  1620 
Intoxicating  Liquors.  2R.  [220]  688,  689,  690  ; 

Comm.  cl,  3,  1199,  1200.  1206,  1206,  1209; 

cl,  13,  1212  ;  cl.  14,  1213  ;  cl.  33,  1216 
Intoxicating  Liquors   (Ireland)  (No.    2),  2R. 

[221]  382 
Ireland — Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commis- 
sion— Church  Funds,  [219]  601 
Magistracy  of  Tipperary,  [219]  612 
Magistracy,  The — The   Lords   Lieutenant, 
[22i]747,  749,  761 
Ireland  —  Railways — Guarantees  from  County 

Rates,  [218]  1401,  1402 
Irish  National  Education — Schoolmasters  and 

Schoolmistresses,  Motion  for  a  Return,  [220] 

978 
Irish  Peerage,  Address  to  Iler  Majesty,  [219] 

1482.  1488 
Leonard    Edmunds,   Esquire— Petition,   [220] 

1614 
Licensing  Act  (1872),  Address  for    Returns, 

[220]  293 
Metropolis,  Poor  in  the,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[2I8J983 
Metropolitan     Improvements  —  New    P^\^V>& 

^  1  ^  \^Qta, 
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BOB       BOS 


Richmond,  Duke  of—eont. 

Owners  of  Land,  England — Returns,  [218]  1259 
Parliament,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [2 18]  343 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Removal),  2R.  [221] 

756 
Prince    Leopold — Message   from    the   Queen, 

[221]  639 
Public  Instruction,  Minister  of.  Res.  [219]  988 
Public  Worship    Regulation,  IR.  [218]  807; 

2R.[2i9]  64  ;  Re-comm.  el,  8, 1128  ;  el  25, 

.1574, 1575 
Railway  Accidents,  [219]  697 ;    Motion   for 

Papers,  [218]  263 
Railway  Commission,  [219]  1119 
Railway  Companies,  Res.  [218]  1905 
Railways,  Motion  for  a  Return,   [218]  265  ; 

Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1 158 
Rating,  2a.  [221]  269,  281,  284 ;  Comm.  el.  6, 

543,  545,  546 
Representative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219]  1492  ;  [220] 

136 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  [221]  962 
Shannon  Navigation,  Comm.  [221]  1028 
Wolseley,  Sir  Garnet — Queen's  Message  con- 
sidered, Res.  [218]  709 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  Comm.  [220]  1516 


Ripley,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Bradford 

Canada,  Dominion  of— Reciprocity  Treaty,  [221] 

128 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac),  Comm.  cl.  4, 

[220]  322  ;  cl.  14.  Amendt.  329,  332 

RipON,  Marquess  of 

Endowed  Schools — Combe's  School,  Crewkerne, 
Scheme  for,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218] 
1578 

Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 
for,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1576 


Ritchie,  Captain  C.  T.,  Tower  Ramlets 
Bank    Holidays — Customs  Department,   [218] 

108,  1686 
Customs— Out-Door  OflBcers  Memorial,  [221] 

554 
Customs'  Writers — Salaries,  [218]  1674 
Endowed    Schools   Acts   Amendment,    Comm. 

c/.  1,  [221]  503 
French  Sugar  Refineries,  [221]  126 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1010 
Metropolis— Bethnal  Green  Museum,  [218]  542 
Victoria    Park    Bathing    Accommodation, 
[220]  1080 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1412 
Parliamentary    Relations   (Great  Britain   and 

Ireland)— llome  Kule,  Comm.  Res.  [220]  752 
Registration  of  Firms,  [218]  1490 
Sugar  Duties — International  Convention (1864), 

[220]  1519 
Supply — Post  OflBce  Services,  [219]  1656 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[218]  691 


£iver8  Pollution  Commission 

Question,   Mr.  Lyon  P\a>Ca\T ;    Kt\^ww,  UVt 
Sclater-Booth  August  Z,\i2\\\\\h 


\ 


B0BEBT8ON,  Mr.  H.,  Shrewshury 

Railway  Aooidents— Royal   Commisaion,  Res. 
[218]  1882 

ROGHESTEB,  Bifihop  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  Schedule,  [220] 
1218 

RoEBUOK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

County  Courts,  2R.  [221]  1106 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  SR.  Amendt 
[2 19]  653,  658 

Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [218]  1801 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  260 

Gold  Coast,  [219]  314 

Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.  [218]  567 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  [319]  1681 

Parliament — New  Writs,  Issue  of,  [218]  1843 
Privilege — Committal  of  a  Member  for  Con- 
tempt, [218]  107 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouae  (Oppoisd 
Business),  Res.  [218]  286 

Parliament — Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the 
OflBcers  of  the  Two  Houses  of.  Motion  for  a 
Committee,  [219]  188 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 
302 

Parliamentary  Relations  (Great  Britain  and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Commit- 
tee, [220]  042 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  —  Case  of 
Patrick  Casey,  Motion  for  Papers,  [219]  196 

Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  22 

Post  OflBce  Servants— Salaries,  [2 1 8]  1582 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [221]  223  ; 
cl  3,  230  ;  cl  9,  877 

West  African  Settlements,  Res.  [218]  1603, 
1646 

JRome — Alleged  Disturbances 

Question,  Mr.  O'Clery  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourkt 
July  20,  [221]  297 

RoMiLLY,  Lord 

Transfer  and  Title  of  Land,  IR.  [218]  334; 
2R.  981 

RoNAY^E,  Mr.  J.  P.,   Cork  City 
Dwellings  of  the  Working  Classes  (Ireland)— 

Loans  by  the  Board  of  Works,  [220]  509 
Expiring    Laws   Continuance,  2R.  [221]  740; 

Comm.  1004  ;  cl  2,  Amendt.  1013,  1014 
Factories  (Health  of   Women,    d(c.),    Comm. 

[220]  313 
Ireland — National  School  Teachers,  [221]  1033 
Peace  Preservation  Act — "  Flag  of  Ireland'* 
Newspaper,  [218]  1561 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judges, 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [220]  440 
Navy — Haulbowline,  Works  at,  [220]  441 

R08EBERY,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),   IR.  [219]  387; 

Comm.  cl.  3,  1232 
Leonard    Edmunds,   Esquire  —  Petition,  [220] 

600,  1500 
Representative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  IrelMid. 
'^o\\Q\i\Qt  ^  ^w»jkC\\.\j^,  ^\<^\1489  ;  [220] 
\\\ 
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RossLYNy  Earl  of 

Charoh  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [219]  880; 
2R.  846 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police  Bill 

(Sir  Miehael  Hicks-Beach^  Mr,  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !»•  July  6  [Bill  198] 

Read2«*  July  20 

Committee ;  Report  July  28,  [321]  906 

Considered  ^  July  80 

Read8«*  Juivdl 
/.  Read  !»•  (The  Lord  President)  AuguatZ 

Read  2*«  August  4  (No.  221) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  August  5 

Read  8**  August  6 

Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  <k  88  Viet,  c.  80] 

Eayal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Ife- 

tropolitan  Police  [^Expenses'] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  *  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to  Jtily  22 
Rasolntion  reported  July  28 

Royal  (late  Indian)  Ordnance  Corps  Com- 
pensation Bill 

(Mr,  Raikes,  Mr.  Secretary  Hardy,  Mr,  WilUam 

Henry  Smith) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ^  July  17 

Question,    Colonel    Jervis  ;      Answer,    Lord 
George  Hamilton  July  17,  [221]  297 

Ordered  ;  read  l^*  •  July  20  [Bill  210] 

Read  2^  after  short  debate  July  24,  679 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  25 

Read  S*  •  July  27 
/.  Read  i^^  {The  Earl  of  Pembroke)  July  28 

Read  2»  July  30.  962  (No.  203) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  81 

Read  3*  *  August  8 

Royal  Assent  August  7  [87  &  38  Vict.e.  61] 

Russell,  Earl 

Europe,  Peace  of,  Motion  for  Papers,  [218] 

1564 
Spain  —  Civil   War  —  Alleged    Aid   by    the 

French,  [221]  612,  618 
Treaty  of   Washington— Oregon    Boundary — 

Fenian  Raids,  [218]  1569 


Russell,  Lord  A.  J.  E.,  Tavistock 
income  Tax,  Res.  [218]  236 

Russell,  Sir  C,   Westminster 
Army — Militia  Returns,  [220]  158 

Royal  Warrant,  1871 — Supernumerary  OflB- 
oers,  [219]  268 
Bank  Holidays— Battersea  Park,  [221]  974 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  [219]  1002  ;  cl,  2, 
1006;  el.  8,  11 10;  el.  10,  1117;    Consid. 
cl.  2,  1696 ;  el.  26,  1718 
Juries,  Comm.  d.  5,  Amendt.  [219]  289 
Metropolis — Abingdon  Street,  Vacant  Land  in, 
[218]  1814 
High  Tides  on  the  Thames,  [220]  871  , 

Sewers  at  the  West  End,  [218]  1880  \ 

[eont. 


RnssiLL,  Sir  C. — eont. 

Mint,  The— Silver  Coinage,  [220]  159 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [220]  425 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  3,  [220]  182, 

655  ;  el,  7,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 

670 


Russia — Reported  Polish  Amnesty 

Question,  Mr.  Charley  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Bourka 
June  22,  [220]  226 

Rutland,  Duke  of 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  [219]  047; 
Report,  el,  8,  Amendt.  [220]  144 


Rtdeb,  Mr.  G.  R.  D.,  Salisbury 
Ordnance  Survey — 25-inoh  Scale,  [218]  816 
Public    Worship    Regulation,    Comm.  cL   13, 
Amendt.  [22x1890 

Sackville,  Mr.  Sackville  G.  Stopford- 
Northamptonshire,  N. 
Army — Ashantee  War — Pay  of  Officers  on  the 

Gold  Coast,  [218]  989 
Ireland— County  Louth  and  Dundalk  Borough 
Elections— '^Callan  y.  Dease,"  [220]  1351 


St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J.,  Cornwall,   W. 
Tin  and  Copper   Mines,  Exemption  of,  from 
Rating,  [218]  345 


Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill 

(Jfr.  Wilton,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr.  William  M* Arthur, 

Mr.  Cawley,  Mr.  Edward    O.  Davenport, 

Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  April  16  [Bill  09] 

2R.  [Dropped] 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Richard  Smythe,  The  0' Conor  Don,  ViseounS 

Criehton,  Mr.  Dease,  Mr.  William  Johnston, 

Mr.   Redmond,    Mr.    JamM     Corry,    Mr, 

Tfumas  Dickson) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  Mar  24  [BUI  43] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  May  6 

Salisbury,   Itlarquess  of  (Secretary  of 

State  for  Iii£a) 
Bishop  of  Calcutta  (Leave  of  Absence),  2R. 

[218]  1392 
East  India  Annuity  Funds,  Comm.  [219]  466 
Endowed  Schools — Ellsworth's  Charity,  Scheme 

for,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [218]  1577 
India — Bengal  Famine,  Papers  presented,  [2 18] 

92  ;  Address  for  Papers,  1080,  1093,  1094 
India  Councils,  Comm.  [219]  1259,  1263  ;  3R. 

1577  ;~Explanation,  [220]  293 
Intoxicating   Liquors,   Comm.  add.  cl.    [220] 

1 189, 1190  ;  ct,  3,  1201  ;  cl.  12, 1212  ;  c^.  IV, 
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Sausburt,  Marquess  of— c(m<. 

219]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  60,  53  ; 
.  Comm.  925,  948;  cL  7,  965;  el.  8,  1138, 
.     1140,  1143;  el.  21,  Amendt.  1267;   ci.  23, 

•  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1268 ;  el.  26, 
.     1676 

220]  Report,    cL  8,  U4  ;  add.  cl,  U8,  160  ;  3R. 
.      406 
221]  Commons   Amendts.   Consid.    1231,    1251  ; 

•  el.  (B)  1266  :   Personal  Explanation,  1397, 
.      1401 

Railways,   Address    for  a  Royal  Commission, 

[218]  1169.  1171 
Railways,  Ireland  —  Guarantees    from  County 

Rates,  [218]  1403,  1405 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 
Churchwardens,  2R.  [218]  707 
Elementary  Eduation  Act  (1870)  Amendment, 

2R.  [219]  1329 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

1681 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  259 
Household  Franchise  (Counties),  2R.  Amendt. 

[219]  217 
India — East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  [218]  334 
Public     Worship     Regulation    (Consolidated 

Fund,  dtc).  Comm.  [221]  912 
Ways  and  Means — County  Police,  [218]  1493 

Samuda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  [2 18]  1686 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  eh  2,  [219]  1010, 

1103 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  364 
Metropolis— Victoria  Park,  [218]  541,  928 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1348 
Navy  Estimates — Steam  Machinery,  Ac.  [219] 
447 
Wages,  &c.  for  Seamen  and  Marines,  Mo- 
tion for  reporting   Progress,  [218]   896, 
1412 
Now  Mint  Building  Site,  2R.  [220]  1270 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.    [218] 

317 
Post  Office — East    India,    China,    and   Japan 

Mails  Contract,  Res.  [221]  1312 
Ways  and  Means  —  Sugar,   Duty  on  Refined, 
[218]  990 

Samtjelsox,  Mr.  B.,  Banhury 

Education  Department — Education  Code,  [219] 

1625 
Navy— II.M.S.  "  Devastation,"  [218]  1261 
Railway  Accidents — Roval   Commission,   Res. 

[218]  1877 
Supply — British  Museum,  [220]  449 

Science  and  Art  Department,  [218]  1261 

Sakdford,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldon 

Income  Tax,  Res.  Amendt.  [218]  234 
219]  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  Amendt. 
.      1024;    Amendt.  1080,  1083,1084;  add.el. 
.      1205 
220]  Consid.  cl.  4,  96 
Juries,    Comm,    cl.    5,    Amendt.   [219]    280; 

Amendt.  290  ;  cl.  50,  299 
Parliament—  Order  of  Business,  [221]  10 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.ft,\>iv\ 
'267 


Sakdford,  Mr.  G.  M.  W,—eont. 

Spain — Recognition  of  the    Ezitting  GoTen- 

ment,  [220]  222 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt. 

[220]  664,  666 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Res,  3, 

[218]  697;  Comm.  1057 

Sandhttiist,  Lord 
Army  and  Militia,  Address  for  Retnmt,  [219] 
728 

Sandon,   Eight    Hon.    Viscount    (Vice 
President  of  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Liverpool 
Cattle— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  [219]  851,  1586 
Importation  of  Foreign,  [220]  1519 
Importation  of  Infected,  [220]  223,  298 
Transit  of— Vienna  Conference,  [221]  393 
Children  Employed  in  Agriculture,  [219]  74 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  [218]  986 

Pleuro- Pneumonia,  [219]  614 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) — Report  of  the 

Committee,  [220]  697 
Education — Manchester  Grammar  School,[22i] 

392 
Education  Department — MiscelUneous  Ques- 
tions 
Agricultural  Children  Act,  [221]  206 
Annual  Report,  [218]  1495 
Education  Code,  [219]  1634 
Private  Adventure  Schools,  [220]  1623 
Education    Department — Reyised    Code,   Res. 

[218]  1721 
Education  (Scotland)   Act — Building   Grants, 

[218]  632 
Elementary   Education    (Compulsory   Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  839 
Elementary  Education  (Emoluments  of  Teach- 
ers), Motion  for  an  Address.  [218]  491 
Elementary  Education  Act— Evening  Schools, 

[218]  1587 
Elementary    Education    Act     (1870)    Amend- 
ment, 211.  [2191  1361 
Elementary  Schools,  Extra  Subjects  in.  Res. 
[218]  1541 
220]  Endowed    Schools    Acts   Amendment,   2R. 

.     1625,  1664,  1716 
221]  Comm.  317,  457;  el.   1.  496,  499;   cl.  2, 
.      589,  690  ;  add.  cl.  647,  648  ;  Preamble,  649 
Endowed  Schools  —  Commissioners   Schemes, 
[221]  300 
Legislation,  [219]  1166 
Tuubridge  School,  [219]  1587 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  [219]  481 
Factories    (Health    of   Women,  Ac),   Comm. 

cl.  14,  [220]  330 
Metropolis  —  Raphael's  Cartoons — Opening  of 
Public  Museums  on  a  Sunday.  [219]  266 
Science  and  Art  Department — Art  Schools, 
[220]   1353  ;— South    Kensington,    [219] 
1586 
South  Kensington  and  Betbnal  Green  Mu- 
seums, [219]  1162 
Public    Worship   Regulation,   2R.    [221]    50; 

Comm.  cl.  19,  893,  898 
Supply— Public  Education,  [219]  1636,  1662 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [218]   1261; 
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Sanitary  AeU — see  title  PuhUe  Health 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Clare  Read) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  June  1  [Bill  128] 

Read  2**^^  June  15 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  July  10, 
[320]  1493;  alter  short  debate,  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee ;  Report  [Bill  195] 

Considered  •  July  14  [Pill  202] 

Read  3^  after  short  debate  July  16,  [221]  132 
L  Read  1»  •  (2%^  Lord  Walsingham)  July  16 

(No.  181) 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  30, 958 

Committee  ^  August  3  (No.  225) 

Report  *  August  4 

Reads**  August 5 

Royal  Assent  AuguH  7      [37  db  38  Viet.  0.  89] 


Science  and  Art 

Dr.  Sehlicman's  Antiquities  from  the  Troad, 
Question,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  ilfaj^  7,  [218]  1840 

Meteorological  Department  in  hidia^  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Egerton  Uubbard ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  8.  [218]  1987        {P.  P.  185) 

Meteorological  Observatiofis,  Question,  Mr. 
Egerton  Uubbard;  Answer,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  July  SI,  [221]  1032 

National  Gallery—  T/ie  Pietro  Delia  Franeesea, 
Question,  Mr.  llankey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
June  15,  [21^1  1584 

National  Museum — Report  of  the  Science  Com- 
mission, Question,  Mr.  Walpole  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  MundeUa  Mar  24,  [218]  269 

National  Portrait  Gallery— Landseer's  Por- 
trait of  Sir  Walter  Scott,  Observations,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  15,  [219] 
312 

Natural  History  Collections,  Question,  Sir 
John  Lubbock ;  Answer,  Lord  George 
Uamilton  May  5.  [218]  1073 

Raphaels  Cartoons — Opening  of  Public  Mu- 
seums on  Sundays,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  May  14, 
[219]  266 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Question,  Mr. 
Samuels(^  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  April 
28,  [218]  1261 ; — Art  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Cowper-Temple ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
July  9,1226]  1353; — Ireland,  Question,  Sir 
Arthur  Guinness  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  June  11,  [219]  1406 

SoutJi  Kensington  Museum,  Question,  Major 
Beaumont ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezcbequeir  Mar  31,  [218]  482 

The  Transit  of  Venus,  Question,  Observations, 
Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Replies,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury,  The  Earl  of  Derby  June  12, 
[219]  1475  ;  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Hunt  July  23,  [221]  553 

ScLATEK-BooTH,  Eight  Hon.  G.  (Presi- 
dent   of    the    Local    Goyemmeiit 
Board),  Hampshire,  N. 
Adulteration  Act,  [218]  345,  627 ;  [aai]  550 
Adulteration  of  Food—Report  of  Committee, 
[230J  1520 


ScLATiB-BooTH,  Bight  Hon.  Q.'—cont. 

Births  and  Deaths,  Registration  of,  [218]  712 
Education   Department — Revised   Code,  Res. 

[218]  1712 
Highways — Legislation,  [218]  1837 
Highways  Act,  [219]  1402 
Infectious  Disease,  Importation  of,  [219]  1565 

Intoxicating  Liquors,    Consid.  cl,    26,    [^'9] 

1741 
Local  Authorities  Receipts  and   Expenditure, 
,    1872— School  Boards,  [219]  479 

Metropolis — Regent's  Canal,  [221]  1146 

Poor  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Case  of  the  Woman  Day,  [218]  1835 
Dewsbury  Union,  [221]  555 
Emigration  of  Children  to  Canada,  [219] 

1057 
Pauper  and    Industrial    School  Districts, 
[221]  1336 

Public    Health    Act,     1872  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Epping  Drainage  District,  [219]  622;  Mo- 
tion for  Correspondence,  [221]  764 
Fever  at  Clayton  West,  [221]  1141 
Fever  in  Marylebone,  [221]  759 
Gloucester — Outbreak  of  Small-pox,  [220] 

1082 
Infected  Clothes,  Destruction  of,  [219]  267 
Local  Government  Act  (1872)— Acton  Sew- 
age, [219]  1163 
Local  Government  Board — ^Sanitary  Condi- 
tion of  Epping  District,  [220]  221 
.     Medical  Officers  of  Health,  [218]  408 
Sanitary  Acts— Polluted  Water,  [2 18]  1585 ; 

[221]  131 
Vaccination  Acts — Banbury  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, [221]  125 
Water  Supply,  [218]  1927 
Woolwich  and  Plumstead  Nuisances,  [221] 
1407 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [219] 
274  ;   Comm.  cl.  10,  [221]  609  ;  cL  21,  ib.  ; 
cl.  29,  t6. ;  cl.  38,  610  ;  Consid.  835 

Rivers  Pollution  Commission,  [221]  1145 

220]  Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  Comm.  1493  ; 
.  cl.  6,  1496 ;  cl.  25,  16. ;  c/.  31,  1497  ;  cl  33, 
.     1498  ;  cl.  36,  t6.,  1499  ;  add.  cl.  ib. 

221]  3R.  133 
Sewage  Manure,  [219]  304 

Supply — Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of 
the  Exchequer,  [218]  773 
Copyhold,   Inclosure,  and  Tithe   Commis- 
sion, [218]  771 
County   Courts,    New    Buildings    for,    <bc. 

[221]  810 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  kc.  [221] 

798 
Treasury,  [218]  767 
Tin  and  Copper  Mines,  Exemption  of,    from 

Rating,  [218]  345 
Turnpike  Trusts,   Extinction  of— Legislation, 

[218]  632 
Vaccination  Act,  187l»  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 
836 
219]  Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  658,  664, 1156 
220]  Comm.  el.  2,  180  ;  cl.  3,  181,  642,  649,  60O  ; 
Amendt.  ib.,  652  ;    Amendt.  t6.,  654,  658, 
.     665  ;   cl.  A,  ib. ;    Amendt.  666,  667  ;  cl.  6, 
.     668,  669;  Amendt.  ib.,  670;  add.cl.  671, 
.     672 
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Scotland 

Cinsus  Returns f  Question,  Mr.  J.  Barclay  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyooate  Ifar  24,  [218] 
267 

Constabulary,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Fortesooe  Efarri- 
son  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  8, 
[219]  1160 

Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872  —  Building 
Grants,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstrutber  ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Afril  IQ,  [218] 
632 ; — Collection  of  School  Rates,  Question, 
Sir  Robert  Anstrutber ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  June  25,  [220]  424 

Harbour  Police — Grants  in  Aid,  Question,  Mr. 
Grieve ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Crow  July  30, 
[221]  969 

Income  Tax  Assessors,  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer August  4,  [221]  1259 

Judges  of  the  Supreme]  Courts — Salaries,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lyon  Playfair ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  July  16,  [221]  120 

Legislation  for  Scotland — Law  of  Bypothee, 
^c.  Question,  Mr.  J.  Barclay ;  Answer.  The 
Lord  Advocate  Afar  24,  [218]  266  ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Robert  Anstrutber;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  May  19,  [219]  479 

Licensing  System  —  A  Roydl  Commission, 
Question,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  :  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  18,  [220]  76 

Police  Force  in  Burghs,  Question,  Mr.  Grieve  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  April  20,  [218] 
811 

Poor  Law — Catholic  Inmates  of  Workhouses* 
Question,  Mr.  Owen  Lewis ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Jwxe  26,  [220]  421  ; — Pauper 
Lunatics — Grants  in  Aid,  Question,  Mr. 
Grieve ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  30,  [221]  969 

Scotch  Fishery  Board — Herring  Barrels,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fordyce;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  May  11,  [219]  66 

Sheriff  Principalis  —  Glasgow  and  Latiark' 
shire.  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  30,  [218]  409 

The  Snsinc  Office,  Edinburgh,  Question,  Mr. 
Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
.¥ar  30,[2i8]  408 

Turnpike  Trusts  —  Returns,  Question,  Sir 
Robert  Anstrutber  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  ^pn7  20,  [218]  813 


Scotland — Estahlished  Church  {Communi- 
cants) 

Questions,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr.  Horsman  ;  An- 
swers, The  Lord  Advocate  June  9,  [219] 
1269 

"  Address  for  Return,  with  regard  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland,  giving,  in  separate 
columns,  the  number  of  male  and  the  number 
of  female  Communicants  on  the  Roll  in  each 
parish  of  the  several  counties  of  Argyll, 
Inverness,  Ross,  Caithness,  and  Sutherland, 
in  each  year,  from  1867  to  1873  inclusive  " 
(Mr.  Ellice),  1271 ;  MoUou  agreed  lo 


Scott,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  Hampshire f  S, 

Consular  Chaplaincies,  [221]  969 

Navy — Unarmoured  and  Iron-clad  Shipi,  Eei. 

[2x8]  1860 
Parliament— Order  of  Business,  [221]  11 
Public  Business,  [221]  644 
220]  Public  Worship  ReguUtion,  2R.  1438,  1441 
221]  33 :  Comm.  cl. 2, 229 ;  cl,  6, 231 ;  clS,  Amendt. 
.     252,   261,  875;   cl.    9,   Amendt.  879,  882, 
.     885;  add.  el  903;  SR.  1167 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  d.  3,  [220]  643 ; 
Amendt.  652,  663  ;  ci.  6,  Amendt.  668 


Scott,  Mr.  M.  D.,  Sussex,  E. 

Intoxicating    Liquors,    [218]    1410  ;    Cooiid. 

el,  26,  [219]  1713;  cl.  11,  Amendt.  [220] 

103 
Treaty  of  Washington— The  Three  Rules,  [218] 

1840 


ScouRFmLD,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Pembrokeshire^  S. 

Courts  of  Justice  (Wales) — Welsh  Interpreters 
[220]  1084 

Elementary   Education    (Compolsory    Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  822 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,    Comm. 
[221]  437 

Income  Tax,  Res.  [218]  236 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  [220]  87 

Juries,  2R.  [218]  971 

Metropolis — Working  People's  Dwellings,  Res. 
[218]  1976 

Navy  Estimates — Wages,  «&c.  for  Seamen  and 
Marines,  [218]  895 

Parliament — Order  of  Public  Business,  [221]  8 
Public  Business,  [221]  644 

Parliament — Statute  of  Anne — Office  of  Attor- 
ney or  Solicitor  General,  Res.  [219]  183 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),   2R.  [218] 
306 

Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  18 

Prince  Leopold's  Annuity,  2R.  [221]  858 

Public    Worship    Regulation,    Consid.    el.    1, 
Amendt.  [221]  1046  ;  SR.  1166 

Public     Worship     Regulation     (Consolidated 
Fund,  Ac),  Comm.  [221]  916 

Supply — Local  Government  Board,  [221]  815 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  &c,  [221] 
799 

Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [219]  663  ;  Comm. 
cl.  3,  [220]  185 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 
[2i8]679  ;  Report,  1198 

Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  533 


Seafield,  Earl  of 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [219]  838 


Seely,  Mr.  C,  Lincoln  City 
Agricultural  Tenant  Right,  [219]  480 
Agricultural    Tenants,  Security  for   Improve- 
ments by,  Res.  [220]  187, 191,  209 
Post    Office  —  United  States,  Postage  to  the, 
^ii8-^  1494  ;    [219]    174  ;— PosUl    Cards, 
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Selborne,  Lord 

Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  465 

Glebe  Unds  Sale,  2R.  [220]  1078 

Infanticide,  2 R.  [221]  542 

Inns  of  Court,  IR.  [220]  1457  {See  also  Ap- 
pendix) 

Judicature  and  Appeal  (Scotland  and  Ireland), 
IR.  [218]  1824 

Leonai^  Edmunds,  Esquire  —  Petition,  [220] 
1505,  1512 

Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
[218]  43 

Powers  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [220]  68 
218]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  IR.  799 
219]  2R.  43,  53  ;  Comm.  928,  949  ;    cl.  7,  958  ; 
.     cl.    8,    1129,    1136 ;   cl.    9,    1145,    1146  ; 
.     el.  21.   1267 ;   el.   25,  1575 
220]  Report,  el.  7, 142,  143  ;  3R.  402 

Representative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
Motion  for  a  Committee,  [219]  1492;  [220] 
136 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873) 
Amendment,  2R.  [219]  1038,  1041  ;  Comm. 
1387  ;  el.  10, 1671.  1673 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Sus- 
pension, 3R.  [221]  1883 

Transfer  and  Title  of  Land,  IR.  [218]  330; 
2R.  982  ;  Comm.  1669 


Select  Vestries 

/.  Bill,  profarttidj  read  !•  ♦  Mar  19 


Selkirk,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.   Amendt. 
[219]  809,  843,  846  ;  Oomm.  el  3,  1251 


Selwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.  (Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment), Essex y  W. 
Betting.  2R.  [218]  604  ;  Comm.  944 
Criminal  Law— Sentence  on  a  Cabman,  [221] 

1406 
Fines,    Fees,   and    Penalties,  2R.  [219]  671  ; 

Comm.  cl.  1,  Amendt.  801 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  [218]  1841,  1842 
2i9]2R.  98,  101,  102,  126.148,274,623.857; 
.     Coram.  987;   cl.  2,  1005;    Consid.   cl.  26, 
.      1736 

220]  Consid.  93  ;  el.  13,  107 :  cl.  27,  171 
Middlesex  Sessions  (Salaries,  Ac.),  Comm.  Res. 

[218]  209;  2R.  340 
Mines.  Reports  of  Inspectors.  [221]  127 
Offences  against  the  Person.  2R.  [218]  539 
Public    Worship    Regulation,    Comm.   cl,   6. 
Amendt.  [221]  233 


Sewage  Manure 
Question.  Mr.  Hick ;    Answer,  Mr.    Solater- 
Booth  May  18,  [219]  394 


Shaftesbuky,  Earl  of 
EoolMiattioal  Feet,  [221]  845 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac.),  2R.  [220] 
•JS29;  Comm.  ci.  10, 1610 

\ecnit* 


Shaftesbubt,  Earl  of — eont. 

218]  Public  Worship  Regulation,  IR.  798,  799 
2i9]2R.  •12,23;  Comm.  el.  7.  Amendt.  953; 
.     el.  9.  Amendt.  1143,  1148;  add.  cL  1150, 
.     1151  ;   cl.  16,  Amendt.  1265;  el.  22,  1573 
220]  Report,  el.  7.  143 
Working  Men's    Dwellings,   2R.    [220]   982; 
Comm.  Amendt.  1516  ;  3R.  [221]  290 

Shannon  Navigation  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Michael 

BiekS'Beaeh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  \°  *.  and  referred  to  the  Exami- 
ners of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  June  18 

Read  2»*  June  25  [Bill  157] 

Order  for  going  into  Committee  discharged, 
an4  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
Jui^  29.  [220]  673 

Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith  (Chairman).  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish.  Added  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection : — Mr.  Laing,  Mr.  Pemberton,  Lord 
Arthur  E.  Hill  Trevor 

Report*  ;  Re-comm.  July  2  [Bill  189] 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jiuy  14 

Considered  •  Juiy  17 

Read  3^  *  July  20 
L  Read  l^^  {The  Lard  PretidaU)  July  21 

Read  2*  •  July  27  (No.  189) 

Report  */Wy  30 

Committee  ;  Report  July  31.  [221]  1028 

Read  3**  August  3 

Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  d(  38  Vict.  0.  60] 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  &o.),  Comm.  [220] 

309  ;  Consid.  cl.  9,  479 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (Xo.  2).  Comm. 

cl.  11.  [220]  342 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1528 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund,  Comm.  el.  5, 

Amendt.  [221]  1103 

Sheil,  Mr.  E.,  Athlone 

Ireland  —  Salaries  of   Resident   Magistrates, 
[219]  1057 

SnERroAN,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dudley 

Egypt— Outrage  on  British  Subjects,  [221]  204 

Sherlock,  Mr.  Serjeant  D.,  King^s  Co. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  2R.  [221]  731; 

Comm.  983 
India^-Nawab  Nazim  of  Bengal,  Motion  for  a 

Committee.  [220]  574, 576 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2).  Comm. 
cl.  11.  [220]  342  ;  el.  12, 1000 ;  d.  16, 1004  ; 
C/.21,  1005;  add.cl.\(i\0 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Achil.  Island  of,  [221]  122 
Dublin    Metropolitan    Police    Magistrates, 

[220]  425 
Judicature,  [221]  966 
Liffey,  River,  Condition  of  the.  [220]  225 
Shannon  River,  Drainage  of.  [218]  228 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judges, 
Motion  for  an  Address^  (22Q\4.m. 
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Shbrlook,  Mr.  Serjeant  D. — cofU, 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [221]  833 
Supply — British  Museum,  [220]  449 
Supreme    Court    'of    Judicature    Act   (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  148  ;  cl.  2,  156 

Sherriff,  Mr.  A.  C,  Worcester  City 
Worcester  City  Magistracy,  [220]  1621 

Shrewsbuky,  Earl  of 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [219]  60 

Shrewsbury    School  —  Excessive    Punish- 
ment 
Question,   Mr.  Bass  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  July  31,  [221] 
1036 


Shttte,  Major-General  C.  C,  Brighton 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Colonels  of  Cavalry,  Pay  of— Warrant  of 

1863.  [220]  74,  76 
Colonels,  Supersession  of— Royal  and  Indian 

Army,  [218]  626 
Sergeants'  Good  Conduct  Warrants,  [221] 

1330 
Sergeants,  Pay  and  Position  of,  [220]  644 
Troops  in  Preston  Barracks,  Brighton,  [221] 
1329 
Army  Reserves,  Res.  [218]  506 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1075 


SiDEBOTTOM,  Mr.  T.  H.,  Staleyhridge 
Coal  Mines— Astley  Deep  Pit  (Dukinfield),  Ex- 
plosion at,  [220]  872  ;  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[221]  771,  784 


SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

Elementary  Education  Act — Voluntary  Sys- 
tem, [218]  1259 

Wilmot,  Admiral  Eardley,  Case  of,  [220]  1470, 
1472 


Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Bewshury 

Brussels,    Conference    at — Rules   of    Military 

Warfare,  [219]  1405  ;  [220]  1222  ,[221]  852 
Fines,  Fees,  and  Penalties,  2R.  [219]  669,  671 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.  [218]  563 
Juries,  2R.  [218]  971  ;   Comm.  cl.   60,  [219] 

299  ;  cl.  53,  675,  679  ;  el.  73,  Amendt.  802  ; 

Amendt.  804  ;  cl.  74,  i6. 
Poor  Law — Dewsbury  Union,  [221]  565 
Spain— Sloop  "  Lark,"  The,  [218]  410 

"  Virginius,"  Capture  of  the,  [221]  566 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  149 


Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T.,   Caithness-shire 
Post  OfiSce — Mails  to  the  North  of  Scotland, 

f220]  995,  996 
Post  OflSce— Wick  and  Thurso  MaWa,  MoVivoiv 
for  Correspondence,  1221^184,1^1,  l^ft 


Slaughterhouses,  ftc.  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Secretary  Crott) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  V  * 
June  15  [BiU  150] 

Read2«*/t*/y3 
Committee  * ;  Report  July  7 
Considered  *  July  9 
Read  3»  •  July  10 
I  Read  l^^  (The  Lord  Steward)  July  13  (No.  172) 
Read  2*  •  July  16 
Committee,  after  short  debate  July  21,  [221]  383 

(No.  191) 
Report  •  July  28  (No.  204) 

Read  3*  *  July  30 
Royal  Assent  August  7     [37  &  38  Viet.  0.  67] 

Slave  Trade  Papers  A.  and  B. 
Question,  Mr.  Cartwright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boarke 
April  21,  [218]  920 

Sligo,  Iteitrim^  and  Northern  Counties 
Railway  Bill 
Moved  to  resolve,  That  whereas  the  Committee 
to  which  the  Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern 
Counties  Railway  Bill  was  referred,  have,  ia 
the  absence  of  any  Standing  Order  on  tbe 
subject,  not  felt  themselves  bound  to  inquire 
i^to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  opposition 
to  the  guarantee  clauses ;  and  whereas  tbe 
practice  of  Parliament  for  twenty-five  years 
has  been  to  sanotion  such  guarantees  in 
cases  where  they  have  been  shown  to  be  the 
general  wish  of  the  counties  interested,  it  is 
expedient  that  tbe  said  Bill  be  re-committed 
with  a  view  to  further  inquiry  into  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  opposition  to  the 
guarantee  ( The  Earl  of  Bandon)  May  15, 
[219]  306;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 
Then  it  was  moved  that  the  said  Bill  be  re- 
committed to  the  same  Select  Committee  ; 
on  Question  ?  Cont.  59,  Not-(^>nt.  54 ; 
M.  5  ;  resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Bill  re- 
committed accordingly 
[See  title  Ireland— Railways — Local  Gtta- 
rantees] 

Smith,  Mr.   A.,  Hertfordshire 

Ordnance  Survey — Hertfordshire,  [218]  1926 


Smith,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Tynemouthy  8fc. 

Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  Motion 

for  a  Select  Committee,  [2 18]  1677, 1683, 1690 
India — East  India  Finance — Appointment  of 

a  Select  Committee,  [218]  337 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1026, 

1102 
Merchant  Shipping  Survey,  2R.  [220]  374 
Merchant   Ships  (Measurement  of  Tonnage), 

2R.  [219]  1222,  1224 
Navy — Indian  Station,  [218]  630 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling).  2  R.  [218]  304 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers), 

2R.  [218]  1341 
Post    Office — East  India,   China,   and  Japan 

Mails  Contracts,  Res.  [221]  1324 
Post  Office — West  India  Mail  Contract,  Res. 

[221]  1304 
^MV^Vj — ^^^^!^x\ft\  ^\  ^O^QvcA.V  Governors,  [220] 
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Smith,   Mr.  W.  H.   (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Westminster 

Chancery  Funds  Act — New  Rules,  [220]  897 
ChAncery  OflBce  of  the  Paymaster  General,  [221] 

549 
Civil  Service,  [2 18]  1837, 
Civil  Service  Estimates'— Public  Offices  Fur- 
niture, [218]  485 
County   Court  Clerks  —  Superannuation  Act, 

[221]  705 
Customs — Out-door  Officers,  Memorial  of,  [219] 
961;  [221]  391,  564 
Promotion  of  Officers,  [220]  155 
Statistical  Department,  [220]  72 
Dean  Forest,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [218]  932 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  [220]  1521  ;  2R. 

[221]  721 
Great  Southern  of  India  and  Camatio  Railway 

Companies,  Comm.  [219]  531 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Excise— Corn  Stores,  Ac.  [221]  1411 

Foreshores — Returns,  [219]  621 

Irish  Land  Act — Board  of  Public  Works — 

Advances  to  Tenants,  [221]  1331 
Irish  Land  Act  (1870)— Clerks  of  the  Peace, 

Salaries  to,  [220]  1353 
Legal  Proceedings,  Expenses  of,  [219]  701 
Valuation  Acts,  [219]  1406 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer,  [220]  1474 
Local  Taxation — Lunatics  and   Police,   [320] 

873 
Metropolis — Thames  Embankment,  [218]  631 

Victoria  Park,  [218]  542,  926 
Parliament,  Sale  of  Acts  of,  [221]  852 
Patent  Museum,  [218]  715 
Post  Office — Mails  to  the  North  of  Scotland, 

[221]  1336 
Post  Office — East  India,   China,  and  Japan 

Mail  Contracts,  Res.  [221]  1307 
Post  Office— West  India  Mail  Contract,   Res. 

[221] 1301,  1302 
Public  Office  Libraries— Duplicate  Books,  4eo. 

[219]  1498 
Public  Works  Loans— Returns,  [218]  1096 
Public  Worship  Regulation  (Consolidated  Fund, 

<I:c.)>  Comm.  Amendt.  [221]  910 
Shannon  Navigation— Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [220] 

673 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  [218]  770 

Commissioners  of  Education  (Ireland),  [219] 

788 
Comptroller  and   Auditor  General  of  the 

Exchequer,  [218]  774 
Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Commission, 

[218]  771 
County  Courts,  New  Buildings  for,  4eo.[22i] 

810 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  [219] 

358 
Criminal  Proceedings,  Scotland,  [219]  358 
Criminal   Prosecutions,  &c,  Ireland,  [219] 

359,  360 
Harbours,  &c.  Constructing  of,  [221]  811 
House  of  Commons,  Offices  of,  [218]  764 
House  of  Lords,  Offices  of,  [218]  762 
Inland  Revenue  Department,  [219]  795 
Local  Government  Board,  [218]  776 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  [218]  770 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [221]  826 
Patent  Law  Amendment  Act,  [218]  777 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  (England 
MDdWaleB),[22i]Sl$ 

[cent. 


Smith.  Mr.  W.  H. — eont. 


Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue  Buildings, 

[221]  809 
Post  Office  Service,  [221]  828 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  [219]  1662  ; 

[221]  828,  829 
Public  Buildings,  [218]  1135 
PubUc  Buildings  (Ireland),  [218]  1144 
Rating  on  Government  Property,  Ao.  [221] 

803,  804 
Revenue  Departments,  [218]  196 
Superannuation  Allowances,  [219]  793,  794 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [218]  1140 
Treasury,  [218]  765,  767 
Tichborne  Prosecution,  Motion  for  a  Return, 

[218]  2025;  [221]  611 
Valuation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

281 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 
[218]  693 


Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Camhridge 

India — Madras  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company, 

[218]  1926';  [219]  1161 
India  Councils,  2R.  [221]  933 
Parliament— Dissolution  and  General  Election 

—Vote  of  Censure,  Res.  [218]  1101,  1119, 

1120 


Smyth,  Mr.  P.  J.,    Westmeath  Co. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  [220J  1052 

Labourers  Dwellings  (Ireland),  [218]  267 

Parliamentary  Relations  (Great  Britain  and 
Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [220]  874 

Public  Meetings  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  585 


Smyth,  Mr.  E.,  Londonderry  Co. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  in  Ireland,  Sale  of,  on  a 

Sunday,  Res.  [218]  1991 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

cl.  5,   Amendt.  [220]  211  ;  cl.  18,  Amendt. 

1004  ;  cL  21,  1006  ;  add.  cl.  1014  ;  3R.  1607 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),   Comm.  [218] 

1343 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  Res«[2i9] 

1284 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

310 
Parliamentary   Relations   (Great  Britain  and 

Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Comm.  Res.  [220]  731  • 
Public  Health,  2R.  [219]  668 
Public  Meetings  (Ireland),  2R.  [219]  590 
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Preston 
Controverted  Elections  (Ireland) — Mr.  Justice 

Lawson,  Res.  [218]  1898 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 

1674 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  2R.  [218]  560 
Infanticide,  2 R.  [218]  539 
Intoxicating    Liquors,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [219] 

1195  ;  Consid.  [220]  84 
Juries,  Comm.  d.  4,  ^ii<^\l^^\  ciL.  1^*lf^V\ 
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Legal  Practitioners,  2R.  [220]  1279 
Sapreme    Coart    of  Judicature    Act    (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  [221]  148 


Somerset,  Duke  of 

Navy — Cadets,  Admission  of,  [219]  1478 

SUteofthe,  [218]  219 
Navy— Naval  Cadets.  Res.  [220]  1071 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

[218]  39 
Railway  Accidents,  [219]  697 
Railways — Address  for  a  Royal  Commission, 

[218]  1165 
Working  Men's  Dwellings,  2R.  [220]  983 


Somerset,  Lord  H.  E.  C,  Monmouthshire 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech — Her   Majesty's 
Answer  to  Address,  [218]  228 


South  Sea  Itlands 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented  to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  or  Extracts 
of  any  further  correspondence  respecting 
outrages  committed  upon  natives  of  the 
South  Sea  Islands,  in  continuation  of  the 
papers  upon  this  subject  laid  before  the 
House  last  Session  "  ( Tke  Earl  of  Bdmore) 
Mar  24,  [218]  255 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to  {Pari.  P,  No.  69) 


Spain 

Brigandage  in  —  Capture  of  a  British  Sub- 
ject,   Question,    Mr.    Vance ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Bourke  July  30,  [221]  972 

British  S'tbjects  in  Bilbao,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Lagan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  31, 
[218]  485 

Capture  of  the  "  Virginius,**  Question,  Sir 
William  llarcourt  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
May  15,  [219]  314  ;  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon;  Answer,  Mr.  BoMvke  July  23,  [221] 
566  Pari.  P.  [991] 

Carthagena — Claims  by  British  Subjects,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
yM/y30,  [22i]975 

Foreign  Intervention,  Question,  Sir  George 
Bowyer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  August  4, 
[221]  1260 

Recognition  of  the  Existing  Oovemvient, 
Question,  Mr.  Sandford ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
June  22,  [220]  222 

Spanish  External  Debt — Alleged  Removal  of 
Securities,  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Hampton  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  July  21, 
[221]  385 

The  Civil  War — Recognition  of  Belligerent 
Rights,  Question,  Mr.  O'Clery  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  April  13,  [218]  ^^i  ;— Alleged  Aid 
by  the  French,  Question,  Observations,  Earl 
Russell ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  ;  short 
debate  thereon  July  24,  [221]  612 

The  German  Squadron,  Question,  Mr.  O'Clery  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  28,  [221]  853 

The  Sloop  "  Lark"  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  LowlViw  Mar  ^Q, 
I21S]  410 


Speaker,   The  (Eight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Brand),  Cambridgeshire 

Meeting  of  the  Parliament — The  Right  Hon. 
Henry  Brand  unanimously  called  to  the  Chair 
as  Speaker  of  the  House  Mar  5,  [218]  5; 
is  presented  and  approved  Mar  6,  15  ;  re- 
ports Her  Majesty's  approval,  and  first  takes 
and  subscribes  the  Oath  Mar  6 

Mr.  Speaker  acquaints  the  House  that  he  hai 
received  a  Letter  from  Major  General  Sir 
Garnet  J.  Wolseley  acknowledging  the  Tbanki 
of  the  House  to  himself  and  other  Officers  of 
the  Expedition  to  Ashantee.  Letter  read, 
[218]  495 

Parliament — Issue  of  New  Writs — Mr.  Speaker 
states  the  Resolution  and  praotioe  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  the  Issue  of  New  Write, 
[218]  1844,  1262 

Amendment — Order  for  Committee  read— 
Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair."  Mr.  W.  Shaw  rose  to 
propose  an  Amendment  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  Mr.  Speaker  aaid  that 
the  hon.  Member  coald  not  propose  his 
Amendment,  although  he  was  entitled  to 
speak  on  the  Motion  that  he  (Mr.  Speaker) 
leave  the  Chair.  —  Fojciwiee  (HeaUk  of 
Women,  i'C.)  Bill,  [220]  309 

Amendments — Order — A  Motion  and  Amend- 
ment thereon  being  before  the  House,  the 
Amendment  must  be  withdrawn  before 
another  Amendment  can  be  discussed.— rrisil 
African  Settlements,  [218]  1663 

Bills— Hybrid  or  Private  Bill— Mr.  Fawcett 
wished  to  ask  whether,  as  this  Bill  (the 
OrecU  Southern  of  India  and  Camaiic  Rail- 
way Companies  Bill)  would  throw  a  charge 
upon  the  revenues  of  India,  it  was  competent 
to  pass  it  as  a  Private  Bill,  or  whether  it 
ought  not  to  be  put  in  the  form  of  a  Hybrid 
Bill  or  a  Public  Bill  ?  Mr.  Speaker  said,  it 
was  perfectly  in  Order  to  deal  with  the  mea- 
sure as  a  Private  Bill,  [219]  849 

Debate — Explanation — Mr.  Ward  having  at- 
tributed certain  expressions  to  Lord  E.  Fitz- 
mauricc,  the  latter  explained.  Mr.  Ward 
said  he  accepted  the  noble  Lord's  explana- 
tion, but  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  to 
his  mind,  the  words  were  used  by  him.  Mr. 
Speaker  reminded  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  had  accepted  the  noble  Lord's  explanation, 
and  could  not,  therefore,  repeat  the  asser- 
tion.— Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  [221']  A.U 

Debate — Premature  discussion  of  details — Li- 
toxicating  Liquors  Bill.  Order  for  Com- 
mittee read  ;  Motion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
«fec."  Discussion  arising,  it  was  asked  whe- 
ther an  Amendment  of  a  certain  character 
was  before  the  House.  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
no  clause  of  the  Bill  could  be  discussed  in 
detail  at  its  present  stage,  [219]  1000 

Debate — Premature  discussion  of  a  subject — 
If  the  House  should  order  a  Bill  relating  to 
a  certain  subject  to  be  read  a  second  time  on 
a  given  day,  it  will  not  anticipate  the  discus- 
«i\ow  Qw  \}aft  \tAX\«t  ^VcvsiVw  \^  Viaa  so  ordered 
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fore,  if  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
postpones  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  a 
later  day  than  the  Resolution  of  which  he 
has  given  notice,  that  Resolution  could  not 
be  proceeded  with,  [319]  1054 

Debate — Premature  discussion  of  a  subject — 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  it  was  quite  irregular, 
even  if  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  con- 
elude  with  a  Motion,  to  introduce  a  subject 
which  stood  on  the  Orders  of  the  House  for 
another  day. — Parliament — The  late  Count' 
out,  [2ig]  1002 

Debate — Irregular  discussion  of  a  Bill — To 
discuss  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  on  the  Ques- 
tion for  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  is 
irregular.— CoiowioZ  Office^  The  Ofieial  Staff, 
[231]  795 

Debate  —  Interruptions  —  Relevancy  of  Argu- 
ment— Mr.  Newdegate,  in  debate  on  MonoM- 
tic  and  Conventual  iMtUutions,  referred  to 
the  case  of  Miss  Talbot.  Sir  George  Bowyer 
rose  to  Order.  The  hon .  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  was  going  into  transactions 
which  he  wa«  misrepresenting.  Mr.  Speaker 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire was  not  out  of  Order.  The  matter  to 
which  he  was  referring  was  relevant  to  the 
Motion,  [319]  1508 

Debate — Relevancy  of  argument — Sir  George 
Bowyer  rose  to  Order.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Seely)  appeared  to  be  discussing  a  Bill 
which  was  not  now  before  the  House.  Mr. 
Speaker  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman's  observa- 
tions were  quite  relevant.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  calling  on  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  and  was  discussing  other  measures 
that  related  to  the  question  he  now  brought 
forward.  —  Security  for  Improvements  by 
Agricultural  Tenants,  [330]  191,  928 

Debate — Right  of  Reply — Mr.  Plimsoll  having 
moved  that  the  Merchant  Shipping  Survey 
Bill,  which  stood  upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
for  Second  Reading,  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  and  a  debate  ensuing,  rose  to  reply. 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  he  must  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  be  could  only  speak  if  he 
wished  to  make  any  explanation  to  the  House 
as  to  the  course  he  proposed  to  take  with  re- 
spect to  his  Motion. — Merchant  Shipping 
Survey  Bill,  [330]  381  ;  Spirituous  Liquors 
(Scotland)  Bill,  [319]  584 

Order—  Reply — Mr.  Hunt  having  presented  Sup- 
plementary Navy  Estimates,  on  a  subsequent 
day,  on  Order  for  Committee,  Sir  John  Hay 
moved  an  Amendment  on  Question  ^*  That 
Mr.  Speaker,  Ac."  Mr.  Hunt  replied  ;  ob- 
jected to : — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  having  been  challenged, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  justified  in 
making  a  general  statement  in  reply ;  but 
the  discussion  of  the  details  was  a  matter  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Committee  of  Supply, 
[318]  1869 

Debate — Speaking  a  second  tim»— Committee 
of  Supply.       Moved   '*Tbat   Mr.   Speaker, 
Ac."     Mr.    Newdegate  moved  an   Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  after  '*  That "  and  insert 
certain  other  words ;  after  debate,  Question  \ 
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put,  and  negatived  :  Question  proposed, 
^  That  those  words  be  there  added."  Debate 
thereon.  Mr.  Newdegate  rose  to  address 
the  House.  Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that  having  made  his  Motion  he 
could  not  speak  again  until  [a  suggested] 
Amendment  was  moved. — Monastic  and  Con- 
ventual Institutions,  [33i]  833 

Debate — Speaking  a  second  time — Supply* 
Motion,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair."  An  Amendment  moved  :  Mr. 
Bentinck  addressed  the  House  :  Amendment 
withdrawn.  Another  Amendment  moved  : 
Mr.  Bentinck  rose  :  objected  to— the  hon. 
Member  had  already  addressed  the  House 
on  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac."  Mr. 
Speaker  said,  that  the  Question  now  before 
the  House  was  different  from  that  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk  had  pre- 
viously spoken,  and  therefore  he  was  at 
liberty  to  speak  on  the  present  Question, 
[318]  1883 

Debate — Order — Addition  to  a  Resolution- 
Motion  made  ;  Amendment  proposed — Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
agreed  to  :  An  Amendment  proposed  to  add 
certain  words — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  the 
House  having  decided  "  That  the  words,  Ac." 
should  stand  part  of  the  Question,  it  was 
quite  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  propose 
the  addition  of  words  to  the  Resolution. — 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [318] 
286 

Debate — Order — An  hon.  Member  rising  to 
comment  upon  an.  Amendment  before  it  has 
been  seconded  is  out  of  order. — Parliament — 
Bttsiness  of  the  House,  [318]  277 

Debate  —  Order — Petition— Mr.  Whalley,  in 
moving  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  his  imprisonment  for 
contempt  of  Court,  referred  to  the  words  of 
a  Petition  :— Mr.  Denison  rose  to  Order — 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  having  on 
the  previous  day  expressed  his  desire  to  with- 
draw that  Petition,  it  was  not  now  open  to 
him  to  comment  upon  it.  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
the  Petition  was  duly  presented  to  the 
House,  and  was  ordered  to  lie  upon  the 
Table  in  the  usual  manner.  The  document 
having  once  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  could  not  be  withdrawn  without  the 
formal  sanction  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  therefore  quite  in 
Order  in  referring  to  it,  [319]  203 

Debate  —  Order  —  Reference  to  a  previous 
Debate — An  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order 
in  alluding  to  a  former  debate  of  the  present 
Session.  —  Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland) 
Bill,  [318]  951 

Debate  —  Unparliamentary  Language  —  Mr. 
Conolly  having  said  that  "  without  doubt  he 
(Mr.  Butt)  and  those  with  him  would  shrink 
from  nothing,  however  illegal  or  unconstitu- 
tional"— Mr.  Butt:  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
move  that  the  hon.  Member's  words  be  taken 
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It  being  moTod  that  the  words  be  taken 
down,  let  them  be  taken  down  accordingly. 
Mr.  GonoUy  apologized,  and  withdrew  the 
words.  —  Public  Meetings  {Ireland)  Bill, 
[219]  689 

Debate — Unparliamentary  Language — An  hon. 
Member  having  said  that  "  at  last  he  had  got 
at  the  truth  ;  but  it  had  taken  a  long  time  to 
extract  it — not  from  any  intention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen)  to  mis- 
lead the  House,  but  owing  to  the  tendency  of 
ofScial  habits."  Mr.  Goschen  remonstrated. 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  about  to  qualify  his  statement,  and 
he  trusted  he  would  withdraw  it. — Navy — 
Supplementary  Estimates ,  [218]  1875 

Debate — Unparliamentary  Language — Sir  John 
Gray  spoke  of  "  a  course  which  I  hold  to  be 
unworthy  of  a  Minister  of  Victoria,  unworthy 
to  be  listened  to  by  any  man  of  honour  in 
this  House."  Mr.  Speaker  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  exceeding  the  licence  of  debate. 
— India  —  The  Nawab  Nazim  of  Bengal, 
[220]  583 

Debate — Unparliamentary  Language — An  hon. 
Member  having  said  that  if  the  Irish  railways 
were  delivered  over  to  the  English  Govern- 
ment, the  Irish  officers  would  be  told  to  go 
to  America  with  a  vengeance — or  to  "  Hell  or 
Connaught" — Mr.  Speaker  said,  he  must 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  his  language 
exceeded  the  licence  of  Parliamentary  debate. 
— Acquisition  and  Control  of  Irish  Railways, 
[218]  1331 

Opposed  Business  —  A  reference  to  a  Select 
Committee  could  not,  unless  Notice  of  Op- 
position was  given,  be  considered  Opposed 
Business  within  the  meaning  of  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  House.  —  Shannon  Navigation 
Bill,  [220]  674 

Order — Public  Worship  Regulation  Bill,  as 
amended,  considered.  Mr.  Hubbard  com- 
mented on  the  rejection  of  an  Amendment  he 
had  moved  in  Committee.  Sir  W.  Uarcourt 
rose  to  Order  : — could  an  hou.  Member  dis- 
cuss in  the  House  what  had  taken  place  in 
Committee  ?  Mr.  Speaker  said  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  in  Order,  the  Question  be- 
fore the  House  being  that  this  Bill  be  now 
considered,  [221]  1041 

Order— Relevancy  of  Amendment — The  Mo- 
tion, "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  having  been  made,  and  an  Amend- 
ment moved  thereon,  the  Question,  "  That 
the  words  proposed,  Ac,"  was  put,  and 
agreed  to.  Mr.  Bentinck  desired  to  move 
another  Amendment.  Mr.  Speaker  said  the 
House  had  affirmed  the  Motion  that  the 
words  "That  1  do  leave  the  Chair"  should 
stand  part  of  the  Question,  and  any  Amend- 
ment must  be  consistent  with  that  Question. 
The  words  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  not  so  consistent,  [219]  426 

Order — Relevancy  of  Motion — An  hon.  Mem- 
ber having  brought  forward  a  Question  of 
Privilege,  concluded  by  moving,  *•  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn."     Mr.  Speaker  aaivd, 
when  the  hon.  Member  Viad  \)roug)it.  \.\i^ 
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matter  under  the  notioe  of  the  House  he 
should  have  concluded  with  a  Motion  founded 
on  the  allegation  that  he  had  brought  for- 
ward, [219]  396 

Order — Relevancy  of  Motion — Moved,  •*  That 
the  House  do  go  into  Committee  on  the  [Ex- 
piring  LawsZontinuanee]  Bill  on  Thorsday 
next."  Mr.  M'Carthy  Downing  moved, 
*'That  the  House  do  now  adjourn."  Mr. 
Speaker  said,  the  Motion  proposed  by  the  boD. 
Member  was  not  in  Order.  The  Question 
before  the  House  was,  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  be  Uken  on  Thursday,  [221]  744 

Order — Reading  Extracts—  Mr.  Biggar  reading 
extracts  from  a  book  in  a  very  low  voice,  Mr. 
Forsyth  asked  whether  it  was  regular  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  read  to  himself  from  a  book  ? 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
out  of  Order  in  quoting  an  extract ;  but  be 
must,  at  the  same  time,  remind  him  that  the 
Rules  of  the  House  required  him  to  address 
himself  to  the  Chair,  [221]  1002 

Order — To  quote  extracts  from  newspapers  re- 
ferring to  debates  in  this  House  is  altogether 
irregular,  [221]  309 

Order — Free  access  to  the  House — In  reference 
to  a  recent "  Count-out "  complaint  was  made 
that  the  ingress  of  Members  to  the  House 
was  purposely  obstructed.  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
ho  thought  it  his  duty  to  state  that  it  was  no 
doubt  the  duty  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  to  keep 
free  access  to  the  House  on  such  an  occasion, 
and  he  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  that 
duty  was  properly  discharged  last  night, 
[219]  1304 

Order — Petitions — On  Motion  for  Committee 
on  Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
Mr.  W.  M'Arthur  presented  a  Petition  from 
the  Wesleyan  Body,  and  was  proceeding  to 
read  the  same,  when — Mr.  Speaker  said,  the 
hon.  Member  was  out  of  Order  in  reading 
the  Petition.  It'  he  wished  it  read,  he  should 
move  that  it  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table,  [221]  302 

Order  —  Saturday  Sittings  —  The  Standing 
Order  [No.  66]  says  that  the  House  at  its 
rising  on  Friday  shall  stand  adjourned  until 
the  following  Monday,  without  any  Question 
being  put :  but  the  House  on  Friday  "  ad- 
journed :"  meeting  on  Saturday  at  12  a. m.  for 
despatch  of  Business.  Mr.  Sullivan  asked  if 
the  Sitting  was  regular.  Mr.  Speaker  pointed 
out  that  the  Standing  Order  provided  *"  unless 
the  House  shall  otherwise  resolve."  The 
Standing  Order  had  been  complied  with, 
inasmuch  as  the  House  had  *'  otherwise 
resolved,"  and  Business  had  been  set  down 
on  the  l^aper  to  be  proceeded  with  at  12 
o'clock  this  day,  [221]  704 

Privilege — Explosive  Substances  Committee — 
Mr.  France  having  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Explosive  Substances  Com- 
mittee, reflecting  on  the  Chairman,  was 
ordered  to  attend  the  House  on  Monday, 
June  I  ;  and  attending  accordingly,  and  ad- 
mitting that  he  was  the  writer  of  the  said 
I  letter,  was  ordered    to  withdraw :    And   an 
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called  in  and  admonished  bj  Mp.  Speaker. 
And  it  was  directed  tliat  the  material  part  of 
a  letter  of  Mr.  Francep  which  contained  Mr. 
France's  withdrawal  of  the  expressions  which 
were  oflWnsive  to  the  House,  should  appear 
upon  the  Journals,  [219]  755 

Privilege— Mr.  Herbert  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  as  breaches  of  Privilege, 
two  paragraphs  in  The  Morning  Pott,  one  of 
which  stated,  incorrectly,  that  the  Select 
Committees  of  the  House  would  not  meet  on 
Monday  owing  to  the  visit  of  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  to  the  City.  Mr.  Speaker  said,  it 
was  no  doubt  highly  to  be  regretted  that  an 
incorrect  account  should  be  published  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  House ;  but  he  must  re- 
mind hon.  Members  that  they  had  an  autho- 
rized record  of  their  proceedings  in  the  Votes 
and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  and  it  was  to 
that  record  that  hon.  Members  should  pay 
attention,  [219]  395 

Privilege  —  Committal  of  a  Member  by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  Contempt — Mr. 
Speaker  reads  to  the  House  a  Letter  from 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  notifying 
that  it  had  been  his  duty  to  commit  Mr. 
Whalley,  a  Member  of  the  House,  for  con- 
tempt of  his  Court,  [218]  52 

Mr.  Speaker  submits  whether  the  said 
Letter  bo  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges or  to  a  Select  Committee,  108 

Questions — Mr.  Speaker  having  ruled  that  a 
certain  Question  was  not  out  of  Order,  said 
— At  the  same  time  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  been  quite  entitled  to  decline  to  answer 
a  Question  of  that  character,  as  an  Answer 
might  involve  argument  and  debate. — Ireland 
— Coercive  Legitlation,  [218]  544 

Supply — It  is  irregular  to  discuss  the  provisions 
of  a  Bill  on  the  Question  for  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply. — Colonial  Ofiee—The 
Ofieial  Staff,  [221]  795,  720 

Spinks,  Mr.  Serjeant  F.  L.,  Oldham 
Public  Worship  Regulation  [Consolidated  Fund, 

d(c.],  Comm.  [221]  9J16 
Supreme    Court    of  Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  el.  2,  [221]  157 

Spirituous  Liquors  (Scotlaiid)  Bill 

{Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  Mr,  Fordyee, 

Mr.  DalrympU) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  \^^ 
Mar  20  [Bill  10] 

Read  2^  after  debate  May  20,  [219]  546 
Committee  *  ;  Report ;  Ke-comm.  June  SO 

[Bill  185] 
BUI  withdrawn* /u/j^  16 


Stacpoole,  Captain  W.,  JEnnis 

Army — Cavalry  OflSoer,  Charge  against  a,  [221] 
293 
Medical  OfiBoers,  [a3o]418 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Irdand)  (No.  2),  Comm. 
el.  U,  [220]  342 


Standardt  Committtonf  1870 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Colchester  ;   Re- 
ply, The  Earl  of  Dunmore  Mar  23,  [218] 
222 


Stanford,  Mr.  V.  F.   Benett,  ShafUs- 

bury 
Army — War  Office  Circular — Volunteer  Force, 
[219]  267 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Public  Worship    Regulation,  Re-comm.  c/.8, 
[219]  1128;  tfZ.  22,  1573 


Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid, 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
el.  4,  [22 1]  602 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  ^^c),  2R.  [219] 
1481 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.*  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, [220]  268 

Science  and  Art — Dr.  Schliemann's  Antiquities 
from  the  Troad,  [218]  1840 


Stanhope,  Mr.  W.  T.  W.  S.,   Yorkshire^ 
W.R. 

Factories   (Health   of   Women,   d(C.),    Comm. 

add.  el.  [220]  337 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  el.  8,  [220]  101 
Ways  and   Means — Local  Taxation — Lunatics, 

dtc.  [218]  1181 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Res.  3, 

[218]  687 


Stanley  of  Alderlet,  Lord 

Afghanistan,  [218]  1917 

Army — Recruiting,  Address  for  Correspondence, 

[220]  499 
Brussels,  Conference  at,  [219]  1400 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [210]  384 
Courts      (Straits      Settlements),      Commons 

Amendts.  Consid.  [221]  173,  175,  178 
Diplomatic    Service  —  Consulship  at   Saigon, 

[221]  618 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 

1140 
India  Councils,  3R.  [219]  1577 
Infanticide,  Comm.  [221]  848 
Malay  Peninsula,  [220]  1054 
Malay  Peninsula,  Address  for  Correspondence, 

[219]  467,  477  ;— Sir  Harry  Ord,601 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  9,  [219] 

1144;  Personal  Explanation,  [221]  1401 


Stanley,  Hon.  Captain  F.  A.  (Financial 
Secretary  for  War)  Lancashire,  N. 
Army — Cavalry  Horses,  [218]  1834 
Army    Estimates — Chelsea  and    Kilmainbam 
Hospitals,  [218]  536 
Control  Establishments,  Wages,  4c.  [218] 

533 
Purchase  Commission,  [218]  760 
Voluoteer  Corps,  [218]  533 
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Stansfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  JRaUfax 

Factories  (Health   of  Women,  Ao.%   Comm. 

add.  el  [226]  337 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cL  27,  [220]  116 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  107,  [218]  705 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [219] 

284  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  [221]  835 
Sanitary   Laws    Amendment,    Comm.  el.  25, 

[220]  1496 ;  el.  31,  1497  ;  el.  36,  1499 
Supply  —  Local  Assessments  —  Relief  of  the 
Poor,  [220]  478 
Report — Greenwich  Hospital   and   School, 
[220]  1493 
University  Female  Education,  [219]  1546 
Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [219]  661  ;  Comm. 

el  3,  [220]  181.  646,  648.  650,  651,  657; 

el  4,  666 ;  add.  el  671 

Staekie,  Mr.  J.  P.  C,  Lancashire,  N.E. 
Factories  ( Health  of  Women,  Ac),  2R.  [219] 

1460 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el  2,  [219]  1073 
Supply — Salaries  of  the  Officers,  dtc.   of  the 

Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

[2193347 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  CKaneeUor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  I**  May  21  (No.  77) 

Read  2''  June  15.  [219]  1566 

Committee  *  June  16 

Report*  June  18 

Read  3«*  Jwne  19 
c.  Read  1»»  (Jfr.  AW/mey  QeneraVjJune  22 

Read  2"  •  JtiTK?  29  [Bill  163] 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jtdy  2 

Read3°*/M/t/3 
I.  Royal  Assent  Jidy  16  [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  35] 

Statute  Law  Revision  (No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Lord  Chancellor) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1»*  Jtdy  2  (No.  147) 

Read  2*  •  July  27 

Committee  •  ;  Report  JiUy'.2S 

Read  3»  •  July  80 
c.  Read  1°  •  (Mr.  Attorney  General)  July  30 

Read  2^  "^  July  31  [Bill  237] 

Committee  •  ;  Report  August  1 

Read  2>°'*  Augusts 
I.  Royal  Assent  August  7    [37  &  38  Vict.  c.  96] 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 
Endowed   Schools   Acts    Amendment,   Comm. 

[221]  438 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d.  2,  [219]  1095  ; 

cl.  19,  Amendt.  1179,  1181 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Management,  2R. 

[218]  1354 
Municipal  Boroughs  (Auditors  and  Assessors), 

2R.  [219]  595 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,    Wigton  Bo. 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  [220]  1130, 
1 132  ;  Comm.  cl  3,  [221]  692  ;  cl  4,  839 

Contagious   Diseases   (Animals) — Report   of 
Committee  (1873),  [220]  589 

Endowed  Schools    Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 
cL  4,  [221]  606 

Gftme  Laws  (Scotland),  2a.t2i&^\aft\ 

\coul , 


Stiwabt,  Mr.  M.  J.— «ofi<. 
Museums,  Opening  of;  on  a  Snnday,  Rat.  [119] 
527 

Supply— Local  Groyemment  Board,  [221]  818 
Supreme    Court   of    Judicature    Act   (1873) 
Amendment,  Comm.  el  12,  [221]  172 

Storeb,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamshire^  8. 
Contagious  Diseases    ( Animals)  —  Report  of 

Committee  (1873),  [220]  596 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  2EL  [218]  621 
Intoxicating    Liquors,    LcAve,     [218]    1263; 

Comm.  el  2,  [2x9]  1075 
Juries,  Comm.  el  53,  [219]  676 
Malt  Tax,  Res.  [218]  1028 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Sutement,  Rei.  3, 

[218]  697 

Stradbboke,  Earl  of 

Rating,  2R.  [221]  280 

Straits  Settlements,  The 
Questions,  General  Sir  George  Balfour ;  An- 

swer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  May  4,  [218]  1588 
Singapore    Emigration    Aet,    Question,   Mr. 
Palmer;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  ifar  31, 
[218]  484 

[See  title  Malay  Peninttda'] 

Stbathnaibn,  Lord 

Army — Recruiting,  Address  for  Correspondence, 
[220]  481,493,503,504 

Army — Royal  Warrant,  1871 — First  Commis- 
sions, Address  for  a  Paper,  [221]  1393 

Army  and  Militia— Address  for  Returns,  [219] 
747 

India  Councils,  3R.  [219]  1582 

Suez  Canal 

The  International  Commisiion,   Obserrations, 

Mr.  Gourley ;   Reply,  Mr.  Bourke  Mar  26, 

[2 1 8]  334  :  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Bourke  April  30,  1408 

Threatened  Suspension  o/Navigationf  Question, 

Sir  George  Jenkinson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disneli 

April  17,[2i8]  714 ;  April  24, 1096 ;  Question, 

Sir  George  Jenkinson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 

April  27,  1182;   Question,  Earl  De  I^  Warr; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby  3fav  8,  1925 

Despatch  on  Tonnage  Dues  Pari  P.  [989] 

Correspondence [^43] 

Suez  Canal 
MoTed,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of  any  existing 
treaties  or  conventions  for  insuring  the  neu- 
tralization of  the  Suez  Canal  in  war  time 
( The  Lord Dunsany)  June  5,  [219]  1032 ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Sullivan,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Louth  Co. 

Commissioners  of  Education  (IreLand)  —  Na- 
tional School  at  Altanagh,  [221]  757 

Controverted  Elections  (Ireland)— Mr.  Justice 
Lawson,  Kes.  [218]  1894 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
\>^\\^';<S»^  ct.  \,  612,  514,  515  ;  Preamble. 


\ 
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SuLUTAir,  Mr.  A.  M.— eon/. 

Expiring  Laws  Continiuinoe,  2R.  [221]  748, 
746 ;  Comm.  900, 1010  ;  el.  3,  1015  ;  Sche- 
dule, 1019,  1020,  1022 ;    Schedule  2, 1026, 
1027 
Foyle  College,  Comm.  [221!  881 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, [219]  146,  148 
Intoxicating    Liquors  (Ireland),    [218]   1927; 

Leaye,  [219]  367 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Oomm. 
cL  5,  [220]  212;  cl.  10,  Amendt.  214;  el.  11, 
Amendt.  339,  343 ;  el.  15, 1002, 1003  ;el.l8, 
1004;  el.  21,  1006;  add.  el.  1007.  1008, 
1010,1013 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  National  Education,  [219]  1588 
Commissioners  of  National  Education,  [219] 

1161 
Convict  Prisons,  [219]  1562 
Preservation  of  Irish  Antiquities,  [221]  976 
Ireland — National  Education  Commissioners — 

Callan  Schools,  Res.  [219]  901 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1512 
Monastic  and  Conyentual  Institutions,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [221]  831 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  780 
Municipal  Priyileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  955 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,' 
[218]  160 
Count  Out,  The  late,  [219]  1303 
Saturday  Sittings,  [221]  704 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [219] 

1413;  [221]  713 
Parliamentary   Relations  (Great  Britain  and 
Ireland) — Ilome  Rule,  Coram.  Res.  [220]  781 
PermissiTO  Prohibitory  Liquor,  2R.  [220]  47, 

49 
Supply — Criminal    Prosecutions,   dtc.  Ireland, 
[219]  359,  360 
Government  Prisons,  &o.  Ireland,  [219]  861, 

362,  366 
Livingstone,  Dr.,  Family  of  the  late,  [221] 

827 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [221]  826 
Public  Record  Office,  Ireland,  and  Keeper 

of  State  Papers,  Dublin,  [219]  350 
Salaries  of  the  Officers,  Ac.  of  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
[219]  344 


Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Hxeks-Beaehy  Mr.  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I*'  •  July  20  [BiU  217] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  27 

Superannuation  Act — County  Court  Clerks 
Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  Jidy  25,  [221]  705 


SUPPLY 

218]  Civil  Service  Etiimatet— Public  OfieesFur- 
niture.  Question,  Mr.  Mellor  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  Mar  31,  485 
.  Charges  on  the  Contolidaied  Fund,  Question, 
Sir  William  Harcourt ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
celJor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  30,  407 

VOJj,  CCXXT.  [tmibj)  sBEiEa.]  [coni 


Supply-^eoni. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will.  To-morrow, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  of 
the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 'Majesty 
JIfar  20 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply ;  Moved,  **  That 
Mr.  Cecil  Raikes  take  the  Chair"  {Mr. 
Disraeli) ;  Motion  agreed  to  Mar  21 

218]  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  21,  193 — Di- 
FicixROTXS,  1872^—  Civil  Sxsvicks,  £47,433 

— RSTXRUX       DXPARTMXRTS PoST       OfFIOI, 

£260,336  :     Supplxmbrtabt     Estimatxs  — 

NaVT.    £105,000  —  ASHANTKX     ExPKDinOH, 

£800,000  —  CrviL  Sxrvicx  Estimatxs, 
£130,577— Rkvenxtx  Dxparticxiits,  £79,450 
— Resolutions  reported  Mar  23 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  23,  249 — Natt, 
Army,  Civil  Sxrviox,  and  Rxvxrxtx  Dxpart- 

MINTS — VOTXS     OH     ACOODNT — WaGXS,    SxA- 

ifXR  AMD  Marines,  £2,000,000 ;  after  short 
•     debate,  Vote  agreed  to — Pat  and   Allow- 

ANCXS,  Land  Foroxs,  £2,000,000  ;  after  short 
.     debate.  Vote    agreed  to,  250 — Resolutions 

reported  Mar  24 

Considered  in  Committee  —  Committee  r.p. 
Mar  21 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  30,  432 — Ariit 
Estimates — Departmental  Statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  moving  the 
Army  Estimates— Navt  Estimates  (60,000 
Men  and  Boys),  477 — Resolutions  reported 
April  I 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  13, 526 — Aemt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  April  16 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  17,  760 — Armt 
Estimates — Army  Purchasr  Commission — 
Civil  Service  Estimates — Class  II. — Sala- 
ries AND  Expenses  op  Public  Departments 
—Resolutions  reported  April  20,  896 

.Considered  in  Committee  April  20,  848 — 
AsHANTEE  War — Grant  to  Sir  Garnet  J. 
WoLSELET — Resolution  reported  April  21 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  20,  849 — Navt 
Estimates — Departmental  Statement  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in  moving  the 
Navy  Estimates — Committee  r.p. 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  24,  1132-^ 
Civil  Service  Estimates — Class  I. — Pubuo 
Works  and  Buildings — Resolutions  reported 
April  27 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  SO,  1412 — Natt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  May  4— 
Committee  r.p. 

.Considered  in  Committee  May  7,  1902— 
AsBANTEX  Expedition — Natt  Estimates — 
Resolutions   reported   May   8 — Committee 

R.P. 

219]  Considered  in  Committee  May  15, 343 — CrriL 
Servici  Estimates 

.  Considered  in  Committee  May  18,  428  — 
Navt  Estimates  —  Resolutions  reported 
May  19 

Civil  Seryiox  Estdcatxs — Resolutions  May  15 
reported 

.The  First  Seven  Resolutions,  being  read  a 
second  time,  were  agreed  to  May  18,  449 
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Supply^-^ont 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  « £20,000,"  and  insert 
"£17,000  **{Mr,  BuU)  v. ;  Question  proposed, 
<*That  '£20,000/  Ao.;"  after  short  de> 
bate,  Question  put ;  A.  215,  N.  81  ;  M.  184 ; 
Resolution  agreed  to 

The  Ninth  Resolution,  being  read  a  second 
time,  was  agreed  to 

The  Tenth  Resolution,  being  read  a  second 
time,  after  short  debate,  was  agreed  to 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to 

219]  Considered  in  Committee /Mn«  1,  788— Cim. 
SxBTioi  EsTiiuTxs— Customs  Dxpabtmsrt 
— Inland  RxyxNini  Dkpartmxnt,  795 — Re- 
solutions reported  June  2 

The  P/tcmiw  Park  Riots 

.Postponed  Resolutions  1  and  9  (Criminal  Pro- 
secutions, Ireland,  and  OflBoe  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education,  Ireland) 
[reported  2nd  June],  further  considered 
June  5,  1118;  after  short  debate,  Resolu- 
tions agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  June  12 — Committee 

R.P. 


Supply— eont, 

919]  Considered  in  Committee  Jwne  15,  16S6» 
Ci?iL  SxBTiOK  EsTDCATxa — Clasi  IV. — Esv- 

CATION,  SOIBNCX,  AND  ArT — RxymNUX  DiPABT- 

ifXNTS — Post  Ofpicx,  PAOKXT,ANDTxLxeEAri 
SxBTiOKS — Resolutions  reported  June  16 

220]  Considered  in  Committee^— Committee  lp. 
June  19 

.  Considered  in  Committee  June  25,  445— Cim 
SxBTiox    EsTiMATM  —  Resolutioos  reportsd 
June  29 
Considered   in    Committee — Committee  i>. 

June  2^ 
Considered  in  Committee  July  3— £139,041, 
Greenwich  Hospital  and  School — Reaolntion 
reported  July  10 
221]  Considered  in  Committee — Committee  ep. 
Julyn 
Considered    in    Committee  —  Committee  tj. 

July2i 
.  Considered  in  Committee  July  27,  797 — Sep- 

PLXMXNTABT   EsTIMATXS — Ou  MotlOn,   *'  TllSt 

the  Chairman  report  the  Resolutions  to  tbe 
House  ;"  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to —  Resolutions  reported  July  28 


SUMMARY. 

Appropriation  of  Grants.      £        8. 

Deficiencies,  1872-3 307,770  14 

Suppleroentarj,  1873-4    1,115,027    0 


1874-5. 

Natt  Skryioks        10,329,485 

Army  SKRTices        14,485,300 

Armt  Purchask  Commission  ...      657,800 
Civil  Sbrtices — vii. : 

I.  Public  Works  and      £ 
Buildings 1,533,803 

II.  Salaries,  &c.  Pub- 
lic Departments...  2,159,548 

III.  Lawand  Justice  4,655,330 

IV.  Education,  Sci- 
ence, and  Art    ...  2,591,865 

V.  Colonial  and  Con- 
sular Services   ... 

YI.  Superannuation, 
etc  •      ••«     •••     •*• 
VII.  Miscellaneous 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
K.C.^ 


0 
0 
0 


621,763 

528.196 
47,567 


•••     *•• 


25,000 


12,163,072  0 

Rbvbnub  Dkpartmxnts,  <ko.  ...  7,622,870  0 
Adtancss  for  Grbrnwich  Hos- 
pital AND  School 130,041  0 

Ashantbb  Expedition      100,000  0 


6 
0 


0 
0 
0 


0 
0 

0 
0 


Total  ...      £46,920,365  14     6 


SUMMARY. 

Wats  and  Mxajts. 

Grant!  out  of  thx   Conboudatxd  Fund. 

For  the  service  of  £     t.   d»  £     t.  d, 

the  years  ending 
31  St  March  1873 
and  1874 ; 

Under  Act  37  Vic. 
cap.  1       1,422,797  14  6 

For  the  service  of 
the  year  ending 
31st  March 
1875 ;  vii. 

Under  Act  37  Vic. 
cap.  2     7,000,000  0  0 

Under  Act  37  Vic. 
cap.  10 13,000,000  0  0 


Under  this  Act  ...25,497,568  0  0 


•45,497,568     0  0 


Total  ...   £46,920,365  14  6 


DEFICIENCIES  1872-3. 

Committer  Mar  21 — Report  Mar  23 

ToUl  of 
Civil  Services,  viz..  Vote 

Class  I. 
Ro^ai  Palaces 


•t» 


••• 


••• 


5Mpp/y— cent. 


Royal  Parks 
Surveys  of  United  K' 


ToUl  of 

Votfl 

1. 

£    a. 

d. 

8tfS    9 

8 

4.M7  It 

5 

■«IA      « 

1 

■v 

•^^ 

SUP 


SUP 


(SESSION    1874} 
si8 — 919 — SM^— sai. 


SUP 


SUP 


ToUlof 

Vote. 
£    #.    d. 

83    2    2 

875    2    5 

1,539  16    3 

743    4    8 
301  16  10 


209  17 
3,583    0 


1 
2 


1,078    3    9 

415  18    2 
2,209    5  11 


Suffply—wni, 

Clam  II. 

xPOftBiuy         •••  •••  ••• 

Board  of  Trade 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Depart- 
ment •••  •••  ••• 

Patent  OfBoe   ...  •••  •*• 

Registrars  of  Friendly  Societies  ... 

Printing  and  Stationery 

Works    and    Public    Buildings, 
Office  of       •••  •••  ••• 

Lord  Lieutenant's  Household,  Ire- 
land •  ••  M.  ... 

Chief  Secretary's  Office,  Ireland  ... 

Class  III. 

Metropolitan  Police 

County  and  Borough  Police  (Great 
Britain)       ...  ...  ••• 

Miscellaneous  liCgal  Charges,  Eng- 
land  •••  ■••  ••• 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland 

Register  House  Departments,  Edin- 
burgh ...  •••  ••• 

Prisons,  Scotland 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prose- 
tions,  Ireland 

Common  Law  Courts,  Ireland 

Registry  of  Judgments,  Ireland  ... 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 

Class  IV. 
National  Gallery,  Ireland 

Class  V. 

Diplomatic  SerTices 

Orange  River  Territory  and  St. 
Helena         ••*  •••  ... 

Slave  Trade,  Commissions  for  Sup- 
pression of  ... 

Class  VI. 

Superannuations  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances ...  ...  ...  1,954  17    5 

Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland  0  17    7 

Class  VII. 

Abyssinia  :  Presents  to  Prince 
Kassai         ...  ...  ...  13    7 


582    6 

77  13 

0  16 
1,508  18 

810  14 
147    7 


3 

5 

0 
2 

9 
6 


11,912  12    7 

527  17    5 

54  14    7 

1,943    2  10 


106    9  11 

885  7  lO 
62  7  0 
67  14    3 


47,433  15  10 


RxTBiriTB  DiPABTMEinrs,  vis. 
CoMMXTTU  Mar  21 — Rxport  Mar  23 

Customs  ...  £10,383  11  6 

Post  Office  ...   £40,527  9  10 

Post    Office    Packet 

Service  »..     £4,469  19  8 

Poet  Office  Telegraph 

Serrioe  ...  £204,955  17  8 


After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[318]  193 

Total 


260,336  18  8 


SUPPLEMENTARY. 

CoMMiTm  Mar  21 — Retoet  Mar  23 

Navt,   viz. 

For   certain    expenses    in   connection 
with  the  expedition  to  Zanzibar,  for 
the  purpose  of  better  enforcing  the 
prohibition  of  the  Slave  Trade 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  208 

AsHAHTxi  Expiditxoh: — 
Towards  defraying  the  expense  of  the 
expedition  into  ^hantee  ... 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£800,000,  be  granted,  Ao" 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£785,000,  Ac."  (Sir  John  Bay) ; 
after    short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to   [218]  198 

Civil  Ssbvicxs,  viz. : 

Class  III. 

Law  Charges,  England 

London  Bankruptcy  Court 

Police,  counties  and  boroughs  (Great 

Britain) 
Miscellaneous  legal  charges,  England 
Law  charges  and  criminal  prosecutions, 

Ireland  ...  ...  ... 

County  prisons  and  reformatories,  Ire- 

lanu    ...  ...  ...  ... 

Class  IV. 
Endowed  Schools  Commission 

Class  V. 

Grants  in  aid  of  expenditure  in  certain 
colonies  ...  ...  ... 

Class  VL 

Superannuation  and  retired  allowances 

Class  VU. 

Temporary  Commissions 
Mediterranean    Extension    Telegraph 
Company  ..         ..  ••• 

Repayments  to  civil  contingencies     ... 


RxviiriTB  DxPARVMiirrs. 

Customs  .. .  ... 

Post  Office— Packet  Service 


Total  of 
VoU. 


105,000 


800,000 


44,150 
1,880 

16,500 
709 

22,000 

3,900 

4,038 


4,000 


12,000 


4/(50 

1,812 
15,038 

130,577 


37,600 
41,850 


ToUl    ...  £1,115,027 


NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1874-5. 

CoMMiTTix  Mar  30 — Riport  April  1 

60,000  Men  and  Boys— Moved,  "That 
60,000  Men  and  Boys  be  employed 
for  the  Sea  and  Coastguard  Service 
for  the  year  ending  3l8t  March, 
1875,  including  14,000  Royal  Ma-  Numbert. 
£307,770  14  6  I      tine*;' ^i\%'\  VII  ;No\A^^BwAVi  .«      ^^^^^ 


[coni* 


ZY.% 


\WfO(., 


SUP       SUP 


Sitpply—eoDt. 


\ GENERAL    INDEX} 

218 — 219 — 220—221. 

Supply— eont. 


SUP 


SUP 


ToUl  of 
Vote. 


CoMMiTTU  April  20 

Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  {Mr,  Hunt)  on  moving 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£602,757y  be  granted  to  complete, 
Ac.  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines  " 
[218]  849  ;  after  long  debate,  Com- 
mittee K.P. 

Co  MiaTTXi  April  80 — Riport  May  4 

Motion  again  made,  [218]  1412  ;  after 
further  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

(i.)  t£602.767»    Wages  to    Seamen  £ 

and  Marines  ...  ...  ...  2,602,757 

(2.)  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  ditto...  1,064,264 
(3.)  Admiralty  OfiQce        ...  ...      178,066 

(4.)  Coast  Guard  Serrioe,  Royal  Naval 

Reserve,  Ae.     ...  ...  ...     163,811 

(5.)  Scientific  Branch         [218]  I486     111,170 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

CoMMiTTBx  May  7 — r.p. 
CoMMiTTSK  May  IS^Rzfort  May  19 

(6.)  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at 
Dome  and  Abroad  (including  £150,000 
Supplementary)...  [219]  428  1,235,326 

After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


Coiof  ITTXX  April  20 — Riport  May  4 

(7.)  Victualling  Yards  at  Home  and 

Abroad  ...  „, 

(8.)  Medical  Establishments  at  Ilome 

and  Abroad 
(9.)  Marine  Divisions  [218]  1480 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

CoMMiTTSs  May  18 — Report  May  19 

(10.)  Naval  Stores  for  the  Building, 
Repair,  and  Outfit  of  the  Fleet  and 
Coast  Guard,  Steam  Machinery  and 
Ships  built  by  Contract : 

Section  I.  Naval  Stores 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  440 
Section  11.  Steam  Machinery  and 
Ships  built  by  Contract 
Moved,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£802,904  (including  £45,000  Sup- 
plementary), be  granted,  Ac." 
Moved,  ^'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£767,904, &c. "(Mr.  Palmer) ;  after 
debate,  Motion   withdrawn  ;    Vote 
agreed  to  ...  [219]  443 

CoMHiTTBi  April  30 — Report  May  4 

(II.)  New  Works,  Buildings,  Machinery, 

and  Repairs 
(12.)  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores  ... 
(13.)  Martial  Law  and  Law  Charges  ... 
( 14.)  Miscellaneous  Services 

Total  for  the  Eflfective  Service 

(15.)  Half  Pay,  Reserved  Half  Pay,  and 
Ketired  Pay  to  Officers  of  l\\e  ^av^ 
3nd  Royal  Marines  ,., 


72,885 

63,701 
18,720 


1,143,159 


802,904 


(16.)  Military  and  Civil  Poniions  and 
Allowances : 

Section    I.    Military    Pensions 
and  Allowances    ...  ... 

Section  IL  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances  [218]  1486 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


Total  of 
Vote. 
£ 


657,090 
288,670 


ToUl  for  the  Naval  Servioe    ...10,153,885 

For  THi  SiRvicx  op  othxb  Dxpabt- 
MBNTS  OP  GovsRinaiiT. 
CoMMiTTsi  May  7 — Report  May  8 
(17.)  Army   Department  (Conveyance 
of  Troops)        ...  [ai8]  1902 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£175,600,  be  granted,  &e, " 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ...    175.600 


Grand  ToUl  Navt  Estimatxb  ...£10,329,485 


ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1874-75. 
CoiOfiTTix  Mar  30 — Rxport  Mar  31 

Statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  {Mr,  Oathome  Hardy) 
on  moving  "  That  a  number 
of  Land  Forces  not  exceeding 
128,994  be  maintained  for  the  Ser- 
vice, Ac.  from  the  1st  day  of  April 
1874,  to  the  3lst  day  of  March 
1875"  [218]  432 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
••  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces, 
not  exceeding  118,994,  Ac."  {Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawim)  ;  after  debate. 
Question  put  ;  A.  45,  N.  256  ; 
M.  211 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 


Numbers, 
(a.)  Total  number  of  Men,  exclusive 

of  the  Staff  of  Brigade  De{)Ots  to 

be  formed  from  permanent  Staff  of 

Auiiliary  Forces 
Staff  of  Brigade  DepOts  to  be  formed 

from  Staff  of  Auxiliary  Forces     ... 


Total   number    of    Men 
British  Establishment 


upon 


the 


Nunibers 


125.030 
3,964 


128,994 


682,061 
70.620 
15,605 
13,510 

8,337,959 
\coia 


I.  Rboular  Forcks. 

(i.)  General    Staff   and    Regimental 
Pay,  Allowances,  and  Charges   ... 

CoMMiTTU  April  13 — Report  April  16 
(2.)  Divine  Service 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  526 
(3.)  Administration  of  Military  Law 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  526 
(4.)  Medical  Establishments  and  Ser- 

VlVvB  •••  •••  ••• 

^C\.^t  %Uoct  debate^  Vote  agreed  to 


\ 


£ 
4,434.500 


48,100 


26,300 


243,200 


\5««3U 


SUP       SUP 


Supply— c<mi. 


{SESSION    1874) 
218 — 219—220 — 221. 

Suppty—eoni, 


SUP 


SUP 


II.    AUXIUXRT  AND    RxSlRTI  F0RCX8. 

(5.)  Militia  Pay  and  Allowances 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  528 
(6.)  Yeomanry  Cavalry 
(7.)  Volunteer  Corps  [218]  532 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  Army  Reserre  Force  (including 
Enrolled  Pensioners) 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 

738,500 


78,900 
430,800 


121,700 


III.-- Control  Establishmints  axd 

SXBVICKS. 

(9.)  Control   Establishments,  Wages, 

Ac.  ...  ...  [218]  533       368,100 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(10.)  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel,  Trans- 
port, and  other  Services  ...  2,960,800 
(11.)  Clothing    Establishments,     Ser- 
vices, and  Supplies  743,100 
(12.)  Supply,  Manufacture^  and  Repair 

of  Warlike  and  other  Stores      ...     970,000 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  538 

IV. — Works  and  Buildings. 

(13.)  Superintending  Establishment  of, 
and  Expenditure  for.  Works,  Build- 
ings, and  Repairs,  at  Home  and 
Abroad  ...  [218]  534       761,800 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


(25.)  Militia,  Yeomanry,  Cavalry,  and 
Volunteer  Corps 

Losses  Written  off  <u  Irre- 
coverable      ...  ..• 


ToUl  of 
Vote. 

£ 
20,900 


Total  Non-Effective  Services     £2,187,500 


Total  Effective  and  Non-Effective 


Services 


£14,485,300 


total  Amount  of  Estimate,  1874-5  14,485,300 
Deduct  estimated  Exchequer  Ex- 
tra Receipts  ...  ...     1,191,500 

Net  Charge  for  Army  Services, 


1874-75 


£13,293,800 


CoMMiTTxx  April  17 — Riport  April  20 

Armt  Purohask  Commission  ... 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  760 


£ 
657,800 


V. — Various  Sirvicis. 

(14.)  Establishments  for  Military  Edu- 
cation ...  ...  ... 

(15.)  Miscellaneous  Services 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£31,400,  be  granted,  <kc." 
Moved,  "That  the  Item  of  £6,603 
for  expenses  arising  from  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Prevention  Act 
be  omitted,  Ac. "  {Mr,  Gourley) ; 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  nega- 
tived; Vote  agreed  to    [218]  535 

(16.)  Administration  of  the  Army 


135,200 


31,400 
205,900 


ToUl  Eflbctive  Services    £12,297,800 


CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES,  1874-75. 

*^*   The  Votes    marked  f    are    "to   complete 
sums  "  for  the  several  Services  named. 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildinos. 

CoMMiTTii  April  24^RxpoRT  April  28  Total  of 

Vote. 


VL — NoN-ErFBOTTVX    SiRVICXS. 

(17.)  Rewards  for  Distinguished  Ser- 
vices, Ac.  ...  ... 

(18.)  Pay  of  Greneral  OfBcers 

(19.)  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired 
OflBoers  and  Half-pay    ... 

(20.^  Widows'  Pensions,  Ac. 

(21.;  Pensions  for  Wounds  ...  ... 

(22.)  Chelsea   and  Kilmainham  Hos- 
pitals (In-Pensions) 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£36,100,  be  granted,  Ac.'' 
Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £250  for 
Chaplains  at  Kilmainham  Hos- 
pital be  omitted,  Ac."  {Captain 
Nolan)  ;  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed 
to  [218]  536 

(23.)  Out-Pensions  ^ 

(24.)  Sttpennnaation  AUowukoe§     ... 


Grxat  Britain  : 
(i.)  t  £28,630,  Royal  Palaces 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  1132 
(2.)  t  £88,266,  Royal  Parks 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  1132 
(3.)  t  £125,767,  Public  Buildings   ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  1134 

(4.)  t  £12,058,  Furniture  of   Public 

vimces  ...  ...  ... 

(5.)  t  £23,695,  Houses  of  Parliament 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  1135 
(6.)  t  £34,730,  New  Home  and  Colo- 
nial Offices    ...  [218]  1137 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(7.)  t  £12,016,  Sheriff  Court  Houses, 
Scotland        ...            ...  ••• 

(8.)  t  £25,000,  National  Gallery  En- 
largement      ...  [218]  1139 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  t  £4,000,    Industrial    Museum, 

Edinburgh     ...  ^ 

(10.)  t  £9,134,  Burlington  House     ... 

(II.)  t  £113,467,  Post  Office  and  InUnd 

Revenue  Buildings        [218]  1140 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(12.)  t  £4,545,  British  Museum  Build- 

U«^o  •••  •••  0t« 

(13.)  t  £40,823,  County  Courts 
(14.)  t  £8,106,  Science  and    Art  De- 
partment   \  ... 
(15.)  t  £110,000,  Surveys  of  the  United 
36,100  Kingdom       ...  [218]  1140 

1,158,600        After  short  debate.  Vote  a^eod  tA 

[com. 


34,000 
81,600 

521,100 

146,800 

16,300 


£ 
34,630 


106,266 
150,767 


14,458 
28,695 


41,730 

14,416 
30,000 


5,000 
11,134 

186,467 


5,545 
48,823 

9,706 

132,000 


SUP        SUP 


Supply^-^ont. 


{GENEEAL    INDEX} 

318—219 — 330— 321. 


SUP        SUP 


(17.)  Portland  Harbour 
(18.)  t  £8,800,      Metropolitan     Fire 
Brigade  ...  ...  ... 

(19.)  f  £d0,06l»  Rates  on  Government 
Property        ...  [218]  1140 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(20.)  f  £400,  Wellington  Monument 
After  short  debate,  Votei  agreed  to 

[218]  1141 

(21.)  t  £65,000,  Natural  History  Mu- 

seum  ...  ...  ... 

(22.)  f  £19,443,     Metropolitan   Police 

Courts  [218]  1142 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(23.)  t  £65,800,  New  Courts  of  Justice, 

<ko.  ...  ...  [218]  1142 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(24.)  t  £630,  Ramsgate  Harbour 
(25.)  t  £8,300,  New  Palace  at  West- 
minster— Acquisition  of  Lands,  Ac. 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  1144 

Ireland  : 

(26.)  t  £145,760,  Public  BuUdings  ... 

Abroad: 
(27.)  Lighthouses  Abroad  ... 
(28.)  Embassy  Houses   and  Consular 
Buildings 


ToUlof 
Vote. 
£ 
ISO 

10,000 

36,061 

500 


80,000 
23,443 

78,800 

730 

10,000 


Supply—ooni. 


174,760 
18,300 
86,214 


ToUl        ...  £1,297,178 

SuPPLBlfSNTART    1874-5. 

OoiniiTTEB  July  27 — Report  July  28 

(ii.)  Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue 

Buildings     ...  ...   [221]  809       15,000 

Afler  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(13.)  County  Courts  Buildings  [221]  809       35,600 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(16.)  Harbours  of  Refuge       [221]  811        13,800 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(19.)  Rates  on  Government  Property     170,000 

After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[221]  797 
(27.)  Lighthouses  Abroad    ...  ...         2,225 

Total  Civil  Services,  Class  I.    ...  £1,533,803 


Class  II. — Salaries  and   Expenses  of  Public 

Departments. 

England  : 

Committee  April  17 — Report  April  20  £ 

(1.)  f  £36,984,  House  of  Lords  Offices 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£36.984,  bo  granted,  Ac." 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£36,984,  Ac."  (Jfr.  Dillwyn);  after 

debate,    A.    22,  N.  125  ;  M.   103  ; 

Vote  agreed  to  [218]  761        44,484 

(2.)  f  £41,559,    House   of  Commons 

Offices  ...  ...    [218]  764       49,559 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(3.)  t  £47,558,   Treasury    and   Sub- 
ordinate  Departments        [218]  765 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  t  £71,212,  Home  Office  and  SuV 
ordinate  Departments    ... 


(S.)  t  £51,713,  Foreign  Office 

(6.)  t  £26,890,  Colonial  Office 

(7.)  f  £26,276.  Privy  Council  Office 

and  Subordinate  Departments 
(8.)  t  £91,916,   Board  of  Trade  and 

Subordinate  Departments 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  768 

(9.)  t  £2,222,  Privy  Seal  Office 

Moved,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£2,222,  be  granted,   Ac.;"    after 

debate,  A.  135,   N.  64 ;    M.    71 ; 

Vote  agreed  to  [218]  769 

(10.)  t  £16,458,   Charity    Commission 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  770 
(11.)  t  £16,408,  Civil    Service    Com- 
mission ...  ...  ... 

(12.)  t  £15,395,  Copyhold,    Inolosnre, 
and  Tithe  Commission      [218]  772 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(13.)  f  £7,150,  Inolosare  and  Drainage 

Acts  Expenses 
(14.)  t  £33,319,  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£33,319,  be  granted,  Ac.;"  after 
short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[218]  772 
(15-)  t  £1,998,  Friendly  Societies,  Re- 
gistrars of 
(16.)  t  £309,699,     Local    Government 
Board  ...  [218]  775 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17*)  t  i^  12,435,    Lunacy    Commission 
(18.)  ti^44,050.  Mint 
(19.)  t  £14,238,  National  Debt  Office 
(20.)  t  £18,701,  Patent  Office 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£18,701,  be  granted,  Ac." 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£15,261,     Ac."    {Mr,    DiUwyn)  ; 
after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ; 
Vote  agreed  to  [2x8]  776 


Committee  May  15— Report  May  18 

(21.)  t  £18,827,  Paymaster  General's 

Office 
(22.)  t  £19,481,  Public  Record  Office 
(23.)  t  £3,926,    Public    Works    Loan 

Commission     ... 
(24.)  t  £36,455,  Register  Office,  Gene- 

ral 

(25.)  t  £363,380,  Stationery'office  and 

Printing 
(26.)  t  £20,697,  Woods,  Forests,  Ac, 

Office  of 
(27.)  t  £37,159,    Works    and     Public 

Buildings,  Office  of 
(28.)  t  £20,000,  Secret  Service 

Scotland  : 

(29.)  t  £5,330,  Exchequer  and  other 

Offices 
(30.)  t  £10,475,  Fishery  Board 
(31.)  t  £4,930,  Lunacy  Commission  ... 
\(?>'i\  \  £6.ftQ5,RA^i8ter  Office, General 

\,cotvl. 


57,058 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 

61,713 

82,390 

31,276 

109,916 


2,723 
19,758 


19,708 
18,396 

8,660 


39,819 

2,398 
369,699 

14,935 
52,560 
17,238 


22,201 


22,327 
22,981 

4,726 

43,455 

436,380 

24,697 

44,159 
24,000 


6,330 

12,475 

5,930 

6,605 


SUP       SUP 


Supply-^eont, 


{SESSION    1874) 
si8 — ai9 — tao— 2ai. 


SUP 


SUP 


Irblahd  : 

(34.)   t  £5,941,     Lord     Lioatcnftot'f 
Household 

Moved,  "  That  a  turn,  not  ezoeediog 

£5,941,  be  granted,  Ac." 

Moved.  **  That  a  fum.  not  exceeding 

£8.929,  &o,**  (Mr,  Anderton) ;  after 

debate,  A.   28,  N.  146;    M.  118; 

Vote  agreed  to  [2>9]  343 

(35)  t^31.»89,  Chief  Secretary's  Office 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  347 

(36.)  t  £350,  Boundary  Survey 

(37)  t  •£1,987,  Charitable    Donations 

and  Bequests  Office  ['19]  348 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(38O  t  £91,297,    liocal    Government 

Board  ...  ...  ... 

(39.)  t  £4,364,  Public  Record  Office  ... 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[319]  350 
(40.)  t  £22,917,  Public  Works  Office 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[2x9]  351 
(41.)  t£19,617,Register  Office,  General 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 


6,941 
35,989 


450 
2,387 


109,297 
5,364 


27,417 


23,617 


Total     ...£1,933,356 


RxpoBT  May  18 

First  seven  Resolutions  agreed  to; 
Eighth  Resolution  (£20,000  Secret 
Service  Money)  read  a  second  time ; 
Amendt.  moved  to  'Meaye  out 
£20,000,  and  iusert  £17,000  "  {Mr. 
Butt) ;  after  short  debate,  A.  215, 
N.  31 ;  M.  184  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to;  other  Resolutions  agreed  to, 
after  debate 

[219]  449 

SUPPLBMINTART  1874^. 

CoMMiTTsc  July  27 — RiPORT  July  28 
(i6.)  Local  Government  Board 

[23l]811 

After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(i8.)  Mint  ...  ...  ... 

(42.)  Pauper  Lunatics  (Ireland) 


166,000 


4,500 
55,692 


ToUl  CivU  Services  Class  IL  ...   £2,159,548 


Class  111. — Law  ard  JusncB. 
CoMMiTTU  May  15 — Rspobt  May  18 

EiroLAND  : 

(I.)  t  £43,323,  r>aw  Charges  ... 

(2.)  t  £154.398,  Criminal  Proeecutions 
(3.)  t  £143,954,  Court  of  Chancery 
(4.)  f  £59,895,  Common  Law  Courts 
(5.)  t  £37,617,  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
(6.)  t  £359,600,  County  CourU 
(7.)  t  £76,332,  Probate  Court 
(8.)  t  £10,335,  Admiralty  Court  Re- 
gistry M.  ...  ..• 

(9.)  t  £4,370.  Land  Registry  Office 
(10.)  t  £11,898,  Polioe  CourU(London 
and  Sbeerseff)  ••• 


•a. 


£ 

51,823 
185,398 
172,445 

71,895 

45,117 
430,600 

91,332 

12,335 
5,370 

14^98 

[cont. 


(II.)  t  £197,227,  Metropolitan  Police 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  351 
(12.)  t  £310,098,  County  and  Borough 

Police,  Great  Britain    ... 
(13.)  t  £386.224.    Conyict   Establish- 
ments in  England  and  the  Colonies 
(14.)  t  £87,420,  County  Prisons,  Great 
Britain  ...  ... 

(15)  t  £175,543,    Reformatories    and 

Industrial  Schools,  Great  Britain 
(16.)  t  £26,724,  Broadmoor  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum 

Moved,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£26,724,  be  granted,  &o." 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceediug 
£1 1 ,890,  &o. ;  *'  after  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to 

[319]  352 

(17.)  t  £15,480,    MisoeUaneous    Legal 

Charges 


... 


Scotland  : 

(18.)  t  £58,420,  Criminal  Proceedings 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  358 
(19.)  t  £50,375,   Courts  of    Law  and 
Justice 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  358 
(20.)  t  £26,254,   Register  House   De- 
partments 
(ai.)  t  £20,497,  Prisons    ... 

Ibblakd  : 

(22.)  t  £65,153,  Law  Charges  and  Cri- 
minal Prosecutions 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£65,153,  be  granted,  Ao,** 
Moved    to    report     Progress    {Mr, 
Butt);  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  original  Motion  withdrawn 

[219]  358 
Camm.  June  1 — Vote  agreed  to— 
Report  June  2 — Resolution  post- 
poned— June  5  Resolution  further 
considered,  and  after  short  debate 
agreed  to  ...  [319]  1118 

(33.)  t  £37,497.  Court  of  Chancery  ... 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  360 
(24.)  t  £24,088,  Common  Law  Courts 
(25.)  t  £6,840,   Court  of   Bankruptcy 

aud  Insolvency 
(36.)  t  £10,692,  Landed  EsUtes  Court 
(37.)  t  £9,663,  Probate  Court 
(38.)  t  £1,690,  Admiralty  Court  Regis* 
*>y     ...  ...  *••  ..• 

(39.)  f  £13,875,  Registry  of  Deeds  ... 
(30.)  f  £2,643,  Registry  oC  JudgmenU 
(31.)  t£113»231,  Dublin  Metropolitan 

Police 
(33.)  t  £885,268.  Constabulary 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[319]  361 
(33)  t  £34,350,   Government  Prisons 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


Total  of 
Vote. 
£ 
236,227 


372,098 
463,224 
104,420 
230,543 


31,724 


18,480 


69,920 


60,375 


31,254 
24,497 


78,153 
44,497 


28,538 

8,240 
12,692 
11,663 

2,090 

16,375 

3,143 

135,231 
1,062,268 


41,350 


\cav>X.. 


SUP       SUP 


Supply-^coni, 


{GENEEAL    INDEX) 
218 — 219—220—421. 

Supply^'-coiit, 


SUP         SUP 


(34-)  t  £74,174,  County  Prisons  and 
Reformatories 

(35-)  f  £4,371,  Dundnim  Criminal  Lu- 
natic Asylum  ... 

(36.)  t  £1,841,  Four  Courts,  Marshal- 
sea,  Prison 

(370  t  £57,156,   Miscellaneous   Legal 
Charges 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£67,156,  he  granted,  Ac." 
Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£49,856,  Ac."  {Mr.  Callan) ;  after 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ; 
Vote  agreed  to  [219]  366 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
89,174 

6,371 
2,141 


68,166 


ToUl    ...£4,332,607 

SVPPLSmNTART  1874-6. 
CoMMiTTSx  July  27 — Rbpobt  July  28 

(ii.)  Metropolitan  Police      [221]  816     156,200 

After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(12.)  County  and  Borough  Police,  Great 

BriUin    ...  ...  [221]  816     160,000 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(37.)  Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ire- 

laad    ...  ...  ...  ...         7,528 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  [221]  817 


Total  Civil  Services  Class  III.  ...   £4,666,330 


Class  IV. — Eduoatioit,  Scixirox,  aitd  Art. 

CoMMiTTXB  June  16 — Rxpobt  June  16 

Grkat  Britain:  £ 

(I.)  t  £1,130,862,  Public  Education     1,366,862 
After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[219]  1636 
(2.)  t  £232,170,  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment        ...  [219]  1654     278,170 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

Committee  June  26 — Report  June  29 

(3.)  t  £85,442,  British  Museum      ...      102,442 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[220]  442 

Committee  June  1 — Report  June  2 

(4.)  t  £6,346,  National  Gallery       ...  6,346 
(5.)  t  £1,448,  National  Portrait  Gal- 
lery ...            ...            ...            ...  1,748 

(6.)  t  £11,300,  Learned  Societies     ...  13,300 
(7.)  t  £8,361,  University  of  London  9,861 
(8.)  t  £7,697,  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission           ...            ...            ...  9,197 

Scotland  : 

(9.)  t  £178,057,  Public  Education  ...     213,067 
(10.)  t  £4,846,  Board  of  Education  ...         6,846 

Committee  June  1 — Report  June  2 

(11.)  f  £16,240,  Universities,  Ac,  in 

Scotland  ...  ...  ...       18,240 

(12.)  t  £1,800,  National  Gallery,  Scot- 
land ...  ...  ...  ...         2,100 

Ireland  : 

(13.)  t  £456,946,  Public  Education  ...     646,946 
(14.)  f  £656,  Commissioners  of  Educa- 
tion (Endowed  Schools)  ...  666 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

\cQmit. 


Report  June  1 — Res.  postponed — 
Report  June   6 — lies,    further 
considered,  and,  after  short  de- 
bate, agreed  to  [219]  1118 
(15.)  f  £1,980,  National  Gallery 
(16.)  t  £1,784,  Royal  Irish  Academy 
(17.)  f  £3,403,  Queen's  University    ... 
(18.)  t  £3,476,  Queen's  Colleges 
Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,476,  be  granted,  Ac. ; "  Motion 
withdrawn  [^19]  788 


Total  oi 
Vots. 
£ 


3,380 
2.084 
4.003 
4,176 


Total    ...£2,677.403 

SUPPLEMBNTART    1874-6 

Committee  July  27 — Report  July  28 

(3.)  British  Museum  ...  ...         8.068 

(4. )  National  GaUery  [221]  817       10,395 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(8a.)Sub-WealdenExploration[22i]d2d       1,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


Total  Civil  Services,  Class  IV.  ...£2,691365 


Class  V. — Coloihal,  Coitsulab,  ahd  other 
FoREioir  Services. 

Committee  June  1 — Report  June  2 

(1.)  t  £213,792,  Diplomatic   Services  £ 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£213,792,  be  granted,  &e." 
Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £6,000  for 
Minister  to  United  States  be  omit- 
ted "  ( Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff ) ; 
after  debate,  A.  2,  N.  89  ;  M.  87  ; 
Vote  agreed  to  ...  [219]  788      255,792 

(2.)  t  £204,574,  Consular  Services  ...      245.574 
(3-)  t  £37,769,  Colonies,  Grants -in - 

Aid  ...  ...  ...  ...        44,769 

(4.)  t  £2,930,  Orange  Eiver  Territory 

and  St.  Helena  ...  ...  3,530 

(5.)    Slave    Trade,    Commissions  for 

Suppression  of  ...  ...  122 

(6.)  t  £10,830,  Tonnage  Bounties,  &e,       12,830 
(7.)  t  £4,460,  Emigration ...  ...  6,460 

(8.)  t  £16,686,  Treasury  Chest       ...        18,686 


Total    ... 

Supplement  art  1874-6. 

Committee  June  25 — Report  June  29 

(3.)  Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid  [220]  451 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


£586,763 


35,000 


Total  CivU  Services  Class  V.  ...  £621,763 


Class  VI.  —  Superannuation  and  Retired 
Allowances  and  Gratuities  for  Cha- 
ritable   AND     OTHER     SERVICES. 


Committee  June  1 — Report  June  2 

(i.)  t  £369,957,  Superannuation   and 
Retired  Allowances      ...  [2I9J791 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(2.)  f  £32,238,    Merchant   Seamen's 


£ 
430,957 

38,738 


SUP 


Supply— oont. 


SUP 


{SESSION    18741 

218--219 — a20— 221. 

Stipp/y— oont. 


SUP 


SUP 


(3.)  t  £24,000»  Relief  of  Distressed 
British  Seamen 

(4.)  t  £15,760,  Hospitals  and  Infirma- 
ries, Ireland     ...  ...  ... 

(5.)  f£4J48,  Miscellaneous  Charitable 
AllowanoeSi  Ac.,  Great  Britain     ... 

(6.)  t  £4,593,  Miscellaneous  Charitable 
Allowances,  Ae,  Ireland 


Total  of 
Vote. 
£ 
29,000 

18,760 

5,148 

5,593 


ToUl  CItU  Serrices  Class  VI. ...  £538,196 


Class  VII. — Miscxllanbous,  Spbcxil,  and 

TXMPORART    OnncTs. 
CoMMiTTiE  June  1 — RiPOBT  June  2  £ 

(1.)  f  £19,102,  Temporary  Commis- 
sions ...  ...  ...       22,602 

(2.)  t  £2,645,  Deep  Sea    Exploring 

Expedition      ...  ...  ...         8,145 

(3.)  f  £4,733,  Miscellaneous  Expenses        5,733 


ToUl    ... 
*  SuppLiMXirriBT  1874-5. 

CoMMiTTEB  July  27 — Repobt  July  28 

(i.)  Temporary  Commissions 

(3.)  Miscellaneous  Expenses  [221]  825 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(4.)  Marriage  of  Duke  of  Edinburgh 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[221]  827 

(5.)  Grant  to  Family  of  Dr.  Living- 

stone  .M  ...  ... 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[221]  827 


£31,480 


5,000 
800 

5,883 


4,404 


ToUl  CivU  Seryices  Class  VII.  ...    £47,567 

CoMMiTTXB  April  20— RxpOBT  April  21 

Sib  Gabnxt  J.  Wolsblst,  K.C.B. 

Grant  to  Sir  Garnet  J.  Wolseley, 
K.C.B.,  G.C.M.G.,  as  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  his  eminent  serrices  in 
planning  and  conducting  the  expe- 
dition into  Ashantee         [218]  848    £25,000 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

BEVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1874-75. 
OoMMiTTSB  Jtme  1 — Rbpobt  June  2 

Vote  I.  t  £843,246,  For  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Customs  De- 
partment ...  ...  ...  1,013,246 

Vote  II.  t  £1,401,113,  For  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Inland  RcTcnue 
Department       ...  [219]  795  1,681,018 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[cont. 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 


CoMiorrxx  June  15 — Rbpobt  June  16 

Vote  III.  t  £2,402,423,  For  SaUries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Post  OflBce  Ser- 
yices, the  expenses  of  Post  Office 
.  Sayings  Banks,  and  of  Goyernment 
Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  of 
the  Collection  of  the  Post  OflBce 
Revenue  ...  [219]  1654  2,882,423 

After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
Vote  IV.  f  £832,662,    For   the  Post 
Office  Packet  Service       [2x9]  1661 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£832,662,  be  granted,  Ae" 
Moved,  *<That  the  Item   of  £490, 

Conveyance  of  Mails  to  St.  Kitts, 

<kc.  be  reduced  by  £122  lOs"  {Mr, 

Dix(m) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 

withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to  998,662 

Vote  V.  t  £778,339,  For  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Tele- 
ffraph  Service 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£778,339,  be  granted,  Ac." 
Moved,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£698,000,   Ae."   (ifr.   DiUwyn); 

after  debate.  Motion   withdrawn ; 

Vote  agreed  to  ...  [219]  1661     938,839 


Total    ...  £7,513,683 


SuppLXMBiiTABT,  CoifiaTTBX  July  27 
Rbpobt  July  28 

3.  Salaries  and  Expenses,  Post  Office 
Services  ...  ...  ... 

5.  SaUries  and  Expenses,  Post  Office 
Telegraph  Service 


71/JOO 
37,687 


Total  Revenue  Departments    ...  £7,622,870 

CoMMiTTXB  July  3 — Rbpobt  July  10 
Gbbbitwioh  Hospital  abd  School.  £ 

Advances  during  the  year  ending 
31st  March  1875  for  defraying  the 
expenses  of  Greenwich  Hospital  and 
School  139,041 


CoMMXTTXB  May  7 — Rbpobt  May  8 

ASEANTBB    ExPXDITIOM. 

Towards  defraying  the  expenses,  be-       £ 
yond  the  ordinary  grants,  of  the  ex- 
pedition into  Ashantee     [218]  1902    100,000 


Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873) 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 
218]  2.  Presented  ;  read  1*,  after  debate  May  7, 

1808  (No.  56) 

219]  Read  2%  after  debate  June  5, 1087 
Order  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee, 
.     read  JttfM  11, 1359 

[eotU. 


Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amend* 
meni  Bill— eont. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resolve,  "  That  as  it  is 
admitted  that  this  House  is  preferred  by 
Scotland  and  Ireland  as  their  Court  of  final 
Appeal  to  any  other  which  has  been  proposed, 
and  as  a  saf^fisctory  Court  of  final  Appeal 
hai  not  ^«ti  \Mnii  «l^A!G^!^«^  Vst  ^\i<^^kA^N»» 


(GENERAL    INDEX}       SUP 

II S — 119— I  to— 111, 


Act  (1ST3)  Jnmd- 


Saprtme  Ceart  of  Jwftcolur 
ment  BiU—eimt. 
will   b«  « 

doma,  IhBt  the  proviBion*  of  the  Supromo 
Court  of  Joclicature  Act  of  laat  usiion  whioK 
prohibit  Appeal  to  thii  House  be  repealed, 
and  that  time  be  thereby  allowei)  for  [be 
adoptioD  of  auob  improroments  iu  the  consti- 
tution and  prHCtioe  of  tbia  Bouae  in  the  dit- 
charge  of  it*  judicial  fuaatioa*  aa  ma j  remave 
the  objeoliona  wbioh  hare  been  token  to  it  M 
a  Court  of  Judicature,  and  that  the  Com- 
niiCtee  on  the  Supremo  Court  of  Judtoature 
Aot,  ISTa,  Amendment  Bill  be  herebr  ID- 
atruot^  to  amend  tho  same  in  aocerdanoo 
with  tbia  reaolution  "  ( The  Limi  RedadaU) ; 
after  long  debate,  on  Queitioa !  Cont.  S3, 
NoUCont.fiS  ;  H,  39  ;  resolved  in  the  negatiie 
Then  it  waa  moved  that  [he  lloaae  do  now 
rewlTe  itaelf  into  CocnmitCee  :  Motion  agreed 
Co;  Uouseiu  Committee  Bcoordiagl;  1  UouM 

.      Committee /uiw  16,  laOS  <No.  II8) 

Its]  Report  June  33,  317  (No.  llS) 

HoTod.   "That   the   BiU    be  now  i>Mtd  3'" 
.     JtiM  35,  IH 
Amendt.  to   leave    out  ("now,")    and   inaert 
("  this  da;  three  montba  ")  {Lord  Demnan) : 
alterahortdebate.onQueition,  That  ("now,") 
An. ;  and  there  being  no  teeond  Teller  ibr 
the  [fot-Conti.,  reaolTod  in  the  afflrmatiie  ; 
Bill  read  3> 
.  Proteata  thereon.  41E 
e.  Read  1°  •  {Ur.  Attaraey  Qenerat)  Jam  3» 
[Bill  176] 
.  Read  3°,  after  abort  debate  J<i]y  7,  126i  ' 

Seeteh  Appeals,  Question,   Mr.  M-Laren  ;  An- 
.      swer,  Mr.  Dtaraeli  Jaly  9,  1363 
Order  for  Committee  read  :  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Spealier  do  noir  leave  the  Gbair"  July  18, 
111] 133 

■     ■     ■  ■   "        "That,"  and     '■ 


I  tb.1t  tt 


Uou 


of  Lon 


preferred  bj  Irelnnd  and  Sc 
final  court  of  appeal  to  anj  other  that  haa 
been  propoaed,  and  aa  a  aatiafaotorj  court  of 
appeal  haa  not  ;e[  been  ealnbliahed  nor  pro- 
posed for  England,  it  will  be  eipedient,  in- 
stead of  proceeding  to  create  a  now  court  for 
all  the  three  kingdoms,  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court  efJudicature  Act  of  laat 
Session  which  prohibit  appeal  to  the  House  of 
Lords  be  repealed,  and  that  time  be  thereb; 
allowed  for  the  adoption  of  suob  impreve- 
meatt  in  the  constitution  and  practices  of  the 
Houae  of  Lords  in  [be  discharge  of  ita  judicial 
functions  as  ma;  remove  the  objeotioDs  which 
have  been  taken  to  it  aa  a  court  of  judica- 
ture" [Sir  Qtorge  Bouiyer)  v.;  (iuestion 
proposed,  "  Tkat  the  words.  Ik.;"  after  de- 
bate, Amendt,  withdrawn  ;  main  Question, 
"IbaC  Mr.  Speaker,  Ao.,"  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Committee — a.p. 
Question,   Obaervationa,   Sir    Henr;   Jamea  ; 

.       Replj,  The  Attorney  General  July  36,  705 
The  Judicalurc   BilU  ^  Po$lpoiiem*-at,    ftuea- 
tione,   Sir   Henr;  Jamea,    Sir  William  Har- 
court ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The  Attorney 

.     General  July  37,  763  ;   Question,  Observa- 
tion!, Sir  William   Uareourt ;    Reply,  The 

.     Attoroej  General,  788 

Bill  wilbdnwo  ■  July  -il 


Supreme  Conrt  of  Jndicatnre  Act  (187S) 
Sodpenslon  Kll 

{Mr.  Attorney  QenenU,  Mr.  SoUeilor  Onunt) 
'-.Ordered;  read  P",;iJy37  [BUI  235] 

2>i]  Read  2",  after  short  debate  July  31,  103) 
.  Committee  ;    Report  ;   ConaiderM  ;    nti   3* 
Augiul  3,  1323 
;,  Read  \'' {The  Lord  ChaaeeUor)  AugiuH 
(No.  331) 
Read  3*  *  :  Committee  nagmtived  Attgiat  5 
.  Read  3*.  after  short  debate  ^^i^vit  8.  13S3 
Royal  Auent  AuguH  7   [37  *  33  Ftel.  c.  83) 


[211]  6*7 
Stttan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limerick  Co, 

Contagiona    Disaaae*   (Animals)  —  Report  of 

Committee  (1873),  [lio]  £98 
Expiring  Laws  Continuauoe,  3R.  [ltl]TI>; 

Comm.  Schedule,  1031 
Game  Birds  (Ireland),  SR.  [liS]  616 
Intoiicatiog  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  3),  Comm. 

c^  G,  [110]  3U  ;   el.  13,  909,  1009  ;  eL  It. 

1003;   d.    31,    lOOS,  1008;  el.  38,  1001; 

add.  el.if>\*,  1018;  8R.  1S05 
Ireland— Lunatic  Aaylnms,  [iii]  llOS 

Poor  Rate  Colteetorv,  [110]  399 
Ireland— Dablin  University,  Rat.  [111]  1375 
Ireland— Kilrea  Rioti,  The,  Etea.  [lit]  1413 
Ireland— National  Sobool  Teaohen,  Etea.  [tio] 

1395 
Irish  Church  Aot  (Commutation),  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [III]  1100, IIIO 
Irish  Fisheries,  Reg.  [iiS]  HOB 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund,  Coasid.[ii[] 

1334 
Supreme    Court    of   Judicature    Act   (IST3) 

Amendment,  Comm.  el.  2.  [iti]  156,  ISS  : 

cl.  9,  166 
Valuation  (Ireland)  Aot  Amendment,  3R.  [tio] 


Taibot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Kent,  W. 

Army — Military  Centres — Oxford,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [119]  T22 
Army  Service  in  India— Slat  Regiment,  [119] 

1GB3 
Bank  Holidaya— Post  OSee,  [tji]  1033 
Education    Department— Revised   Code,   Rea. 

[118] 1718 
Education,    Science    and    Art — Minister    of 

Education,  Motion  for  a  Commillee,  [119] 

1604,  1612,  laU 
Elementary    Education    (Compulsory   Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [lid]  814 
Endowed    Schools    Acts    Amendment,   Comm. 

cl.  4,  [tti]603;  Preamble,  660 
Intoxicating  Liquora,  Leave,  [iiS]  1349  ;  3R. 

[219]  130;  Comm.   90S:  <:'-  3,    10T9,  1063; 

cl.   9,   lUfi;  el.    n,    11T6;    Consid.  cl.  26, 

1T33 
Juries,  Comm,  el.  3,  Amendt.  [119]  386  ;  el.  5, 

Amendt.  380,  289;   el.  g,    Amendt.   393; 
\         c(,  46,  Amendt.  295  ;  cl.  77,  807 
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Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.-*tfOfit 

Parliament — Order  of  Pablic  Ba8iQe88,[22i]8 

Publio  Basiness,  [219]  701  ;  [221]  638 
Public  Worship  ReguIatioD,  2R.  [220]  U42 ; 

[221]  44;    Comm.  212;   cl.  6,  2dl,   232; 

el  7,  238 ;  el.  8,  252 ;  el,  9,  885 ;  add.  el. 

904 
ValuatioD  of  Property,  Gomni.  el.  3,  [220]  186 

TAYLqa,  Mr.  D.,  CoUraine 
Factories  (Health  of  Women,  d;c),  Comm.  [220] 

313 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 
d.  11,  [220]  342  ;  cL  12,  1000 

Taylob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester  Bo. 

Armj — Lord  Sandhurst,  Res.  [219]  634 
^Museums,  Opening  of,  on  a  Sunday,  Res.  [219] 

482 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  107,  Amendt.  [218]  701 ; 

Amendt.  704 
Prince  Leopold — Queen's  Message,  Comm.  [221] 

569 
Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amendment,  2R.  [221] 

836 


Temple,  Eight  Hon.  W.  F.  Cowpeb-, 
HanUy  S. 

Elementary  Education  (Compulsory  Attend- 
ance), 2R.  [220]  826 

Publio  Worship  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  8, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  [221]  262  ; 
Amendt.  263,  874  ;  el.  9,  878  ;  Amendt.  879. 
880 

Science  and  Art  Department — Art  Schools, 
[220]  1353 

University  Female  Education,  [219]  1526,  1535 

Tenant  Right  (Ireland)  Bill  {J^. 

Sullivan,  Mr.  BlennerhasseU,  Mr.  0* Sullivan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  April  24  [BUI  82] 

«2R.  [Dropped] 


Tennant,  IMt.  E.,  Leeds 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  Ac),  2R.  [219] 

1450  ;  Comm.  el.  4,  [220]  318,  322  ;  Amendt. 

325  ;  add.  cl.  338 
Factory  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [218]  1789 
Factory  and   Workshop  Acts — Consolidation, 

[220]  158 


The  Transit  of  Venus 
Question,  Obserrations,  Earl  De  La  Warr ; 
Replies,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury,  The 
Earl  of  Derby  Juna  12,  [219]  1475;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
July  23,  [22i]  553 

Thompson,  IMr.  T.  C,  Durham 
Metropolis — Hyde  Park  and  Kensington  Gar- 
dens, [218]  818 
Parliamenta^  Elections  (Polling),  2R.  [218] 

310 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [318]  769 
L€«al  QofenmeDt  Boird,  [918]  776 


Thynne,  Lord  H.  F.,   WilUhire,  S. 
Cattlo— Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  [219]  851 

Tichhorne  Prosecution 

MoTed,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Return  of  the  sum  expended  in  relation  to 
the  Tichhorne  Prosecution  and  all  proceed- 
ings arising  out  of  and  connected  therewith 
or  resulting  therefrom,  and  in  such  Return  to 
specify  the  amount  paid  to  each  witness  ex- 
amined, and  also  to  such  persons  as  were 
subpoenaed  to  attend  as  witnesses,  but  were 
not  called  upon  to  give  eyidence  "  {Mr, 
WhalUy)  May  8,  [218]  2024  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Ikfotion  withdrawn 

Regina  v.  Castro — AccourU  of  Expenditure 
{Pari.  P.  No.  155) 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
further  Returns  of  the  Expenditure  on  the 
Tichhorne  Prosecution,  specifying  the  sums 
paid  to  witnesses  called  who  gave  evidence, 
and  also  to  such  persons  as  were  subpoenaed 
or  brought  to  London,  but  were  not  called 
upon  to  give  evidence.  And  of  the  sums 
paid  to  Officers  of  the  Detective  Police  Force 
or  others  who  were  employed  to  obtain  evi- 
dence, in  this  Country  or  elsewhere,  in  sup- 
port of  the  Prosecution"  {Mr,  Whalley) 
July  23,  [221]  610:  after  short  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  4,  N.  45  ;  M.  41 

TiOHE,  Ulr.  T.,  Mayo  Co. 
Post  Office—Mayo,  PosUl  Facilities  in,  [218] 
1129 

ToKR,  Mr.  J.,  Liverpool 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [219]  1096  ; 

Consid.  el.  2,  1699 
Juries,  Comm.  d.  5,  Amendt.  [219]  283 
Post  Office— West  India  Mail  Contract,  [219]  73 

ToRRENS,  Mr.  W.  T.M.,  Finshury 
Army — Military  Officers,  Removal  of.  Motion 

for  an  Address,  [219]  756 
Building  Societies,  2R.  [218]  1336  ;   Consid. 

[219]  1742 
Cape  of  Good  Hope — Responsible  Government, 

[219]  700 
East  India  Loan,  3R.  [218]  359 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

d.  1,  [221]  522 
India — East  India  Finance,  Appointment  of  a 

Select  Committee,  [218]  337 
India — Nawab  Nazim  of  Bengal,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [220]  545 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  2,  [219]  1031 
Metropolis — Abbey  and  Palace  at  Westminster, 

[218]  1591 
Metropolis — Dwellings  of  Working  People,  Res. 

[218J  1981 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  2R.  Amendt. 

[218]  401 
Palace  of  Westminster  —  Clock  Tower,  [220] 

418 
Parliament — Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
Amendt.  [218]  68,91 

New  Writs,  Issue  of,  [218]  1845 
Post  Office— Herring,  Mr,  [221]  394 
Publio  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [220]  1441; 

Comm.  el,  8,  Amendt.  ^i2i\2$3 
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Towns  Improvement  Act  (1854) 
Question,  Mr.  O'SulIivau  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach  May  19,  [219]  478 

Traoy,  Hon.  C.  E.  D.  Hanbuky-,  Mont- 
,       gomery,  Sfc. 
Nayy — Nayf gating  Officers — Admiraltj   Circu- 
lar (1873),  [220]  1346 
Shipwreck,   Saying    Life    from — Mr.    Rogers' 
Plan,  [218]  1409 

Trade    Ma/rksy   Registration    of — Legisla- 
tion 
Question,  Mr.  Whitwell ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  May  22,  [219]  701 

Tramways  Froyisional  Orders  Confirma- 
tion Bill  [h.l.]    ( The  Lord  Dunmore) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1**  May  8  (No.  (»0) 

Read  2*»  May  18 

Committee  *  June  16 

Report  •Jun^  22 

Read3»*/Mn«23 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  201) 
e.  Read  1°  •  June  29  [  Bill  182] 

Read2»*/ttn«30 

Report*  ;  Re-comm.  Jtdy  22  [Bill  220J 

Committee ;  Report  July  24,  [221]  703 

Read  8»  •  July  27 
L  Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  d(  38  VicL  0.  olxxxiii] 

Treaty  of   Washington 
Award   of  the    Mixed    Claims    Commission, 

Question,  Mr.  Bentinck  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 

May  11,  [219]  68 
The  lat€  Mixed  Claims  Commission,  Question, 

Sir  ilenry  Drummond  Wolflf;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  16,  [221] 

125 

Mixed  Claims  Commission     [1046]  [1047] 
Oregon  Bowuiary — The  Fenian  Raids,  Obser- 

yations,  Earl  Russell  May  4,  [218]  1569 
The    Three   Rules,    Question,    Mr.   Montagu 

Scott;   Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  7,  [218] 

1840 
Correspondence      .        .        P,  P.  [1012] 

Teevelyan,  Mr.  G.  0.,  Sawick,  Sfc. 
Church   Patronage    (Scotland),   Comm.  cl.  3, 

[221]  702 
Household  Franchise  (Counties),  2 R.  [2x9]  206, 

259 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Consid.  cl,  13,  [220]  110 
Legal  Departments,  Commission  on — Report, 

[218]  1180 

Tribunals  of  Commerce  Bill 

(Mr,  Whitwell,  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr, 
Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr,  RipUy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  20  [BiU  2] 

2R.  deferred  April  22,  [218]  957 
Bill  withdrawn  •/liiy  27 


Truck    System — Masters  and  Servants — 
Legislation 
Questions,    Mr.   Maodon&ld ;     Au«weT,    Ut. 
A»«hoton  Cross  April  30,\.2i»"\\i^^ 


TiTENER,  Mr.  C,  Lancashire,  S,  W, 
Juries,  Comm.  eL  6,  [219]  288 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  Twelfth  Schedule  of '  The  Annual  Turn- 
pike Acts  Continuance  Act,  1878"  Mar  27  : 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  (Hr.  SeUoer^ 
Booth) 

Committee  nominated  as  follows :  —  Lord 
George  Cayendish  (Chairman),  Sir  Robert 
Anstruther,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr.  Wentworth 
Beaumont,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Egerton,  Mr. 
M' Lagan,  Mr.  Clare  Read,  I^rd  Henry 
Thynne,  and  Mr.  Wclby 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  June  5  (P.P.  S05) 

Turnpike  Acts  Continnance  BiU 

(Mr.  Clare  Read,  Mr.  Selatsr-Bootk) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !'>•  July  1  [Bill  186] 

Read  2°  •  July  20 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair "  July  25, 
[221]  708 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  from  *'Tbat,"  and  add 
*'  the  mode  in  which  expired  Turnpike  Acts 
in  Scotland  haye  hitherto  been  dealt  with, 
and  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  follow,  ii 
unjust  in  principle,  and  ought  not  to  be  con- 
tinued" (Mr,  M'Laren),  v.;  Qaestion  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  Ae, ; "  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  Main  Qmstion, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker,  dec,"  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Committee ;  Report 

Considered  •  July  27 

Ke&d  S''*  July  28 
I,  Read  \^*(Lord  Walsingham)  July 30 (l^o. 212) 

Read  2*  •  August  4 

Committee  •  ;  Report  August  5 

Read3»*  Augusts 

Royal  Assent  August  7     [37  A  38  Vict,  0. 95] 

Turnpike  Trusts  Extinction — legislation 
Question,  Sir  George  Jenkinson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  AprU  16,  [218]  631 

Ulster  Tenant  Bight  Bill 

(Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  Mr.  Mitchell 

Henry,  Sir  John  Oray,  Mr.  Downing) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Butt)  May  5,  [218]  1699  : 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to :  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1°»  [BiU  92] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  August  4 

United  States — Customhouse  Rules 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
July  6,  [220]  1082 

Universities  (Scotland)  BiU 

(Mr,  Cowper- Temple,  Mr,  Russell  Oumey,  Mr* 

Orr  Ewing,  Dr.  Cameron) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Apnl  14  [Bill  67] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  May  1 1 
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Uhseaivorthg  Ships — See  title — Merchant 
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YaccinatioiL  Act,  1871,  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]    (The  Lord  Wahingham) 

/.  Presented  ;  read  !•*  July  9  (No.  161) 

Read  3*  July  U,  [220]  1613 

Committee  *  July  17 

Report  •  July  20 

Reads**  July  21 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  311) 

«.  Read  1«  •  July  33  [Bill  226] 

Read  2°,  after    short  debate  July  27,  [221] 
836 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  38 

Considered  *  ;  read  S°  July  39 
/.  Royal  Assent  Augutt  7    [37  &  38  Vict,  c.  75] 

Vaccination   Act,  1871 — Vaccine  Lymph 
Question,  Mr.  Meldon ;  Answer,  Sir   Michael 
Hioks-fieach  May  4,  [218]  1689 

Valuation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  BiU 

Formerly — 

Valuation  (Ireland)  [Salaries,  ftc]  Bill 

(Mr,  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Michael 

Hicks-Beach) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  a  Resolution  agreed 
to  June  3,  [219]  919 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  l^"*  June  4        [Bill  134] 

Read  2^  after  short  debate  June  33,  [220]  381 

Committee  • — b.p.  July  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  26 

Considered  •  July  37 

Read  3*»»/ttty28 
I.  Read  1*  •  ( 7%«  Lord  President)  July  30 

Read  2* *  August  3  (No.  206) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Augtisi  4 

Read  3»  •  August  5 

Royal  Assent  August  7  [37  A  38  Viet,  0.  70] 

Valuation  of  Property  BiU 
See  title— Itating  Bill 

Vance,  Mr.  J.,  Armagh  City 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R..  [221]  1263 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Comm. 

el,  11,  [220]  340 
Ireland — Orange  Processions — Case  of  James 

Mallon,  [221]  760 
Irish  Judicial  Bench — Appointment  of  Judges, 

Motion  for  an  Address,  [220]  433 
Irish  Land  Act  (1870)— Clerks  of  the  Peace, 

Salaries  to,  [220]  1363 
Municipal   Franchise  (Ireland),    2R.   Amendt. 

[218]  779 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  2R.  [218]  341 
Spain — Capture  of  a  British  Subject,  [221]  972 
Supply — Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  Of 

the  Exchequer,  [218]  775 

Vendors  and  Pnrchasers  of  Land  Bill— 
See  title  Real  Property  Vendors  and 
Purchasers  BiU 

Verner,  Mr.  E.  Wingfield,  Armagh  Co. 

Army— Soldiers'  Wives,  [219]  1157 
Ireland — Board  of  National  Education — Lime- 
rick Model  School,  [220]  1085 
DoDDeU/,  Arthur,  Cape  off  [219]  173 


Vbrnib,  Mr.  E.  Wingfield— «an<. 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  [218]  1528 
Municipal  Privileges  (Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  [220]  128 
Parliamentary  Relations  (Great   Britain  and 

Ireland) — Home  Rule,  Motion  for  a  Commit. 

tee,  [220]  922 


VrviAK,  Mr.  H.  Hussey,  Glamorganshire 
Parliament — Galway  New  Writ,  [220]  166, 167, 
169 
Order  of  Public  Business,  [221]  6 
Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [221]  82 
Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  638 


Votes  at  Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

(Sir  Colman  O'LogkUn,  Lord  Francis  Conyng- 

ham.  Captain  Nolan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  June  26  [Bill  171] 

2R.  debate  adjourned  July  20 


Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Barnstaple 
Building  Societies,  Consid.  [219]  1744 
Endowed    Schools  Acts   Amendment^   Comm. 

[22 r]  428 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el,  8,  [220]  102 
Juries,  Comm.  cl,  53,  [219]  674 


Watt,  Mr.  W.  K.,  Gloucester 

Army  —  Auxiliary  Forces  —  A  djutants,   [2 1 8] 

266 
Board    of    Trade  Arbitrations,  Inquiries,  ^« 

Comm.  aeUi.  cl.  [219]  453,  466 
Merchant    Shipping    Act  —  "  Kron    Prins," 

Stranding  of  the,  [218]  712 
Metropolis — National  Galler? — New  Building, 

[218]  629,  1409 
New  Courts  of  Justice,  [218]  628 
Public    Worship    Regulation,    Comm.    el.    6, 

Amendt.  [221]  230,  231,  236  ;  el.  S,  Amendt. 

266  ;  cl.  13,  891  ;  add,  cl,  902 

TVaks 
Courts  of  Justice — Welsh  Interpreters,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Scourfleld  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  July  6,  [220]  1084 
Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  Observations, 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross ;  short  debate  thereon  June  26,  [220] 
524 


Walpole,  Right  Hon.  Spencer  H., 
Cambridge  University 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [219]  1020, 
1030 

National  Museums  —  Science  Commission,  Re- 
port of,  [218]  269 

Parliament — New  Writ — Borough  of  Stroud, 
[218]  1941 

Public  Worship  Regulation,  2R.  [221]  63  ; 
Coram,  el.  7,  237  ;  Amendt.  241  ;  cl.  8,  267 ; 
el.  9,  887 ;  cl.  19,  896,  807 

Revenue  Officers  Disabilities,  2R.  [218]  964 
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WALsnroHAH,  Lord 

Alkali  Act  (1863). Amendment,  3R.  [330]  886  ; 

Comm.  add,  el.  864,  867  ;  Proviso,  ib. 
Pauper  Children,  Motion  for  Returns,  [220]  292 
Poor  Law — St.  Pancras  Union — Mortality  of 

Young  Children,  [219]  1674 
Rating,  2R.  [221]  281 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths,  2R.  [221] 

nil 

Sanitary  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  [221  ]  958 
Vaccination  Act,  1871,  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 
1613 


Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  [218]  584 
Broadmoor  Asylum — Criminal  Lunatics,  [218] 

988 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  [219]  1001 
Public    Worship    Regulation,  2R.  [221]    22; 

Comm.  cl,  7,  249  ;  el.  9,  877,  883,  886 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 

[219]  354 
Valuation  of  Property,  Comm.  el,  3,  [220]  654 


Ward,  Mr.  M.  F.,  Galway 
Endowed   Schools  Acts  Amendment,   Comm. 
[221]  416 

Waterford  Grand  Jury  Transfer  Bill 

(Mr.  Richard  Power ,  Lord  Charles  Beresford) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  June  8  [Bill  142] 

Standing  Orders  not  complied  with 


Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Maidstone 
Foyle  College,  Comm.  [221]  381 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [220]  273 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  19,  [219]  1180; 

Consid.  cl.  6,  Araendt.  1703 
Juries,  Comm.  el.  29,  [219]  293 
Metropolis  —  Labourers'    Dwellings,    Somers 

Town,  [218]  814 
•Metropolis — Working  People's  Dwellings,  Res. 

[218]  1967 


Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Ri/the 

Army — 22nd  (Cheshire)  Regiment,  [219]  391 
Controverted  Elections — Boston  Election  Peti- 
tion, [221] 121 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  [219]  657 
Egypt — Consular  Jurisdiction  and  Suez  Canal, 

[220]  519 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  d.  13,  Amendt. 

[219]  1170:    el.  15,   1177;   add  el.  •1187. 

1193;  Consid.  cl.  13,  [220]  106;   Amendt. 

108, 110 
Joint   Stock    Companies  —  Provident  Savings 

Banks,  [218]  1094 
Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Estates,  2R.  [219] 

545 
Navy — Haulbowline,  Works  at,  [220]  444 

Iron-clads,  Alteration  of,  [219]  270 
Navy — Iron-clads,  Construction  of.  Res.  [219] 

399.417 
Parliament — Count-out,  The  late,  [219]  1304 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  "^%.\_i\cj\ 

i4ij 

\conl. 


Watkiv,  Sir  E.    eont,' 

Supply — Post  Office  Telegraph  Serriee,  [219] 
1662 
Rating  of  Gofemment  Property,  itc  [331] 
798 
Valuation  of  Property,  2R.  [319]  666  ;  Comm. 

add,  el.  [220]  671 
Workpeople's  Compensation,  Leave,  [318]  1706 

Watney,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey,  E, 

Criminal  Law — Convict  Service,  [319]  615 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  «^.  2,  [319]  1010, 

1086,  1090;    el.  8,  1109;    add.  c/.   1196; 

Consid.  el.  13,  [220]  107 
Metropolitan  Buildings  and  Bianagemeot  Act, 

2R.  [218]  1351 

Waveney,  Lord 

Army-  Militia  Returns,  [221]  287 

Factories  (Health  of  Women,  £0.),  Comm.c/.  10, 

[220]  1618 
Inns  of  Court,  IR.  [230]  1470 
Ireland — Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Coentiet 

Railway,  Motion  for  Re-comm.  [219]  306 
Railways,  Ireland  —  Guarantee!  from  County 

Rates,  [318]  1405 

WA  YS  AND  MEANS 

Miscellaneous  Questions 

The  Budget,  Question,  Mr.  Faweett ;  Answer* 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezobeqner  July  38, 
[221]  857 

The  Income  Tax^AppeaU  against  Surchctrges^ 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  23,  [218] 
989 

The  Revenue  Returns — Pott  Office  and  Tele- 
graph Services,  Question,  Mr.  M*Laren  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer 
July  31,  [221]  1030 

Grants  in  Aid 

Pauper  Lunatics  [Scotland),  Question,  Mr. 
Ellice  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  June  26,  fr22o]  510 ;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man  ;  Reply,  The  Lord  Advocate  July  28, 
[221]  873  ;  Question,  Mr.  Grieve;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  30, 
969 

County  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  Queation, 
Mr.  W.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  May  11,  [219]  71 

Borough  Police,  Question,  Mr.  Egerton  Hub- 
bard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  26, 
[220]  506 

County  Police,  Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  1,  [218]  1493; 
Questions,  Sir  George  Jenkinson,  General 
Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  14,  [219]  271 

Harbour  Police  (Scotland)  —  Cofitributions, 
Question,  Mr.  Grieve ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  July  30,  [221]  969 

Local  Taxation  —  Allowancs  for  Lunatics, 
Rural  Police,  and  Local  Authorities,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Leith  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  23,  [218]  987; 
<^vjL^%\\ciTA,Mt.CQO^,  Mr.  Lambert,  Mr.  W. 
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Wati  aitd  Mea»i    eont. 

Exchequer  April  27,  1181  ;  Qaettion,  Mr. 
Wheelhoase;  Answer,  The  Ghanoellor  of 
the  Excheqaer/t<n«5,[2i9]  1062  ;  Question. 
Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ifay  11,  72;  Question,  Mr. 
O'SuUivan  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  14,  272;  Question,  Mr. 
Pell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Jtdu  2, 
[220]  873 

Ftnrmert*  CarU—ShephercU'  Dogs  (SeoUand), 
Question,  Viscount  Macduff;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jjfar  31,  [218] 
483 

France — Refined  Sugar,  Question,  Mr.  Coope  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
3fay  21,  [219]  620 

Ths  Sugar  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Grieve  ;  An- 
swer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
April  17,[2i8]717  ;  April20,8\7  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Samuda ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  April  23,  990 

Sugar  Duties— International  Convention,  1864, 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  July  13,  [220]  1519 

Importation  of  Sugar,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  23,  [221]  652 

Income  Tax^Sie  that  title 

Inland  Revenue—  Mixing  Spirits,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  June  9,  [219]  268 

Stamp  Acts — Railway  Stocks  and  Debentures, 
Question,  Mr.  Heygate  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  21,  [219]  619 

Taxation  0/  Beer,  ^c,  in  Foreign  Countries, 
Question,  Mr.  Dodson ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  23,  [218]  232 

Malt  Tax,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply 
April  23,  To  leaye  out  from  "  That,"  and 
add  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Malt 
Tax  ought  to  be  reduced "  (Mr.  Joshua 
Fielden)  v,,  [218]  1021  ;  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  words,  Ac. :  "  after  short  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  244,  N.  17  ;  M.  227 


JTA  YS  AND  MEANS 

Resolyed,  That  this  House  will  To-morrow 
resoWe  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply 
to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  Mar  20 
218]  Considered  in  Committee  April  16,  634 — 
Financial  Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  moying  the  First  Resolution— 
1.  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeable 
on  the  under-mentioned  goods  upon  their  im- 
portation into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  shall 
cease  and  determine  on  and  after  the  respec- 
tive dates  hereinafter  mentioned  (that  is  to 
say): 

On  Sugar,  viz. 
Candy,  Brown,  or  White ; 
Refined  Sugar,  or  Sugar  rendered  by 
any  process  equal  in  quality  thereto ; 
Manufactures  ot  lleflned  Sugar ; 
on  and  after  the  twenty-first  day  of  May,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seyenty-four  : 
And  on  Sugar,  viz. 

Not  equal  to  Refined — 
Fint  CImsb; 

[eont. 


Wats  aitd  MmkHB—cont, 

Second  Class  ; . 
Third  Class ; 

Fourth  Class  (including  Cane  Juice); 
Molasses  ; 
Almonds,  Past  of; 
Cherries,  Dried  ; 
Comfits,  Dry  ; 

Confectionery,  not  otherwise  enume- 
rated; 
Ginger  Preserved ; 
Marmalade ; 

Succadoes,  including  all   Fruits  and 
Vegetables  preserved  in  Sugar,  not 
otherwise  enumerated ; 
on  and  after  the  first  day  of  May,  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  seventy  four 
Resolutions  [Sugar  Duties]  moved,  and,  after 
debate,  agreed  to 

218]  Resolutions  reported  April  23,  991 
After  long  debate,  First  Resolution  amended. 

and  agreed  to 
Second    Resolution    [Preserved    Plums]    dis- 
agreed to 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  23, 1041 

Resolution  I. — Income  Tax — 
Par.  1.  "For  every  Twenty  shillings  of  the 
annual  value  or  amount  of  all  such  Property, 
Profits,  and  Gains  (except  those  chargeable 
under  Schedule  (B)  of  the  said  Act)  the  Rate 
or  Duty  of  Two  Pence 
Amendt.  {Mr.  Laing)  that  the  Rate  be  Three 

Ponce  (not  moved) 
Proviso  "  Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in 
sec.  12  of  the  Act  of  85  A  36  Vict.  cap.  20, 
for  the  Exemption  of  Persons  whose  whole 
Income   from  every   source    is   under    One 
Hundred  Pounds  a-year,  and  relief  of  those 
whose    Income    is    under    Three    Hundred 
Pounds  a-year  " 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  Subject  to   the 
provisions,"  to  the  words  **  Three  Hundred 
Pounds  a-year,"  and  add  '*  That  the  exemp- 
tions provided  for  in  the  twelfth  section  of 
the  Act  of  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth  Victoria 
be  extended  to  persons  whose  incomes  do  not 
exceed  Two  Hundred  Pounds  a-year ;  and 
that   from   all   Incomes    above   Two    Hun- 
dred Pounds  a-year,  and  not  exceeding  Five 
Hundred     Pounds     a-year.     One    Hundred 
Pounds    be    deducted     before     the    tax    is 
charged"  (-Sir  James  Lawrence)  v,   1056; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;  " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  255,  N.  139  ; 
M.  116  :  original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Res.  2.  Moved,    "  That,  on   the  first  day   of 
January   one    thousand   eight   hundred  and 
seventy-five,  the  following  duties  of  Excise 
shall  cease  to  be  payable  (that  is  to  say) : — 
*'  On  Licences  to  keep  Horses  or  Mules  ; 
<*  On  Race  Horses; 

"  On  Licences  for  exercising  or  carrying 
on  the  trade  of  a  Horse  Dealer " 

Amendt.  moved,  to  insert  after  "  That  on  "  the 
words  **  and  after  "  (5tV  Oeorge  Jenkinson) ; 
after  short  debate.  Question,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted,''  put,  and  negatived; 
Res.  agreed  to,  1559 

Res.  d.  D\i\AQ«  on  1e^)  ^^;t«t^  \a 
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Wats  and  Means — eont. 

Res.  4.  Inland  Revenae,  Moved,  "  That  it  is 
expedient  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  ; "  Res.  agreed  to 

Moved,  "That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Gun 
Licence  Act,  1870,  be  repealed"  {Mr.  James 
Barclay)  i  after  short  debate,  Question  put ; 
218]  A.  48,  N.  266  ;  M.  208,  1061 

Resolutions  reported  April  27,  amended  and 
agreed  to,  and  Bills  ordered  thereon 

Considered  in  Committee — Resolved,  That  it  is 
expedient  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Customs  April  28  ;  Resolution  reported,  and 
.     agreed  to  April  29,  1391 
23 1 J  Considered  in    Committee    July  27,  845  ; 
(£25,497,568,  Consolidated  Fund) 
Resolution  reported  July  28 


SUMMARY. 

Wats  and  Means. 

Grants  out  of  the   Consoudated  Fund. 


£     f.  d. 


£     $.   d. 


For  the  service  of 

the  years  ending 

SlstMarchl873 

and  1874 ; 
UnderAct37Vio. 

cap.  1       1,422,797  14  6 

For  the  service  of 

the  year  ending 

Slst         March 

1875 ;  vis. 
Under  Act  37  Vic. 

cap.  2     7,000,000  0  0 

Under  Act  37  Vic. 

cap.  10 13,000,000  0  0 

Under  this  Act  ...25,497,568  0  0 

45,497,668     0  0 

Total  ...  £46,920,365  14  6 


Weights  and  Measures 
Inspection  by  the  Police^  Question,  Mr.  Gold- 

ney  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Mar  26, 

[218]  338 
Legislation^  Question,   Mr.   Sampson   Lloyd  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Sfay  7,  [218] 

1839 


Welby,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Lincolnshire,  S. 
Balloon,  Fatal  Fall  from  a,  [220]  1623 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [219]  1075  ; 

Consid.  Amendt.  [220]  92,  93 
Post  OflBce— Ualfpenny  Book  Post,  [220]  419 


Wellinghoroughf  Burial  Board  of 
Question,  Mr.  Carter  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  June  25,  [220]  419 


Wellington  Monument,  The 
Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox  May  4,  [218]  1584;    Observations, 
Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Reply, Lord  Eeiity  Leivtvox. ; 
short  debate  thereon  June  25,\iio\  \^5 


BfflCu] 

(No.  84) 


Wenlock  Elementarj 

( The  Lard  Wenloek) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**  June  4 

Read  2*  *  June  8 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  9 

Read  3*  */un0  12 
e.  Read  l^  •  (General FareHer)  June  15 [Bill  161] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*" 
June  22,  [220]  283 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,"  and  add  "upon 
this  day  three  months"  {Mr.  A.  Brown): 
Question  proposed,  **  That '  now,'  Ac. ; "  after 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  141,  N.  57; 
M.  84 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2° 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  3o*  July  7 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  30    [37  A  38  Fu;t  e.  .^9] 

West   African    Settlements  —  See    title 
Africa 

Whalley,  Mr.  Q.  H.,  Peterborough 

Africa — East    Coast  of— Slave  Trade,    [sso] 

1470 
Board  of  Trade  (Marine  Department),  [218] 

1690 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  1, 

[221]  507,  508 
Gibraltar  and  Malta,  Church  in,  [220]  700 
Navy — Admiral  Eardley  Wilmot,  [220]  1624 
Parliament — Dissolution  and  General  Election 

—Vote  ofCen8ure,Re8.[2i8]1112,1127 
Parliament — Privilege — Committal  of  a  Mem- 
ber for  Contempt,  [218]  101,  105 
Public  Health  Act— Water  Supply,  [218]  1927 
Registration   of   Births  and    Deaths,    Comm. 

cl.  38,  [221]  610 
Sanitary  Acts — Water  Supply,  [221]  131 
Sanitary    Laws   Amendment,   Comm.   cl.  33, 

[220]  1498 
Supply — Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  [218] 

1140 
Supremo    Court    of    Judicature    Act    (1873) 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  10,  [221]  166  ;  cl.  12, 

172 
Tichborne  Prosecution,   Motion    for   Returns, 

[218]  2024,  2020;  [221]  610 
Welsh  County  Court  Judges,  [220]  638 
Whalley,  Mr.,  Imprisonment  of,  for  Contempt 

of  Court,  Res.  [219]  160  ;  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  201,  203 

Wharncliffe,  Lord 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  IR.  [219]  388 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Comm.  el.  32,  Amendt. 
[220]  1216 

Wheelhouse,  Mr.  W.  St.  James,  Leeds 

Army — Volunteer  Corps,  Allowances  to,  [220] 
301 

Bank  Ilolidays  Act — Money  Order  OfiBce  De- 
partment, [2 18]  268 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  [220] 
1658 

Friendly  Societies,  Leave,   [219]  1219 ;    2R. 


^\>^' 


